
MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 

Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 

Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 

 



Heritage Property 
 

“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 

Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 

District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 

 
Integrity 

 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 

Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 

 
Condition 

 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 9

		Historic Use: Wagon Road and railroad

		Current Use: Non-improved hiking trail 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MN0133/24MN0164

		Property_Name: Point of Rocks Historic Transportation Corridor

		Property_Town: Alberton

		Property_Date/Year: 1860/1908

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The integrity of the transportation corridor is excellent.  It includes pristine segments of the Mullan Military Road that was constructed in 1860 as well as a two-mile segment of Milwaukee Road Railroad that is on its original alignment cut through the rocks.  The corridor was largely bypassed in 1908 and that helped preserve the historic district.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Point of Rocks Historic Transportation Corridor consists of two mile segments of the Mullan Military Road and the Milwaukee Road Railroad.  The district is listed in the National Register of Historic Places under Criteria A, B and C.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The transportation corridor is not part of a utilized transportation system.  It is located outside the ROW for I-90 and it is not anticipated that any maintenance activities on the Interstate will impact the corridor.  There have been no significant changes, other than visual after a fire in 2005, to the corridor.  The chances for any MDT-related activity impacting the old road and railroad are minimal at best.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: +

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The Point of Rocks Transportation Corridor is routinely monitored by MDT personnel and maintenance activities (such as mowing, weed control and clearing dead fall) carried out on an as-needed basis.  The corridor, however, is open to the public and interpretive markers have been installed along its length.  No activities are undertaken that would change the appearance the corridor and diminish its integrity.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT will continue to maintain the historic transportation corridor as an unimproved historic interpretive hiking trail.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/25/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the corridor is excellent.  It sees very few hikers and is difficult to access rendering non-compatible activities there unlikely.  The MDT historian monitors the site on an annual basis and the local Maintenance section man also monitors the site.  The transportation corridor is unchanged from the last reporting cycle.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: :  Fishing Access Site and Wildlife Management Area

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PA0462

		Property_Name: Paradise Valley Rock Alignment Drive Archeological Site; Dailey Lake FAS and Dome Mountain WMA

		Property_Town: Emigrant

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The historical integrity of this site is considered to be good. As part of the design and construction of Dailey Lake FAS and Dome Mountain WMA from 1991 to 1995, under the direction of SHPO, considerable effort was made to ensure protection and preservation of this site. The facilities were located in areas to minimize disturbance, destruction, and vandalism of the site. The records do not indicate that the site has been monitored since 1995. It is likely that the site has remained undisturbed since the site is not located near FAS facilities or public highways. The historic integrity of the site is considered Good because the majority of the historic fabric of the site remains intact.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Paradise Valley Rock Alignment Drive crosses both the Dailey Lake FAS and Dome Mountain WMA. The alignment was a prehistoric hunting drive system. There is a widespread distribution of isolated projectile points, flaked stone debitage, rock hunting-blind structures, rock alignments, game drive structures, game trails, a cairn, and petroforms, with considerable time-depth, across both the Dailey Lake FAS and Dome Mountain WMA. The diversity of prehistoric resources and time-depth makes this site significant. Information on prehistoric subsistence activities, hunting methods, settlement patterns, and the distinctive type and method of prehistory construction unique to this region can be obtained from this site. A terminus to this drive alignment is found on this site.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The drive is considered to have at least a watch status because, even though the site covers a large area that is not close to FAS or WMA facilities or public highways, two-track roads cross the site in locations that could then open the site up to vandalism and disturbance in the future.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: FWP has done no stewardship activities on the site in the last two years. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance or preservation is planned for this archeological site in the next two years. FWP will contact SHPO any time FAS construction or maintenance projects are proposed to ensure protection of the site and the site will be re-evaluated prior to any ground-disturbing activity.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/07/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: FWP cultural resource specialists have identified the condition and integrity of this site as good. The site is not located near FAS or WMA facilities so it is unlikely that routine maintenance or public use of the facilities would affect the site.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Classroom/Office

		Current Use: Classroom/Office

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Liberal Arts Building

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1953

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Addition, built in 1962, retained original look of building. Exterior appearance was substantially changed in the 70's with an energy savings project that filled in at least half of the windows with stucco.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The original portion of this building, shaped like a backword L, was built in 1953 with the addition built to the west in 1962 which changed the shape of the building to an E. H.G. Merriam designed the first section. A mosaic on original buildings exterior was done by Rudy Autio.

		Use_Comment: Use has not changed since construction.

		Status_Comment: Long range building plan does call for the addition of another elevator which could alter exterior appearance. Current elevator was an addition on the East side that did alter exterior somewhat, but does not provide access to split levels in West addition.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Regular maintenance work is done by Facilities staff and an FCI survey is performed on a 3 year cycle.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1) Exterior windows were replaced in the 70's with a lower grade, residential, window that are failing throughout the building. Cranks are obsolete, can't get parts.2) Built-up roof needs replaced and insulation added.

		Other_Comment: 3) Replace wall unit HVAC ventilators throughout building. Additional ventilation is needed throughout building.4) Plumbing supply piping is copper and galvanized and needs to be replaced.5) Waste piping on drinking fountains and toilets is wearing out.6) Electrical distribution system is maxed out.

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The Liberal Arts building is one of the most classroom intensive buildings on campus and is functionally and structurally sound with very few deferred adaptation or maintenance needs.Building does need an additional elevator to allow access to all floors for ADA. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 29FH0080

		Property_Name: Swan River Bridge 

		Property_Town: East of Bigfork on Secondary Rte 209

		Property_Date/Year: 1963

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is a representative example of a prestressed concrete structure.  Unlike the Interstate bridges, prestressed bridges on primary and secondary highways didn't present the same uniformity of appearance.  This particular bridge has not been modified or otherwise altered since its construction.  All of the key components of the bridge are intact and functioning.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Swan River Bridge is a 4-span reinforced concrete structure that was constructed in 1963.  It is eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places under Criteria A and C for its association with the post-WWII highway program and because it retains a high degree of integrity.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has programmed the bridge for replacement in 2017 or beyond (depending on funding).  The bridge structure is failing and the cost of repairs exceeds the cost of replacing the structure.  Until it is replaced, the MDT will continue to maintain and inspect the structure.  

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs to it on an as-needed basis.  The department also inspects the bridge every two years with the last inspection occurring in September 2013.  The bridge was not scheduled for an inspection until November 2014, but the failing condition of the structure required an accelerated inspection schedule.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has programmed this bridge for replacement.  The severity of the structural condition outweighs the cost effectiveness of building a new bridge.  Consequently, the bridge will be replaced and not rehabilitated.  The MDT will continue to maintain and inspect it until replacement.  The bridge was treated under the Historic Roads & Bridges Programmatic Agreement and mitigated.  

		Other_Comment: A HAER document (HAER No. MT-147) was submitted to the National Park Service in September 2013.

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in poor condition and has some significant structural deficiencies.  The concrete deck of the bridge is failing and needs to be replaced.  There is considerable cracking and spalling on the piers and abutments with rebar exposed and corroded.  At least one of the piers is not in alignment with the bridge.  The prestressed concrete beams are badly cracked and spalled with exposed and corroded cables.    

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 


Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 


Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 


Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Fort

		Current Use: State park

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24RA0148

		Property_Name: Fort Owen/NRHP

		Property_Town: Stevensville

		Property_Date/Year: 1850

		State_Agency: [FWP]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The only original structure left at Fort Owen is the adobe wall on one side of the east Barracks.  Archaeological excavations conducted here by Malouf in the 1950s and by graduate student, Don Merritt in 2008-2009 indicate an abundance of artifacts related to Fort Owen remain underground.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Fort Owen is trading establishment named after John Owen and was the site of the first St. Mary's mission.  The fort was used between 1850 and the 1870s.  The fort had an adobe brick wall around, barracks, a sawmill and a grist mill. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The only original building that remains at Fort Owen is the east barracks. However, below ground remains are intact in terms of historic archaeological deposits as attested by recent excavations by Don Merritt and a University of Montana field school. These studies resulted in the identification of the east barracks, a dump, and the outhouse. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 13,727

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 500

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 4000

		Monitoring: 2,000

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment:       Fort Owen has a site steward that attended the MT site steward training and visits the site once a month during the summer season ($2,000 per year).  State parks staff also monitors the site ($1,000 per year). The park requires seasonal mowing and watering ($1,000 per year).  State Parks produces a brochure that is printed as needed ($500).

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment:  The adobe walls on the east barracks should be assessed by a historic architect to determine if stabilization efforts are needed. The site steward needs to continue regular monitoring.  Seasonal staff are needed to maintain the park during the summer months.  Currently, the park manager and staff from Travelers Rest in Lolo care for Fort Owen which is 25 miles away.

		Other_Comment: In-house staff time and operations and maintenance related to this site totaled $20,227 including $2,000 for site monitoring efforts (unreported).

		Reported_By: Sara Scott and Loren Flynn

		Date_Recorded: 11/08/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site remains in fair condition. Most of the original buildings are gone except the east barracks and the east wall of this building is original. The setting within the compound remains good with the location of original buildings marked. A new outhouse was constructed in 2008 but was sided with wood so that it matches other buildings. A ranch owner lives immediately adjacent to the site which helps prevent site vandalism. Park staff and/or heritage resource staff or volunteers visit the site at least once a month.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Designed and constructed as shop and office building for physical Plant maintenace and operations activites.

		Current Use: Same

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Physical Plant Building, MT Tech

		Property_Town: Butte

		Property_Date/Year: 1948

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Building is greater than 50 years old.  Typical construction methods and materials used for 1948 shop service building.  No significant design elements.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Constructed in 1948 as Physical Plant Building to enhance operations and maintenance of an expanding university campus.  Building serves as shop areas for physical plant maintenance staff, equipment storage, parts inventory, and administrative office space.

		Use_Comment: Building has not been modified for different use or expanded since original construction.

		Status_Comment: Building has not been modified for different use or expanded since original construction.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Michael Allen

		Date_Recorded: 12/20/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Pictograph Site 

		Current Use: Pictograph Site

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24FH1006

		Property_Name: Kila Buffalo Pictographs

		Property_Town: Kila 

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The quality of the images and their condition at this panel are very high.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The panel depicts beautifully rendered bison, canine and ungulate images as well as anthropomorphs and tally marks.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The pictographs are a well known landmark, but not as well known as other pictographs in this area.  The panel has been fenced off since the 1950s.  The MDT has no plans to reconstruct or widen US Highway 2 in the vicinity of this pictograph site.  

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The pictograph panel gets far less traffic than some of the other Kila pictographs and is better preserved.  It is regularly monitored by the MDT and by members of the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes.  No money has been expended on the preservation of the pictographs during this reporting period.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: This is a high priority precontact site for the MDT and the CSKT.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/28/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The quality of the images and their condition at this panel are excellent.  The pictographs are well away from the highway and fenced off to prevent direct public access to them.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: University Hall, Univ. of Montana

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1899

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed by renowned Missoula architect, A.J Gibson, University Hall was the first building built on the Missoula campus that at the time comprised of 40 acres. Univ. Hall housed the administrators and teaching classrooms for the fledging university. The structure itself in satisfactory condition & is actively being used as offices space for UM administration & some teaching classrooms.

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: University Hall is the primary physical symbol of the Univ. of Montana. It's 112 years old now and needs continuous maintenance to keep it in good shape. Several interior remodels have occurred over the last two decades to provide office space for administration but relatively little has been done to the exterior envelope till 2009. The historical integrity of the exterior remains in good condition and is a well photographed icon of UM & Missoula.

		Resoration: 0

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The entire roof was replaced in 2009 and the clock tower was seismically braced from within at the same time. The west facade facing the Oval was pressure washed to remove over 100 years worth of grime build-up. The $1.33M funding for this project came from combined State & Univ. sources.

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. A fire sprinkler system is required to safeguard the wood structure from fire, provide life-safety and address code deficiencies. 2. All the exterior wood windows are original wood, single pane units and need replacement. 3. The electrical distribution service is inadequate. The original building was never designed to meet the electrical loads of modern computers, air-conditioners and appliances. 4. The plumbing waste & supply pipes are original & in need of replacement. 5. The steam distribution piping is original & in need of replacement, as are many of the radiators & traps

		Other_Comment: 6. Univ. Hall does not have an elevator, this fails to provide ADA accessibility to the upper floors. A 1997 ramp to the basement floor provides access to that floor only. Losing interior space to accommodate an elevator is not an option since office space is at a premium; so an exterior structure is the only possibility. Public restrooms are only available at the basement floor - these were made ADA accessible in 2010. However, if an elevator is built in the future, it makes sense to provide for restrooms at upper floors also as part of the addition. This addition should occur to the east end, away from the Oval.7. Interior wall & floor finishes need replacement from wear & tear.8. Replace old light fixtures for energy efficiency, while maintaining historical aesthetics. 9. Replace old exit signs. Provide new emergency egress light fixtures.

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 09/22/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Current Use: Demolished/No longer exists

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24BW0956

		Property_Name: Montana Ditch Bridge

		Property_Town: Townsend 

		Property_Date/Year: 1931

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge was demolished in 2012 as part of the MDT's Townsend - South highway reconstruction project. The bridge no longer exists or has integrity.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The bridge was a reinforced concrete slab bridge that was constructed in 1931.  It retained considerable integrity and was associated with the early Great Depression era highway program in Montana.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge was demolished in 2012 as part of the MDT's Townsend - South highway reconstruction project.  The bridge no longer exists. The bridge was treated under the terms of the Roads & Bridges Programatic Agreement with SHPO (recorded for record).

		Status: [Mitigated]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: See status above.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge was demolished in 2012 and no longer exists.  

		Other_Comment: The bridge should be removed from the list of state heritage properties.

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/02/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Failed]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See status above.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Social Sciences Bld. Univ. of Montana

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1921

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed by Billings architects McIver & Cohagen in the Renaissance revival style, the building location follows the Cass Gilbert master plan. First built as the Library a 1955 addition to the north detracts from its historic elegance. In 1979 it was converted to house the Social Science departments. The building is being actively used by ITO, Sociology, Anthropology and Computer Science.

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Social Science needs a lot of deferred maintenance work. The 1955 north addition severely detracts from the elegance of the original Renaissance revival style structure.

		Resoration: 0

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: No major remodel projects have occurred at Social Science bld. in the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Social Science needs a new roof 2. Replace all exterior window. The windows are original wood single pane units. 3. Pressure wash & tuck point exterior brick walls.4. More attic insulation is required to meet energy code. 5. The interior ceilings & floor coverings need replacement; wall plaster is cracked & need paint in places. 6. About 60% of the heating & ventilation needs replacement.

		Other_Comment: 7. About 20% of the waste & supply piping and bathroom fixtures need replacement.8. Building needs a new main electrical meter.9. About 80% of the light fixtures need replacement for energy efficiency.10. About 25% of the electrical distribution panels need replacement.11. The existing elevator is old & needs replacement.12. The building needs emergency egress lights & exit signs.

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 09/23/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24BE2061

		Property_Name: Big Hole River/Kalsta Bridge

		Property_Town: Milepost 22.2 on old US 91 about 22 miles north of Dillon

		Property_Date/Year: 1928

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge has not been significantly altered since its construction in 1928.  All of the important structural components (including the lattice guard panels) are intact and unchanged.  The bridge received a new concrete deck in 2009, but it is of the same dimensions and appearance as the original deck and it serves to extend the operational life of the structure.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The property is a 3-span riveted Pratt through truss bridge.  It is NRHP eligible under Criterion A for its association with the late 1920s MDT highway improvement program and under Criterion C as a good example of a Pratt through truss bridge designed and built by the MDT.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate, replace or condemn this bridge during the 2014-2016 reporting cycle for SB 3.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and it is inspected on two-year cycles.  The last inspection occurred in 2012 and the next is scheduled for 2014.  The inspection revealed no significant structural problems with the bridge.  Maintenance consists of removing debris under the structure, plowing snow, and other incidentals as they become necessary.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate, replace or condemn this bridge for the foreseeable future.  It is listed as part of the MDT's Historic Bridge Rehabilitation Program.  However, it has not been programmed for any kind of work by the agency.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 09/20/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in good condition.  It obtained a new concrete deck in 2009.  Other wear to the structure can be attributed to age and the elements.  There are rust pockets on the steel structural members under the deck and some concrete spalling off the abutments.  None of these issues, however, threaten the continued existence of the bridge.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Campsite

		Current Use: MDT ROW/Private land

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PA1200

		Property_Name: Baltz Archaeological Site 

		Property_Town: Livingston

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site retained enough depositional integrity to be NRHP eligible.  Most of the site, however, is located outside the MDT ROW and its integrity is not known.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is located along Secondary Rte 540 and consists of a National Register-eligible archaeological site.  The site is NRHP-eligible under Criterion D.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT designed the East River Road project to avoid impacting this archaeological site.  Any cultural materials located within the ROW had been previously impacted by both the construction of the highway in the 1920s and by the collection activities of the adjacent property owner.  Shovel tests revealed no intact archaeological remains within the existing MDT ROW.  The majority of the site is located on private property adjacent to the highway.  

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT completed a reconstruction project in the early 2000s that encompassed a portion of the site.  The design of the project avoided impacting the site outside the ROW and there was no determination of Adverse Effect.  No mitigation of the site was necessary.  There were no intact archaeological features within the ROW as they had been disturbed by previous road construction beginning in the 1920s.  Most of the site is located on private property outside the ROW.  The MDT has not monitored it.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: When the MDT programs a project on Secondary 540 that has the potential to impact this site, it will be re-investigated at that time.  The MDT has no jurisdiction over the intact portion of the site outside the ROW on private land.  

		Other_Comment: As the site no longer exists within the MDT ROW, it should be considered for removal from the list of state-owned heritage properties to be reported on biennually.

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site appears to no longer exist within the existing MDT ROW.  It does exist outside the ROW, but it is not known its condition.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad Depot

		Current Use: Vacant

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24CA0653

		Property_Name: Monarch Depot

		Property_Town: Monarch

		Property_Date/Year: 1891

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The building served as a railroad depot from 1891 until 1947 when it was acquired by the MDT.  At that time, two large bay doors were cut into the north wall of the building and the entire building was covered by corrugated metal.  Despite those changes, it was felt that the building retained enough of its original features to retain its association as a Craftsman-style railroad depot. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Monarch Depot was constructed by the Montana Central Railroad in 1891.  It is eligible for the National Register under Criteria A and C for its association with the economic development of Monarch in the early 1890s and because it retains sufficient integrity.  The MDT and SHPO originally did not concur in the National Register eligibility of the building.  

		Use_Comment: From 1947 to 2013, the building functioned as a storage facility for the MDT Maintenance Section Shop in Monarch.  In 2013, the MDT transferred ownership of the property to Cascade County.  

		Status_Comment: The MDT transferred ownership of the building to Cascade County in 2013.  It was the intent of the county to then transfer responsibility of the rehabilitation and restoration of the building to a local entity, who would use it as a museum//visitors center/community center.  It is not known the status of their efforts.  The building is no longer owned by the MDT.

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT transferred ownership of the building to Cascade County in 2013.  It was the intent of the county to then turn responsibility for it over to a local group who was interested in restoring the depot.  The MDT, therefore, does not expend money on the building and is no longer responsible for its upkeep.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT no longer owns the Monarch Depot.  It is the property of Cascade County.  

		Other_Comment: The MDT no longer owns this property.  It is now owned by Cascade County. It is unclear what the county plans for the building. This property should be removed from the list of state-owned heritage properties.

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 01/14/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The building was in poor condition in 2012.  It had functioned as storage for MDT equipment since 1947 and the interior had been largely gutted.  The exterior had been altered with the addition of two large bay doors on the north elevation in 1947 and the entire structure was sheathed in corrugated metal.  The roof was in poor condition.   Its current condition is unknown as it is not in MDT ownership.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24SB1042

		Property_Name: Health Sciences Building (formerly Petroleum/Physics Building) - Montana Tech Campus (Butte Historic District)

		Property_Town: Butte

		Property_Date/Year: 1953

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2013

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: The Health Sciences Building is currently under full interior renovation with completion scheduled for November 2011.  

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The Health Sciences Building is the future home of the Nursing Department as well as Outreach activities on the Montana Tech Campus.  The exterior of the building remains untouched as part of the renovation, with a number of damaged exterior tiles that cannot be replaced because a match for the green terra cotta tiles cannot be found.  These tiles on both the building exterior and on planters in front of the building remain unsightly.   

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Arthur Anderson

		Date_Recorded: 11/15/2015

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Stock Pass

		Current Use: Stock Pass

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24DL0269

		Property_Name: Lower French Creek Stock Pass

		Property_Town: South of Anaconda on Secondary Rte 569

		Property_Date/Year: 1950

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The structure is less than 20 feet in length and is not classified a bridge by the MDT's bridge inventory.  It is, technically, a feature of the roadway and not a stand-alone bridge.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The structure is a stock pass and not a bridge.   

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely monitors the structure and maintains it when necessary.  It is not a bridge and is not subjected to biennial inspections.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: The structure should not be considered a Heritage Property since it is a feature of the roadway. MDT believes the property should be removed from the list of state-owned heritage properties to be reported on in the future.   

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/15/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Railroad trestle

		Current Use: Railroad trestle

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24FR1153

		Property_Name: Judith River Viaduct

		Property_Town: Lewistown

		Property_Date/Year: 1912

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The structure retains good integrity.  It is the longest railroad trestle in Montana and retains integrity of design, materials, workmanship and feeling.  The setting of the structure has not changed since 1912 and its association with the Milwaukee Road Railroad is strong.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The viaduct is a 32-span railroad trestle constructed of steel bents supporting an active railroad line.  The trestle has concrete footings.  The structure is eligible for the NRHP under Criterion A as an important component of the Milwaukee Road's branch line in central Montana

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The trestle was damaged during flooding on the Judith River in 2011.  The MDT repaired the damage in 2013 and reopened it to railroad traffic.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The Judith River Viaduct is routinely maintained and regularly inspected.  It was repaired in 2013 in the wake of flood damage in 2011.  It once again carries train traffic.  There are no other rehabilitation or replacement plans for the trestle and it will continue to function in its original capacity.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The trestle was recently repaired after a flood in 2011 caused significant damage to some of the concrete footings and trestle bents.  No other work has been programmed for the facility.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/15/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The trestle was badly damaged by flooding on the Judith River in 2011.  The MDT repaired the damage to the structure in 2013 and reopened it to railroad traffic.  Materials used for the repairs are different than the original structural components, but their appearance is not significantly different than it was before the repairs.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Chemistry/Pharmacy

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1938

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed by architects RC Hugenin & Norman Dekay of Butte/Helena as a PWA project. The overall building is in satisfactory condition following a very extensive state funded $7.2M remodel in 2005 done by A&E Architects. The building is actively used by Chemistry & Pharmacy.

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Prior to the 2005 remodel, the building was in dire need of deferred maintenance on all interior levels. The 2005 remodel addressed mechanical, plumbing & electrical systems, remodeled all the laboratories, added a small addition for offices & bathrooms at all floor levels. All the exterior windows were replaced & the interior was repainted. The original buildings character is still intact despite the new east addition done in 2005 and the old "mouse house" done in 1949.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Regular building maintenance is done by Facilities staff and an FCI survey is performed on a 3 year cycle.

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. About 35% of the supply & waste piping needs replacement. This was not done during the 2005 remodel.2. About 5% of the floor & ceilings need replacement from wear & tear.3. Exterior steps need maintenance/replacement work.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 11/01/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Port of Entry Station

		Current Use: Rest Area Exhibit

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24BE2077

		Property_Name: Lima Port of Entry Station

		Property_Town: Lima Rest Area on Interstate 15

		Property_Date/Year: 1936

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The port of entry station maintains good integrity.  It was moved to its present location in 1947.  The building itself is largely unaltered and retains integrity of design, materials, feeling, and workmanship as a standard MDT-designed port of entry station.  The setting of the property has changed with its relocation to the Lima rest area and its placement on a concrete foundation.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The property is the Lima Port of Entry Station that was constructed in 1936 and originally located at Monida.  It was moved to Lima in 1947.  The building is eligible under Criterion A for its association with the MDT's tourism programs of the 1930s and under Criterion C for its high degree of architectural integrity.  It is one of a only a few known surviving port of entry stations.

		Use_Comment: The port of entry station was moved from the adjacent MDT maintenance yard to the new Lima rest area in 2010.  It now functions as an interpreted display at the rest area.  

		Status_Comment: The station was moved to its current location in 2010 and now functions as a display at the Lima rest area.  It was placed on a concrete foundation to help preserve the building and it is routinely maintained by MDT maintenance forces.  There is no public access to the interior of the building.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: +

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The port of entry station is routinely maintained on an as-needed basis.  It is monitored by both the adjacent MDT maintenance section men and by the caretaker of the rest area.  The building is interpreted on-site by an historical marker and a sidebar on the rest area's geological marker.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The building is routinely maintained and was recently placed on a concrete foundation to better preserve it.  There are no plans to relocate the building or to demolish it.  It is an integral part of the MDT's Lima rest area on I-15.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 09/20/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The building is in good condition.  It was placed on a concrete foundation and the half-log walls stained to protect the siding in 2010.  The interior of the building is in good condition and there is no public access to it.  The original wood shake shingles were replaced some time in the past with asphalt shingles.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Habitation (pre-contact)

		Current Use: Partially within the Army National Guard's munitions training grounds.

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BW0675

		Property_Name: Pilgrim Tipi Ring Site

		Property_Town: Townsend

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site was demonstrated to contain chronologically typeable artifacts, dateable organic remains, and preserved plant resources.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The resource is a stone circle (tipi ring) site in the Limestone Hills west of Townsend, Montana.  It was one of the earliest extensively and systematically investigated stone circle sites in the northern Plains (see Davis et al. 1982).

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The status of the Pilgrim Site is “Endangered” because it has experienced ground disturbances due to the excavation of numerous features. The site was recorded in 1979 after the Department of Military Affairs (DMA) contracted for an archaeological survey to be conducted throughout the DMA's training area. The site was largely intact at the time of its discovery but because of anticipated damage, it was mitigated through data recovery. The site boundary overlaps with the DMA’s high explosive impact area.

		Status: [Mitigated]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The Department of Military Affairs has not undertaken any efforts to improve the status or condition of the Pilgrim Tipi Ring Site and there have been no stewardship efforts in regard to the site in the past two years. This lack of effort is due to the site’s location within a restricted area and because potential impacts to the site were mitigated by excavation. Since 1982, neither the MA or the DNRC (who leases the land to the DMA) has invested any money into the development, protection (continued below) 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Neglect caused by lack of adequate financial support can erode the physical and historical attributes of heritage properties, but at this time the DMA does not believe that financial support or any further maintenance of the Pilgrim Site is necessary to carry out their stewardship responsibilities. The DMA has been, and continues to be a proponent of site avoidance in order to maintain the Pilgrim Site.

		Other_Comment: (continued) or additional research of the site. Due to its restricted access, which eliminates potential tourist dollars, as well as a lack of investment in the site, there has been no estimated increase in value resulting from stewardship efforts. This SB3 form has been completed by a consultant hired by the Department of Military Affairs.  The form will be submitted by DMA in February of 2012.Reference cited:Davis, L.B., S.A. Aaberg, M. Wilson, and R. Ottersberg1982    Stone Circles in the Montana Rockies: Systematic Recovery and Culture-Ecological Inference.            Consultant's report (MSU, Bozeman) submitted to the Montana Army National Guard, Department            of Military Affairs, Helena.

		Reported_By: Dagny K. Krigbaum

		Date_Recorded: 12/12/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2010-2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Data recovery at the site was chosen only for undisturbed features, and were therefore damaged in the process. The site was revisited a few years ago by professional archaeologists to assess the impact of military training activities since the site was mitigated. Several intact stone rings were noted and the locations of the excavated rings were readily visible. Although ordnance debris was observed on the surface in the vicinity of the rings, there was little in the way of impact craters.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Prehistoric Camp Site

		Current Use: MDT ROW/Private Land

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24WL0149

		Property_Name: Unnamed Archaeological Site

		Property_Town: Judith Gap 

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: A small, non-contributing portion of the site was located within the existing/proposed MDT ROW for this project.  The major part of the site is located on privately owned land outside the ROW.  The portion within the ROW lacks integrity.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The archaeological site was determined eligible for the NRHP under Criterion D.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: A very small portion of the site is located within the MDT ROW.  The MDT recorded the site in 1995 as part of the Careless Creek North project.  The MDT retained the existing road alignment on the west side of the creek and avoided impacting the site.  There was no Determination of Adverse Effect to the site and no mitigation was necessary.

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The site was tested in 1995 by the MDT's consultant to determine the National Register eligibility of it.  The MDT designed the road to avoid impacting the site and no other work was done there by the department.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site will be reinvestigated by the MDT when a reconstruction or widening project is programmed for the highway.  That is not likely to happen for the foreseeable future, however, as a reconstruction project was completed there within the last 17 years.   

		Other_Comment: As the portion of the 24WL0149 within MDT ROW has been determined to be non-contributing and lack integrity, it is suggested that the property be excused from future biennial reporting on state-owned heritage properties.

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/30/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The portion of the site outside the ROW was not disturbed by the MDT project and is still intact.  Because the MDT has no jurisdiction over that part of the site, its condition is unknown.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 0

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24SB0354

		Property_Name: Chemistry Biology Building (Formerly Metalurgy Building) 

		Property_Town: Butte

		Property_Date/Year: 1927

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2013

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: The Chemistry Biology Building was renovated in 1999 to add class room and laboratory space to support campus curricular needs as well as to house the Chemistry and Biology Departments. 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Although the building was completed less than 15 years ago the building requires some updating. The copper roof  has developed leaks and is in need of repair.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 1. Update building control system.2. Repair roof.3. Reduce noise level of exhaust stacks.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24TE0120/24YL1603

		Property_Name: Big Horn River Bridge 

		Property_Town: North of Custer on I-94 Frontage Road

		Property_Date/Year: 1933

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains a high degree of integrity and is a representative example of one of the few Pennsylvania through truss bridges designed and built by the MDT in the early 1930s.  There have been few, if any, modifications or alterations made to the bridge since its construction and is one of the best examples of the type remaining in the state.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Big Horn River Bridge is a 2-span steel Pennsylvania through truss bridge that was constructed in 1933.  It straddles the Treasure and Yellowstone counties.  The bridge is listed in the National Register of Historic Places under Criteria A and C.  It is associated with the federal relief program of the early 1930s and is an excellent example of a Pennsylvania through truss structure.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge functions in its original and historic capacity as a crossing of the Big Horn River.  It was located on US Highway 10, which is now known as the I-94 frontage road.  The bridge is in excellent condition and the MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the structure for the foreseeable future.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs to it on an as-needed basis.  The department also inspects the bridge every two years with the last inspection occurring in April 2013.  The inspected revealed no significant structural deficiencies.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge has no significant structural issues and will continue to function in its current capacity for the foreseeable future.  The bridge is listed in the National Register of Historic Places.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/29/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained and inspected.  There are no significant structural deficiencies with the bridge and it will continue to function in its current capacity.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Historic Placer Mine

		Current Use: MDT ROW

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24DL0757

		Property_Name: French Gulch Placer Mines

		Property_Town: Anaconda

		Property_Date/Year: 1864-1910

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site retains good integrity and is eligible for the NRHP for its potential to yield information important to our understanding of placer mining in this area.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of the remains of a placer mine that was worked in French Gulch between 1864 and 1910.  The site retained enough integrity to be eligible for the NRHP under Criterion D.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has programmed a project to reconstruct Montana Secondary 569.  This site was recorded as part of the cultural resource survey for that project.  The MDT reconstruction project will have No Adverse Effect to this property.  

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: +

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The cultural resource survey was conducted as a sub-contract to Morrison-Maierle's contract with the MDT.  It is not known the cost of the cultural resource survey.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT will address impacts to this site when the preliminary construction plans are completed.  Until that time, there will be no MDT-caused impacts to the site.  Since no significant features will be impacted SHPO concurred that the MDT would have No Adverse Effect to this property.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/15/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site remains as it was when first recorded in 2008.  There have been no MDT construction activities at this site.  The MDT shares ownership of the site with the MT Dept. of Fish, Wildlife & Parks and the BLM.  The MDT's portion includes only that which is located within the existing ROW boundary.  Additional ROW will impact an acre of previously disturbed placer gravels.  None of the significant features at the site will be impacted.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Bison Kill Site

		Current Use: MDT ROW/Private land

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24JT0324

		Property_Name: Utica Bison Kill Site

		Property_Town: Utica

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site retain materials that are important to our understanding of the process of killing bison by Native Americans.  It retains sufficient buried materials to be eligible for the NRHP.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of a pre-contact bison kill adjacent to Secondary Highway 239 northeast of the community of Utica.  The site is eligible for the NRHP under Criterion D for its potential to yield information.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT reconstructed Secondary 239 adjacent to the site.  A portion of the site was located within the MDT ROW.  The MDT mitigated the site within the ROW through excavation in 2003.  The current status of the site outside the ROW is unknown.

		Status: [Mitigated]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Fifteen acres of the 45-acre site was tested and excavated as part of the MDT's Hobson-Utica project in 2003.  The results of the mitigation activity are included in a report currently located at SHPO.  That 15 acres includes ROW purchased by the MDT for the project.  The remaining 30 acres of the site is on private land and not under MDT jurisdiction.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The 15 acres of the 45-acre site within the MDT ROW was mitigated in 2003.  The construction project occurred in 2008 and has been completed.  No other construction or maintenance activities (including snow plowing) has impacted the site since 2008.  The portion outside of the ROW is undisturbed on privately-owned land.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/24/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The MDT mitigated impacts to the site through the archaeological excavation of it within the impact area of the highway reconstruction project.  The roadway was reconstructed in 2008.  The entire 45 acre site was not impacted by the highway project, just that within the existing ROW.  The condition of the site on private land is not known.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24BE0805

		Property_Name: UM Western- Main Hall 1896-1951

		Property_Town: Dillon, Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1896

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Unknown]

		Status_Comment: This structure is listed on the National Register of Historic Places. The building as it now stands was constructed in 4 different periods namely in 1896, 1907, 1924 and 1951. The majority of the structure is rated as Satisfactory with the exception of the 1924 addition of the library wing which is listed as Endangered. See the appendix for the status of the individual structures.

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The building exterior exhibited (and continues to exhibit) a high degree of historic integrity prior to the 
2010-2011 rehabilitation work. Interior work done during 2010-2011 was thorough, addressed numerous requirements mandated by current building codes, and was respectful and harmonious with cultural values represented in this historic structure. See the appendix for the condition/Integrity of the individual structures.

		Resoration:  X

		Research:  X

		Interpretation:  1

		Promotion:  1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance:  1

		Monitoring: 

		Designed_Redesigned:  X

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Rehablilitation was part of a more encompassing project venue that included life-safety improvements, accessibility, utility system ungrades, and energy efficiency. However, historic integrity was a primary consideration to the agency and the design professionals participating in the work. See the appendix for the stewardship details of the individual structures.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The building as it now stands was constructed in 4 different periods namely in 1896, 1907, 1924 and 
1951. See the appendix for each individual property ranking.

		Other_Comment: None Noted

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 01/20/12

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 6

		Historic Use: Fish Hatchery

		Current Use: Fish Hatchery

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LA0221

		Property_Name: Jocko River Trout Hatchery

		Property_Town: Arlee

		Property_Date/Year: 1948

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Jocko River Trout Hatchery is considered to have excellent historic integrity because the majority of the hatchery remains intact. The hatchery has retained all of the original buildings in their original locations and the 10 upper raceways and settling pond, all of which are still used for their original purpose. In addition, all of the buildings have been maintained in good to excellent condition. Only the original pipelines, wells, spring boxes, and lower raceways have been removed and replaced. All improvements made to the buildings and the newly constructed buildings were designed to maintain the historic look of the hatchery.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Jocko River Trout Hatchery was built in 1948 and was the newest of the original nine fish hatcheries in Montana. It is significant because it is the last relatively intact hatchery of the original nine, has retained many of the original structures, and remains relatively unaltered. The hatchery represents state conservation efforts regarding native fisheries and the related field of recreation. The original hatchery was comprised of a hatchery building, one garage, two identical residences, raceways, brood raceways, pipelines, wells, a settling pond, and spring boxes. The hatchery building, residences, garage, settling pond, and 10 upper raceways remain on the property and are still used for their original function. The original pipelines, wells, spring boxes, and lower raceways were removed and replaced. It is unclear if the settling pond was part of the original hatchery. 

		Use_Comment: Both residences are used to house hatchery personnel. The hatchery building is still used in its original capacity and the garage is used for storage. The original upper raceways and settling pond are also still used.

		Status_Comment: The historic Jocko River Trout Hatchery is considered to have a satisfactory status because the structures are actively maintained in excellent condition and is not threatened by development, highways, or vandalism.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 10,000

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: New windows and doors were installed on the garage in 2010 for $4,500. The siding was replaced and new gutters installed on the garage in 2012 for $10,000, in consultation with SHPO (no adverse effect).

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No improvements, repairs, restoration, or preservation are planned for the next two years. The 10 upper raceways are in poor condition and inefficient. FWP proposes to replace the raceways but approval for this project has not yet been obtained. Cost for this project is currently not known.

		Other_Comment: Five new buildings have been constructed, including: a modular home built in the 1970's; three new detached garages; and a multi-purpose office, garage, workshop, and storage building built in 2009. The exterior of the new building was designed to match the exterior of the hatchery.

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/08/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 4

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The overall condition of the Jocko River Hatchery is excellent and the two residences and the hatchery building are in excellent condition. The original residences are in excellent condition. Both residences were remodeled in 2002 including new siding, windows, flooring, and roof; remodeled kitchen, addition of a deck, and an addition of 900 square feet to each structure. The hatchery building is in excellent condition and had windows replaced in 2006, new roof in 2008, new rain gutters in 2008, and new siding in 2009. All of the materials that were used match the original appearance of the building in order to maintain the historic look of the hatchery. No improvements have been made to the interior of the hatchery building. The garage is in good condition. The 10 upper raceways are still used but in poor condition. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24CA0394

		Property_Name: Novak Creek Bridge 

		Property_Town: Cascade

		Property_Date/Year: 1931

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains a high degree of integrity.  There have been no modifications made to the structure since its construction in 1931.  All of the structural components standard to its design are intact and unchanged.  The setting of the site has not changed significantly and its association with MDT-designed bridges from the 1930s is strong and visually evident.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Novak Creek Bridge is a two-span reinforced concrete T-beam bridge.  It was built at a time when this type of bridge was built in great numbers on Montana's highways.  It is National Register eligible under Criterion A because of its association with early 1930s road-building programs and under C because it retains a high degree of integrity.  It contributes the NRHP-listed US 91 Historic District.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge has not been programmed for rehabilitation or replacement during this reporting cycle.  It is routinely maintained and inspected by the MDT.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: +

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Repairs within the last two years involved patching the asphalt overlay on the deck. The bridge is inspected every two years with the last inspection occurring in January 2013. The MDT historian nominated the Novak Creek Bridge for listing in the National Register of Historic Places in 2013 as part of the US Highway 91 Historic District. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge will not be rehabilitated or replaced during this reporting cycle. It is in good condition and will continue to function in its historic capacity. The inspection found no significant structural problems that would result in its programming as a rehabilitation or replacement project.  

		Other_Comment: The bridge is a contributing component of the National Register-listed US Highway 91 Historic District.  

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/04/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition considering its age.  There is a fair amount of cracking and spalling on the structure, but no reinforcing steel is exposed.  Considering its exposure to the elements since 1931 it is in remarkable good condition.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Prehistoric

		Current Use: MDT ROW/Private land

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24RL0295

		Property_Name: Unnamed Archaeological Site

		Property_Town: Savage

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The majority of the site has been cultivated and other portions have been disturbed by the construction of MT 16. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of an extensive cultural material scatter of detritus, tools, and fire-cracked rock.  The site is eligible for the NRHP under Criterion D.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The large site is bisected by Montana Highway 16 with the vast majority of the site located outside the MDT ROW.  The site was recorded in 1999 as part of the MDT's 30 Km Northeast of Glendive - Northeast reconstruction project.  The project did no adversely effect the site.  

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT determined after testing the site that its proposed reconstruction project would not adversely effect the site.  The MDT is only responsible for that portion of the site within the Area of Potential Effect and has no jurisdiction over the site located on privately owned land.  With the completion of the project, the MDT is no longer monitoring the site both within and outside the ROW.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: There is little potential for the MDT to disturb this site for the foreseeable future because reconstruction project has occurred there within the last twelve years.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 11/01/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Approximately 90% of the site was disturbed by cultivation and prior highway construction.  Cultural deposits in the remaining 10% were scant with datable organics or diagnostic artifacts found.  Although the consultant determined that on the surface the site is not eligible for th National Register of Historic Places, he did believe that there may be deeper buried deposits.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Unknown

		Current Use: None

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24MC0462

		Property_Name: Unnamed cairn

		Property_Town: Circle

		Property_Date/Year: Unknown

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Unknown subsurface- not tested

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of three low-profile cairns (rock heaps) on a tract of state land in McCone County.  The site, for reasons not articulated in the corresponding site form, was determined to be a Heritage Property by the Department of Energy and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not part of this discussion.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The three cairns consist of 1-2 tiered clusters of approximately 6, 24, and 35 locally available and culturally unmodified stones that do not exceed 35 cm in maximum dimension.  The cairns have not been excavated to determine if they contain dateable materials or culturally/temporally diagnostic artifacts, and no evidence of associated cultural remains were observed on the ground surface at the time the site was documented.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Construction of a 22 ft wide road grade with a crushed gravel surface is estimated to cost $2 per square foot or $253,440 to construct a 1 mile long x 24 ft wide, gravel surface road from Highway 2 to the site locale.  A parking lot with a crushed gravel surface of sufficient size to accommodate 6 sedans and 3 motor homes will be needed for visitor parking at the site locale (approximately  Establishment of a 1/4 mile long walking trail with interpretive signage erected at each of the three cairns (continued below)

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because it is currently in no danger of disturbance, it is in a remote location,and because it is unlikely that a site of this nature would be attractive to the touring public.

		Other_Comment: (continued) as well as the parking lot is estimated to cost $260,000.  An estimated 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Eastern Land Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify annual maintenance needs.  The above noted costs are limited to initial development and management over a ten year period.  Perpetual maintenance costs (currently not calculated) will be required to adequately preserve and manage this property long term.  Once an estimated $260,000 is invested to develop this property, the development will actually appraise as an encumbrance to the land, and the raw land value will decrease slightly (T. Konency pers. comm 2011).  Because of the remote location of the Heritage Property, estimating additional tourist dollars that might be captured at the local economic level is difficult. 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/1/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  The cairns appear to be intact, but are visually similar to the majority of these ubiquitous features that appear throughout Montana-- and in fact, throughout the world (see Rennie and Lahren 2004).  Age of site is unknown. Although the state tract containing the site is legally accessible, establishing an all weather road to the site is imperative in order to make the resource available to the traveling public.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 2

		Historic Use: Road 

		Current Use: Road

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24BL1944

		Property_Name: OLd US Highway 2/Secondary Route 396

		Property_Town:  Harlem

		Property_Date/Year: 1890-1925

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The roadway retains good integrity.  It has been routinely maintained by Blaine County.  It retains its original alignment and roadway width.  There are no significant features associated with the roadway except for a concrete slab bridge that crosses Coburg Creek.  The road's association with early automobile transportation is strong as is the unchanged setting of the historic property.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The historic district consists of 17 miles of gravel-surfaced roadway that is the original alignment of US Highway 2.  The MDT bypassed this segment for the existing alignment of US 2 in 1925.  It is eligible for the National Register as a good example of an early automobile route and intact segment of the Theodore Roosevelt International Highway.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT currently has no plans to reconstruct, widen or pave the roadway.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The roadway is routinely maintained by the MDT on an as-needed basis. Maintenance activities usually consist of patching potholes and grading.  They would not undermine the historic significance of the property.  The route is included in the MDT's Historic Roads and Bridges Programmatic Agreement as an historic highway.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT currently has no plans to rehabilitate, widen or reconstruct the roadway.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/03/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the gravel-surfaced roadway.  Maintenance activities include grading to remove "washboarding" and patching holes.  None of the maintenance activities have the potential to undermine the historic significance of the roadway.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: Fishing Access Site

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24MA0244 

		Property_Name: Archeological Site, 8 Mile Ford FAS

		Property_Town: Ennis

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The historic integrity is considered Unknown because it has not been monitored in recent years. Interpretive panels were installed in 1996 to educate the public.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Numerous tipi rings, cairns, and lithic artifacts from the middle to late Prehistoric periods are found on the surface at 8 Mile Ford FAS. 57 tipi rings and four cairns have been identified and mapped at the FAS. 171 lithic artifacts were identified, including 162 flakes, five cores, two modified flakes, two projectile points, and small bone fragments. The lithic artifact density on the FAS is 15.5 items per square meter. With such a high surface density of artifacts, the site has the potential to contribute significantly to the understanding of the local and regional prehistory. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The status of the site is considered at least Watch because negative impacts to the historic integrity have the potential to occur. The public heavily uses 8 Mile Ford FAS and the interpretive panels, along with proximity to the highway, may have inadvertently encouraged vandalism, trampling and disturbance of the site. 

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: FWP has done no heritage maintenance, restoration, or preservation of the site in the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance or preservation is planned for this archeological site in the next two years. FWP will contact SHPO any time FAS construction or maintenance projects are proposed to ensure protection of the site and the site will be re-evaluated prior to any ground-disturbing activity.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/07/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site has been substantially degraded since it was first identified in 1978. The site was heavily disturbed due to public use of the area. In order to minimize further degradation and to help preserve the site, FWP installed jack-leg fencing around the site to eliminate vehicle use and reduce foot traffic of the site. In addition, FWP installed interpretative signage discussing Native American use of the Madison Valley, the tipi, and the importance of archeological preservation.  The condition of the site is considered Unknown because the site has not been monitored in recent years.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24CA0402

		Property_Name: Missouri River Bridge

		Property_Town: Cascade

		Property_Date/Year: 1954

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity.  There have been no significant changes made to the steel structure or the substructure.  All of the components standard to this particular design are intact and unchanged.  The setting of the site is also mostly intact and its association with the MDT's post-WWII building programs is strong and visually evident.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Missouri River Bridge at Cascade is a 4-span steel girder bridge.  It is associated with the MDT's post-WWII highway improvement programs and retains a high degree of integrity.  The bridge is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places under Criteria A and C.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge continues to carry traffic across the Missouri River on Secondary Route 330.  It is in good condition with no significant problems.  The Department of Defense is planning some modifications to the structure to make it better able to handle current DoD demands, but none of the changes would alter the appearance or use of the bridge.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  There were no repairs necessary over the past two years.  The bridge is inspected every two years with the last inspection conducted in March 2012.  The bridge will be inspected again in March 2014.  The inspection (including the underwater component) revealed no significant structural problems with the bridge.  It is not in danger of failure.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained and inspected every two years.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the structure for the foreseeable future.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/04/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in good condition and routinely maintained.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge in the foreseeable future.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Office Space

		Current Use: Office Space

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Old Livestock Building - 1310 East Lockey Avenue

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1918

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Excellent]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Exterior masonry veneer needs re-pointing

		Other_Comment: The building is listed in the Montana Capitol Complex Master Plan as a "Property that potentially contributes to the potential historic district focused on the Capitol Campus. This property needs to be recorded on a Historic Property Record Inventory form, registered with a property number (Smithsonian trinomial), and evaluated for eligibility as a state-owned heritage property, in consultation with SHPO.

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
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Historic Use:  
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Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Bison Kill Site

		Current Use: MDT ROW/Private land

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24RB1861

		Property_Name: McRae Bison Kill Site

		Property_Town: Colstrip

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site is sprawling with only a portion located within MDT ROW with the remainder on private land.  The MDT portion of the site was determined not to contribute to the overall significance of the archaeological property.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The archaeological site is a bison kill site that is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places under Criterion D.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The archaeological site is very large and sprawling with Montana Highway 39 bisecting the west end of the site.  The site was discovered as part of the MDT's Colstrip South project in 1999.  The MDT did not have an adverse effect to the site and no mitigation was conducted on it.  

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The site was mapped, recorded and photographed in 1999.  The MDT did not have an adverse effect to the site and no mitigation measures were necessary.  The highway was reconstructed through the site on the existing alignment and no portion of the site outside the ROW was disturbed by the MDT.  The MDT is not monitoring the site.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has no jurisdiction on the major part of the site located on private property outside the existing ROW boundary.  The MDT will reinvestigate the site when a reconstruction or widening project is programmed that might potentially disturb the site.  

		Other_Comment: As the MDT ROW does not include significant archaeological deposits, 24RB1861 should be considered for being excused from reporting on as a state-owned heritage property in the future. 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Montana Highway 39 was reconstructed through a portion of the site, but the portion within MDT ROW was determined not to contribute to the site.  The majority of the bison kill is located on private land outside the ROW and was not disturbed by the project.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Archaeological Site 

		Current Use: MDT ROW/Private

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24CA0412

		Property_Name: Unnamed Archaeological Site

		Property_Town: Belt

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The archaeological site is limited to surface distribution of materials, all of which has been disturbed within the MDT Right-of-Way.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of a lithic scatter along both sides of an unnamed drainage that bisects the site.  The site is eligible for the National Register under Criterion D for its potential to yield important information.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site was last investigated in 1996.  The site was impacted within the MDT ROW and its current status is unknown.  Much of the site was located outside the MDT Right-of-Way on private land.  

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: +

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT Riceville Hill project was completed in the late 1990s.  It is likely the portion of the site within the MDT ROW was disturbed even more or, possibly, destroyed.  The site outside the ROW boundaries is located on private property.  The MDT currently has no plans to further impact the road through the site area.  The site within the ROW is not monitored and neither is it outside the ROW on private property.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT currently has no plans to further improve the roadway through the site.  When a project is programmed, however, the MDT will re-investigate the site and determine what impacts, if any, might occur to it.  MDT will consult with SHPO at that time.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/07/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site has not been investigated since 1996.  The bulk of the site is outside the MDT ROW.  The site within the MDT ROW was badly disturbed when it was first recorded in 1994 and was impacted by the MDT project in the late 1990s.  There has been no other MDT activity at the site since then.    

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BH2461

		Property_Name: Rosebud Battlefield State Park/NHL

		Property_Town: Decker, MT

		Property_Date/Year: 1876

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Needs land management programs to hold historical conditions and improve quality of visitor experience.  Landscape is fairly pristine and landmarks which mark the battle are visible and remain as they did over 130 years ago.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: National Historical Landmark commemorating The Battle of the Rosebud/Where Sister Saved Her Brother.  The battle took place between General Crook and an army of over 1000 and the Northern Cheyenne and the Sioux on June 17, 1876.

		Use_Comment: Park funding is very limited.  Currently there is not a park manager that manages this park full time.  The park manager is also the Tongue River Reservoir park manager and the duties of that park are very demanding from May to September.

		Status_Comment: Coal Bed Methane development may occur as current surface owner-- Montana State Parks--has no mineral rights.

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 38,069

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 67,900

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 10,000

		Monitoring: 2000

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: A wildfire burned about 150 acres of the Rosebud in August of 2013.  A professional consultant was hired to conduct a survey of the burned area and of areas where fire lines were placed. The park has a site steward, Jim Busse, who completed the site stewardship training and monitors park resources.  The park also received a grant from the American Battlefield Protection Program. This grant helped fund survey work and a field school at the battlefield in 2012.  In Addition, road maintenance was done.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: A fire management plan for the battlefield is needed so that further disturbance does not occur to the NHL if another grass fire breaks out.  Areas where fire lines could be placed need to be identified and site areas where no lines should occur should also be determined.

		Reported_By: Bob Peterson and Sara Scott

		Date_Recorded: 11/06/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: A wildfire in August of 2013 burned 150 acres of the park.  The area burned included the important ravine known as "Where Girl Saved Her Brother."  Fire lines were put through this area damaging the landscape and this important site. Restoration efforts occurred to blend the constructed fire lines back into the natural landscape.A fire management plan for the park is needed so that in the event of another fire, staff and personnel will know areas that are significant and that should be avoided.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 6000

		SubmitButton1: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Office Space

		Current Use: Office Space

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Scott Hart Building - 302 North Roberts Street

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1936/1957

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Built in 1936 with north wing completed in 1957.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Good]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: HVAC upgrade on 1957 addition - $2.7 million

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: This building is listed in the Montana Capitol Complex Master Plan as a "property that does not appear to contribute to a potential historic district focused on the Capitol campus". This property needs to be recorded on a Historic Property Record Inventory form, registered with a property number (Smithsonian trinomial), and evaluated for eligibility as a state-owned heritage property, in consultation with SHPO.

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Physical Education Building

		Current Use: Physical Education Building

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24YL1861

		Property_Name: MSU Billings: Physical Education Building

		Property_Town: Billings

		Property_Date/Year: 1961

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: While the location and general style of the building remain intact, the design has been affected by new additions. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Physical Education Building is a concrete structure with a thin-shell concrete roof. Thin-shell concrete in curvilinear and folded plate forms was a technology that attracted a great deal of attention in the 1960's and is the basis for its potential eligibility under Criteria C. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Good]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 0

		Restoration: 36,200

		Preservation_Protection: 0

		Research: 4,558

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 1,548,800

		Monitoring: 0

		Redesign Cost: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The building has seen several major maintenance projects over the last biennium, including replacement of the original heating plant, stabilization of the pool walls/deck utilizing epoxy injection, renovation of the lobby area, and renovation of the main gymnasium. Heritage documentation = digital photography, scanning, and architectural modeling. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The Physical Education Building remains on the top of the University's list as a priority need.  Several projects, including canopy roof replacement, envelope restoration, and exterior concrete stabilization are currently the priority needs.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Timothy R. Urbaniak

		Date_Recorded: 10/29/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
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$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24PA1246

		Property_Name: Yellowstone River Bridge

		Property_Town: West of Livingston

		Property_Date/Year: 1955

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity and is little changed from when it was constructed in 1955.  All of the original structural components are intact and unchanged and the bridge functions in its historic capacity.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Yellowstone River Bridge is a multi-span steel girder bridge that was constructed in 1955.  It is associated with the post-WWII MDT bridge programs to provide big bridges across the Yellowstone, Flathead and Missouri rivers.  The structure retains good integrity and is a excellent example of the type.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has programmed the bridge for replacement as it no longer meets current traffic standards when considering the amount of traffic it is carrying.  The bridge was treated under the MDT's Historic Roads & Bridges Programmatic Agreement and has been mitigated.  It will not, however, be replaced during this reporting cycle.  

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs to it on an as-needed basis.  The bridge is inspected every two years with the last inspection occurring in May 2013.  The inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge will be maintained and inspected until it is replaced sometime after 2014.  The bridge was treated under the MDT's Historic Roads & Bridges Programmatic Agreement and mitigated.  The National Park Service declined documenting the bridge to HAER standards.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in good condition.  The MDT routinely maintains the structure and inspects it on two-year cycles.  There are no significant structural problems that make failure imminent.   

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: DNRC's Anaconda Unit Office

		Current Use: DNRC's Anaconda Unit Office

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24DL0206

		Property_Name: DNRC Anaconda Unit Headquarters

		Property_Town: Anaconda

		Property_Date/Year: ca. 1910-1920

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the DNRC's Anaconda Unit Office buildings.

		Use_Comment: The property is actively used and maintained, because it serves as the DNRC's Anaconda Unit Office.

		Status_Comment: Some of the structures constituting the site are periodically upgraded and remodeled when funding is available, but modifications to the structures have been contemporary designs and materials.  Little if any of the original historic qualities of the remodeled structures exist today.  

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: 2011: $600 of Stewardship Effort and Cost constitutes DNRC staff efforts to research and formally document the property.  Includes salary, travel time, rental of vehicle from the State Motorpool, and gas. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment:  The site (selected structures in the site) is ranked among DNRC's highest priority for preservation work.

		Other_Comment: (continued) but in good physical condition-- probably due to its creosote saturated boards. The 1913 residence is currently condemned and needs to be extensively stabilized and remodeled.  Cost to rehabilitate the structure using as many period style materials as possible and maintain that property for a period of 10 years is estimated to be $120,000.The log barn can be restored and maintained for ten years for an estimated cost of $40,000 (includes raising the barn and pouring a concrete foundation/footings). The Anaconda Unit Office, although publicly accessible, is difficult to promote as a tourist destination because it is actively used for administration of school trust land and fire suppression.  If site 24DL0206 is developed for tourism purposes it is recommended that a kiosk with interpretive signage be established in a location that will interfere minimally with administrative duties of DNRC staff and general traffic flow along State Highway 1.  Additionally, to limit state liability, it would be necessary to hire a seasonal worker to give regularly scheduled tours to the public.  Because the property is located along a major thoroughfare between Anaconda and Georgetown Lake, it is unlikely that development and promotion of site 24DL0206 for tourism purposes would noticeably increase the amount of tourist dollars spent locally.  Restoration of the two original structures would likely increase the property value.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 08/05/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 7

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  Three structures have not been modified and appear today much or as they did at the time of their construction. Three structures in the site retain integrity (would be recognizable to someone who viewed them ca. 1910-1920).  These are the former USFS barn, the residence, and the cistern.  Although limited funding became available to paint and lift the barn, it needs additional rehabilitation work to preserve its historic qualities.  The residence is abandoned and is rapidly deteriorating (currently considered uninhabitable).   The cistern is abandoned, (continued below)

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Pictograph site 

		Current Use: Pictograph site

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24FH1008

		Property_Name: Kila Roadcut Pictographs

		Property_Town: Kila 

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The panel painted beneath a substantial rock overhand and is well protected from the elements.  It is hard to find and harder to access, so it retains excellent integrity.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The panel depicts a thunderbird figure, anthropomorphs, tally marks, and several animal figures, including a bighorn sheep.   

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has no plans to reconstruct or widen US Highway 2 in the vicinity of this pictograph site.  

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT and members of the CSKT regularly monitor the pictograph site.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The Kila pictographs are well known local landmarks and are important to members of the CSKT.  The MDT places high priority on the protection of these sites.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/28/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The pictograph panel is located in an alcove of native rock almost immediately above the driving lanes of US Highway 2.  The panel's location underneath a substantial rock overhang has protected the site from the elements.  It is also hard to find and even more difficult to access.  These factors have done much to protect the site.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: University student union

		Current Use: same

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Student Union Building, MT Tech

		Property_Town: Butte

		Property_Date/Year: 1960

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Building is greater than 50 years old.  Typical construction methods and materials used for 1960 university student services building.  No significant design elements.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Constructed in 1960 as Student Union Building to provide food service, academic support services, meeting rooms, and administrative offices servicing students, faculty, staff, and community members, of an expanding university campus.

		Use_Comment: Building has been partially remodeled and expanded since original construction.

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Michael Allen

		Date_Recorded: 12/20/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MA0780

		Property_Name: Blaine Springs Creek Bridge

		Property_Town: Ennis

		Property_Date/Year: 1892

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains good integrity and retains all of its critical structural components.  The bridge was moved to this location nearly a century ago, but has functioned as a vehicular bridge since 1892.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Blaine Springs Creek Bridge is a one-span pin-connected Pratt through truss that was moved to this location in the early 20th century.  It is eligible for the National Register under Criteria A and C.   

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has programmed this bridge for replacement because of its poor structural condition.  It will not be replaced within the 2014-2015 reporting period for SB3

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: MDT bridge maintenance personnel regularly inspect the bridge.  It is also inspected every two years for structural deficiencies by bridge engineers.  The last inspection was conducted in 2013 and the inspection revealed significant structural deficiencies associated with the age of the structure.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has programmed the Blaine Springs Creek Bridge for replacement because of significant structural problems.  The bridge will not be replaced during the 2014-2015 SB 3 reporting period.  Mitigation of the bridge is in progress.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 01/13/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in poor condition.  The foundation is settling into the Madison River.  The basic problem is that the bridge is worn out.  It was designed to last for maybe 50 years and it has far exceeded its life expectancy.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Forestry Building, Univ. of Montana

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1921

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed by Missoula architect Ole Bakke according to the Cass Gilbert master plan. The structure itself is basically sound but needs deferred maintenance work. The building is still actively used by Forestry.

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The historical integrity is good - building has the same character as the original.

		Resoration: 0

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: No major remodel work has occurred in the last 2 years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. The exterior brick walls need to be cleaned, tuck pointed & sealed. 2. The windows are original & need maintenance work & insulated glass kits or replacement.3. The attic needs more insulation to meet energy codes. 4. Interior floor & wall coverings need maintenance work or replacement. 5. About 10% of the heating system needs maintenance and/or replacement.6. About 50% of the plumbing waste & supply and bathroom fixtures need replacement.7. The electrical distribution panels needs replacement.

		Other_Comment: 8. About 50% of the light fixtures need replacement for energy efficiency.9. Building needs emergency egress lighting and exit signs.10. Forestry building needs an ADA elevator to provide handicap access to upper floors. An exterior structure housing the elevator with bathrooms for upper floors is preferred as there is no interior space available to sacrifice for an interior elevator.

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 09/29/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Women's Residence Hall

		Current Use: Women's Residence Hall

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA0336

		Property_Name: Hapner Hall 

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman 

		Property_Date/Year: 1959

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The 1959 building was upgraded with new window units following the destructive hail storm of June 2010. As an auxiliaries services building, its maintenance projects are funded by student residence fees.  In 2012 the main entrance was modified, but it largely retains its original design and material are complementary and clearly differentiate from the original portions. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Hapner Residence Hall designed by CTA as a women's dormitory and remains the same use today. The main entrance of Hapner was altered significantly in 2012 - to modernize it and increase square footage of the common areas - lobby, kitchen, and ADA restrooms. It has a distinctive "H" shaped footprint with a "U" shaped drive.   

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: A project of approximately $3 million to improve and expand the public space was completed in 2012.  The restrooms were updated to ADA compliance; a fire place, lounge, expanded front desk operations and resident administrator housing, public kitchen was added in the expanded square footage.  The improvements altered the main entrance from its original design. SHPO consulted with MSU regarding the plans and design. An interpretative sign reflecting the original design will be placed in the lobby to connect the new building to its past as historic preservation.      

		Status: [Mitigated]

		Property_Administration: 589,319

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 34,238

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The ~$3.3 million in improvements includes preventative and corrective maintenance that safeguards the historic elements of the building.   

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Due to the recent infusion of capital for upgrades, the priority maintenance is a low priority which will not have an adverse effect on the continued satisfactory stewardship of the building. 

		Other_Comment: Original windows were replaced in 2012 with historically sensitive units with added energy conservation and improved the environmentally condition of the rooms making them desirable for continued use. 

		Reported_By: Victoria Drummond 

		Date_Recorded: 12/19/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The building is in Fair condition.  It's FCI is 8.3% - (October 2013 audit date) which is considered by APPA general standards as FAIR. The maintenance and renovations projects completed in the past three years (audit dates - 2010 to 2013) eliminated deferred maintenance and raised the rating from a Poor 913%) to Fair. The FCI is just one indicator in evaluating a building's condition.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 3,293,778.99

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:e5a6e767f44ade41aaa5bd030cc069f5







 
Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Elrod Hall

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1921

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed by Link & Haire architects of Helena, Elrod Hall was the Mens Dorm. The structure is in stable condition & actively used as a Residential Dorm.

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: In good overall condition. The exterior has remained largely intact in its original form with architectural features well preserved. However, the building does need lots of deferred maintenance work.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Some minor interior remodel work has been done when the original kitchen & food stores were removed. A  major interior remodel happened in 2003 when fire sprinkler systems were installed along with trash chutes, bathroom remodels, cabling upgrades & floor finish repairs. The clay roof tiles were replaced with concrete tiles around 2000. The main electrical supply for Elrod Hall was replaced & upgraded around 2005.Regular building maintenance work is done by Residence Halls staff.

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Increase attic insulation to meet energy codes of R37.2. Replace/repair all exterior wood windows & make them energy efficient.3. Repair/replace exterior steps & doors.4. Pressure wash & tuck point exterior brick walls.5. Interior walls, wall finishes & floor finishes & ceilings need repair/replacement from wear & tear.6. Repair/replace heating system & install building automation system.7. Repair/replace supply & waste piping.

		Other_Comment: 8. Replace light fixtures for energy efficiency & code compliance.9. Replace old, worn out electrical distribution panels.10. Replace old exit signs & install emergency egress lighting.11. Abate remaining asbestos in the building.

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 11/02/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Rural schoolhouse

		Current Use: Abandoned and removed

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24ML0733

		Property_Name: Signe School

		Property_Town: Roundup

		Property_Date/Year: 1910

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: This property should be re-evaluated for eligibility as none of the original buildings exist on site.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of the former location off the Signe School (ca. 1910) on a tract of state land in Musselshell County.  The site, for reasons not articulated in the corresponding site form, was determined to be a Heritage Property by the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not involved in this determination. A detailed history of the Signe School is lacking.

		Use_Comment: The schoolhouse was reportedly moved to a nearby ranch for use as a storage shed ca. 1975.

		Status_Comment: The site was an early 20th Century one-room, rural school with associated privies and playground.  Today all that remains of the site is an incomplete fieldstone foundation, and seven depressions or small earth mounds in a cultivated field.   The site is legally accessible by Highway 87. No disturbance is planned.   

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: An estimated cost of $125,000  would be required to rebuild the Signe School to its original historic condition, as well as to construct associated features such as privys and playground equipment.  Construction of a parking lot with a crushed gravel surface of sufficient size to accommodate 6 sedans and 3 motor homes will be needed for visitor parking at the site locale (approximately 165 ft x 85 ft or$28,050).  Approximately 10 hours will be required annually of (continued below)

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: (continued) DNRC's Southern Land Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify annual maintenance needs.  The above noted costs are limited to initial development and management over a ten year period.  Perpetual maintenance costs (currently not calculated) will be required to adequately preserve and manage this property long term.  Once an estimated $153,050 is invested to develop this property, the development will actually appraise as an encumbrance to the land, and the raw land value will decrease slightly (T. Konency pers. comm 2011).  If an estimated 3,000 people (the average annual number of visitors to Wahkpa Chu'gn and Havre beneath the Streets combined) visit the site annually, an estimated $25,000 increase in tourist dollars spent locally (i.e., the Roundup area) might be expected.  

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/12/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos. The site location is preserved; however none of the structures or features once present exist today.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:e5a6e767f44ade41aaa5bd030cc069f5







 
Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0266

		Property_Name: NCO Quarters at Ft. Missoula (T14 & T-16)

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1944

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Status: [Watch]

		Status_Comment: Designed as residences for non-commissioned officers in the army, the University took ownership of the buildings in 1966. The structures are boarded up & not being used. This situation must be improved as unoccupied buildings deteriorate faster than occupied buildings.

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The overall condition of the 2 NCO structures is poor. Both are identical in condition & integrity. The exterior is stabilized somewhat by university efforts to paint the exterior, caulk wall cracks & make emergency repairs to the roof. The historical value of the structures is still intact, but will take great effort & financial resources ($430,000 each structure) to restore to a usable condition.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Biology has shown interest in using these 2 structures, but the cost of restoring them has made departments shy away from proceeding. Facilities staff monitor the structures when requested.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. The entire building needs one big historic restoration project to repair the exterior walls, repaint, replace the roof, replace windows & doors, repair the front & back porches, replace entry steps, replace the heating, plumbing & electrical services entirely, insulate the walls, floors & attic, abate existing asbestos in the building.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 11/04/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Unknown

		Current Use: DNRC Aviation Support Facility

		Sites: 

		Site_Number:         

		Property_Name: Aviation Support Facility - 2800 Airport Road

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1958/1972/1976

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Built in 1958 with additions completed in 1972 & 1976

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Good]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: This property needs to be recorded on a Historic Property Record Inventory form, registered with a property number (Smithsonian trinomial), and evaluated for eligibility as a state-owned heritage property, in consultation with SHPO.

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/03/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Residence

		Current Use: Office Space

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: UM Western- Curry House

		Property_Town: Dillon Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1947

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the building is fair and the building envelope is beginning to fail over time. This building is programmed for demolition during the next 5 years as the building is located in an area that is required for emergency access. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Curry House was constructed in 1947 and is Spanish Mission style of architecture. The house is currently a rental property occupied by the Small School Alliance. This structure will likely be destroyed for other uses to accommodate the expansion of the campus. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: X

		Interpretation: 1

		Promotion: 1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: X

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Based on the current FCI- Facilities Condition Index this building would require $42,175 in renewal expense. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The building has received regular maintenance over the life of the structure however its current use and location is out of date with the master plan and expansion of campus.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Resoration: X

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Office Space

		Current Use: Office Space

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Capitol Annex (118 North Roberts)

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1922

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Built in 1922 - Montana State Highway Patrol Headquarters 1935 to 1965.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Excellent]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Needs a new roof coveringExterior masonry veneer needs re-pointing

		Other_Comment: This property needs to be recorded on a Historic Property Record Inventory form, registered with a property number (Smithsonian trinomial), and evaluated for eligibility as a state-owned heritage property, in consultation with SHPO.

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Student Housing

		Current Use: Day care Facility

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: UM Western- South Campus Housing

		Property_Town: Dillon Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1950

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the building is fair as the structure foundation and building envelope is beginning to show its age. In the past the building has experienced water problems at the floor level and remediation efforts have not changed the root problem of the building being set too low to the ground. In addition the mechanical and electrical systems are beginning to fail and will require and update.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The building now referred to as South Campus Housing was constructed between 1950 and 1960 originally as the Crosswinds Motel. This building was purchased by the University in 1998 and used for day care center. This facility will likely be destroyed in order to make way for more modern facilities. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: Due to foundation and water problems the building is in need of attention.

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: X

		Interpretation: 1

		Promotion: 1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: X

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Based on the current FCI- Facilities Condition Index this building would require $359,668 in renewal expense.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: This building should be 5 as the building does not hold any particular historical significance.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The foundation and building envelope are 50% deteriorated as well as the plumbing and electrical systems.

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Resoration: X

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24TL0300

		Property_Name: Great Northern Railroad Viaduct

		Property_Town: Shelby

		Property_Date/Year: 1938

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The viaduct retains excellent integrity and is little changed since its construction in 1938.  All of the original structural components are intact and functional.  The overpass retains its historic appearance and is still used in its historic capacity to carry traffic over the now BNSF Railway Company tracks in Shelby.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Great Northern Railway Viaduct is a 5-span steel stringer railroad overpass that was constructed in 1938.  It is one of the longest overpasses in the state.  The structure is eligible for the NRHP under Criterion A for its association with the New Deal federal grade separation program and under Criterion C for retaining a high degree of integrity.

		Use_Comment: Grade separation structure.

		Status_Comment: Many years ago, the MDT had planned to rehabilitate this structure.  That project was dropped and is no longer active.  The MDT has no plans to reprogram the project.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the structure and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The overpass is inspected every two years with the last inspection occurring in June 2012.  The inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies that would warrant the rehabilitation or replacement of the structure.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace this overpass.  There are no significant structural deficiencies.  When it is programmed for some type of undertaking, the MDT will treat the overpass under the terms of the Historic Roads & Bridges Programmatic Agreement.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/22/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the overpass and inspects it every two years for structural deficiencies.  The MDT has no plans to program a project to rehabilitate or replace this overpass.  It is in excellent condition with significant structural problems other than the substandard guardrails.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: DNRC's Swan River Unit Office.

		Current Use: DNRC's Swan River Unit Office.

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LA0265

		Property_Name: Swan River State Forest Station

		Property_Town: Swan Lake

		Property_Date/Year: 1935

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Structures constituting the site are periodically upgraded and remodeled when funding is available, but modifications to the structures have been contemporary designs and materials.  Little if any of the ca. 1940 qualities of the site exist today. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the DNRC's Swan River Unit Office.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The property is actively used and maintained, because it serves as the DNRC's Swan River State Forest Unit Office.  

		Status: [Endangered]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Approximately 180,000 has been invested in regular/routine maintenance over the years, but most of this has not preserved historic integrity. (continued below)

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment:  Because of the lack of original historic structures, the site is ranked #4 by DNRC in priority for preservation/development.

		Other_Comment: (continued) Staining and maintenance of the exterior surface of the Swan Unit buildings is expected to cost $10,000.  Removal of the add-on bathroom, rehabilitating the roof to historic specifications, and installing a functional foundation beneath the 1935 log structure is expected to cost $20,000.  Upgrades of the sewage and water systems for all structures is estimated to cost $50,000. Remodel of the ceiling of the main office is expected to cost $5,000.  These estimated upgrades will stabilize the Swan Unit structures for at least 10 years and will return the 1935 log structure to a close approximation of its historic appearance.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 08/05/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 16

		Objects: 2

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos. The condition/integrity statement made here reflects the amount of architectural design and building materials that are consistent with or original to the ca. 1940's or 1950's era.  Although the buildings in the site are actively used, only one was constructed in 1935 and the majority were constructed between 1957 and 1960.  To someone who had viewed the property ca. 1940 it would be unrecognizable today.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Office Space

		Current Use: Office Space

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Old Board of Health - 1301 East Lockey Avenue

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1919

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Excellent]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Exterior masonry veneer needs re-pointing

		Other_Comment: The property is listed in the Montana Complex Master Plan as a "significant structure potentially eligible for listing in the National Register of Historical Places for architectural significance". This property needs to be recorded on a Historic Property Record Inventory form, registered with a property number (Smithsonian trinomial), and evaluated for eligibility as a state-owned heritage property, in consultation with SHPO.

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:e5a6e767f44ade41aaa5bd030cc069f5







 
Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 0

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24SB0354

		Property_Name: Engineering Hall - Montana Tech Campus (Butte Historic District)

		Property_Town: Butte

		Property_Date/Year: 1910

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2013

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Endangered]

		Status_Comment: The structural integrity of Engineering Hall has been compromised (foundation cracking) and stabilization efforts (insertion of draw bolts) has been completed.  Further analysis is necessary to ensure and plan for future solutions to protect the building.  Additionally, Engineering Hall is not ADA accessible, lacks proper heating/ventilation other than doors and windows, and lacks adequate rest room facilities for building occupancy compliance rules.

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Engineering Hall has been used and maintained primarily as instructional space. The need of the campus for classroom space hasn't always allowed for considerations to be made for maintaining the historical nature of the building. A number of historical elements, such as flooring and fixtures, are in disrepair and have not been restored.  

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Engineering Hall has had maintenance completed on it during the life of the building, however, it is now in need of a substantial renovation. A lighting upgrade was finished in 2010.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Investigate the structural systems of the building.2. Stabilize foundation.3. Re-configure interior space.4. Insulate exterior walls and attic to meet current codes.5. Replace windows and entry doors.6. Upgrade single fixture bathrooms to meet occupancy requirements.

		Other_Comment: 7. Install elevator.8. Correct access compliance issues to meet ADA.9.  Replace HVAC System.10. Replace electrical system.11. Replace water supply and waste piping.12. Clean exterior brick and re-point mortar.

		Reported_By: Arthur Anderson

		Date_Recorded: 11/15/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:e5a6e767f44ade41aaa5bd030cc069f5







 
Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Fine Arts, Univ. of Montana

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1934

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed by Missoula architect C. J Forbis as the Student Union Building during the Great Depression as a Public Works Admin. project. The structure is in good condition & is actively used by Fine Arts and the Theater.

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Generally sound structurally but requires lots of deferred maintenance and code compliance work. The original structure has retained its historic integrity and the 1998 restroom addition fits in well with the Theater building while providing much needed public restroom facilities.

		Resoration: 0

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Several interior remodels have taken place over the last 15 years. A major retrofit of the Theater took place in 1998 along with an addition to the building for new public restrooms. A ventilation upgrade to the 4th floor took place in 2010.

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. The exterior brick walls need to be cleaned, tuck pointed & sealed. 2. The windows are original & need maintenance work & insulated glass kits or replacement.3. Interior floor & wall coverings need maintenance work or replacement. 4. About 60% of the heating & ventilation system needs maintenance and/or replacement. 5. About 60% of the original plumbing waste & supply piping needs replacement.6. Upper floor restrooms are old & in need of replacement. 7. About 60% of the light fixtures need replacement for energy efficiency.

		Other_Comment: 8. About 50% of the electrical distribution panels need replacement.9. The east & west roof balconies need water-proofing. 10. Exterior concrete steps are decaying & need replacement at Theater entry as well as Classroom entry.11. Exterior doors need repair from weathering action. Interior doors & hardware needs replacement from wear & tear.12. The existing elevator does not meet ADAAG regulations for controls & needs to be replaced. 13. Emergency exits, lights & alarms need replacement.

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 09/30/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:e5a6e767f44ade41aaa5bd030cc069f5







 
Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 



cw4880

Line



cw4880

Line







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Mount Sentinel

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 0

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Mount Sentinel is protected from development by being UM property - the campus has no plans whatsoever to build on the hillside. The "M" & M-trail are very prized Missoula icons & symbols of the University & Missoula as a whole. The hillside is home to native plants & wildlife. Locals & visitors alike often hike the trails on Mt. Sentinel, which offers superb views & photo opportunities of the University & Missoula valley.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Weed control & trail management are the key on-going maintenance issues for Mt. Sentinel. With so many visitors to the hillside, erosion control is paramount to limit spring time run-off. So is limiting hikers to the existing trails on the mountain rather than creating new trails with their feet. The mountain is also used by hang-gliders who launch off from the peak. In dry conditions, the hillside is closed off to hikers and a close eye is kept for wildfires. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Maintain on-going weed management to remove invasive weeds while promoting native plants.2. Hiking trail maintenance.3. Wildfire control in dry conditions.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 11/03/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 
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Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0706

		Property_Name: Rattlesnake Creek Bridge 

		Property_Town: Front Street in Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1932

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is listed in the NRHP partially because of its high degree of integrity.  The bridge is an excellent example of a reinforced concrete T-beam bridge that was modified with ornamentation to make it better compliment the neighborhood in which it is located.  The bridge retains integrity of design, materials, setting, workmanship, feeling, and association with the 1930s.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Rattlesnake Creek Bridge is a single-span reinforced concrete T-beam bridge that was constructed in 1932.  The bridge is listed in the National Register of Historic Places.  It is listed under Crit. A for its association with the pre-New Deal federal economic relief programs and under C because of its high degree of integrity, including brick veneer guardwalls and sidewalls.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained and inspected every two years.  There are no significant structural deficiencies with the bridge and it continues to function in its original capacity as a vehicular bridge.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs to it on an as-needed basis.  It is inspected every two years with the last inspection occurring in June 2012.  The inspection revealed only the expected weathering considering the bridge was built 80 years before the inspection.  No significant deficiencies were noted.  The MDT will not program the bridge for rehabilitation or replacement during this reporting period.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The Rattlesnake Creek Bridge is in good condition and there are no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge for the foreseeable future.  The bridge will continue to function in its current capacity.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/15/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition considering its age.  There are areas where the concrete is cracked, but it is in good condition with all of its structural details intact and functioning.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Student Residence

		Current Use: Student Residence

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1881

		Property_Name: Atkinson Quadrangle

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman 

		Property_Date/Year: 1935

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The 1935 complex of three Jacobethan Revival buildings constructed as women student housing remains student housing and includes the Honors College Deans office. The Atkinson Quadrangle is the only buildings constructed on the campus using a Public Works Administrating loan. Designed by Montana architects Fred F. Willson & Gordon Cottier, the construction did not precisely follow the plans.

		Use_Comment: The three buildings need ADA upgrades; one building has a ramp.   

		Status_Comment: It is desired residence for students.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 261,043

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1108.99

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Stewardship efforts totaled over $IM for the report period, including upgrades to Quad F for the Honors College Administration office.

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The buildings have a 28.3% Facilities Condition Index - which is in the Poor category.  Dedicated funds are required to retire this accumulated deferred maintenance - and that is in the long range plan following the new 400-bed residence hall scheduled for 2016.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: victoria drummond

		Date_Recorded: 12/22/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 3

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 877,010.81

		SubmitButton1: 
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Comment (Explain): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Residence

		Current Use: Residence

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: UM Western- Kurtz House

		Property_Town: Dillon Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1960

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Kurtz House was constructed in 1960 and originally purchased in 1996 in order to accommodate future expansion of the campus. The house as currently used for rental property. This house will likely be demolished in the future. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: X

		Interpretation: 1

		Promotion: 1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: X

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Based on the current FCI- Facilities Condition Index this building would require $57,120 in renewal expense. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The house has been well maintained during the life of the structure however the condition and the Master plan may require demolition.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Resoration: X

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Historic Use:  
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Status (Choose one): 
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Condition (Choose One): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: HEATING PLANT

		Current Use: HEATING PLANT

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: UM Western- Heating House

		Property_Town: Dillon Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1923

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the building is good and the structure is intact as originally built. The building and individual boilers have not been improved for seismic reinforcement and bracing. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The first Heating Plant on campus was constructed on the site of the Business and Technology building and removed and relocated to its present site first used in 1923. A building addition was constructed in 2007 to accommodate wood chips for Bio-Mass fuel. 

		Use_Comment: The old stack should be removed to avoid a hazard.

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: X

		Interpretation: 1

		Promotion: 1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: X

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Based on the current FCI- Facilities Condition Index this building would require $77,153 in renewal expense. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: The boilers in the building need to be stabilized for earthquakes and the future may require space for a 3rd boiler or steam turban.

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Resoration: X

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
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Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad; Transportation 

		Current Use: Fishing Access Sites and Wildlife Management Area

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MN0164

		Property_Name: Milwaukee Railroad Segment; St. John's FAS, Fish Creek WMA, Cyr Bridge FAS, Natural Pier FAS, Forest Grove/Quartz FAS, Tarkio FAS, Dry Creek FAS, Big Eddy FAS, Sloway FAS, Fish Creek WMA 

		Property_Town: Alberton

		Property_Date/Year: 1907-1909

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The property has not been monitored by a cultural resource specialist since the railroad tracks, ties, and signal posts were removed in 1983, but has been visited regularly by FAS and WMA managers. The historic integrity of the property is considered fair because the integrity has been altered with the removal of the tracks, ties, and signals

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul, and Pacific Railroad Company, later called the Milwaukee Road Railroad, completed in 1909, was the last transcontinental railroad built in the United States. The Milwaukee Road Railroad was an important link between the Midwest and the Pacific Northwest, and over 26 nations copied the electrification system use by the railroad.  (CONTINUED AT END)

		Use_Comment: The grade is used as a two-track road on the Alberton Gorge ALFP to access recreation sites.

		Status_Comment: The status is considered satisfactory. Due to the location and nature of the railroad grade, it is unlikely that negative impacts to the historic integrity of the property would occur in the future.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 4,000

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: FWP controls weeds on the abandoned railroad grade as part of the FWP Statewide Integrated Noxious Weed Management Plan for a total cost of approximately $4,000 for the two-year period. Other than routine weed control, FWP has not done maintenance or heritage stewardship activities for the abandoned railroad grade in the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: FWP does not plan any restoration or preservation of the abandoned railroad grade in the next two years. Routine weed control will continue at a cost of approximately $4,000 per two years.

		Other_Comment:  In 1916 the line was electrified between Harlowton, Montana and Avery, Idaho. The Milwaukee Road Railroad was famous for electrification, mountain engineering across five mountain ranges, and the Hiawatha passenger service that traveled at speeds up to 100 mph across the Great Plains. In Montana, the railroad company built different segments that connected in St. Regis. The Alberton segment of the Milwaukee Road Railroad ran along the Clark Fork River between St. Regis and Frenchtown. The railroad served the agricultural areas of central Montana and was an important freight and passenger line until it was abandoned in 1980. The tracks, ties, and signal posts were removed in 1983. All that remains of the Alberton segment is the railroad grade. The railroad is significant as an intact rural landscape associated with the early 20th century development of the railroad in the mountainous areas of Montana and Northern Idaho. The abandoned railroad grade crosses ten FAS's, one WMA, and AFPL, all managed by FWP, along the Clark Fork River. 

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/07/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the abandoned railroad grade along the Clark Fork River varies with location. On most sites, the grade is overgrown with vegetation and/or weeds and is difficult to identify. In these portions the grade is considered to be in poor condition. The grade is used as a two-track road on the Alberton Gorge ALFP to access recreation sites and is considered to be in good condition on this section.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Property Name:  
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Housing for the Plant Engineer

		Current Use: Office space for Facilities Services

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: UM Western- Engineers House 

		Property_Town: Dillon Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1925

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the building is good and the building is used primarily for office space. The building has been well maintained over the life of the building and has undergone minor remodeling to accommodate offices. The building envelope with regard to the foundations and windows require attention as well as outdated electrical and mechanical systems. Some of the interior spaces require reconfiguration. Installation of seismic bracing and ties, and clean exterior brick and re-point mortar joints. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Engineers House was constructed in 1925 for the engineer to be close to the heating plant and has been converted to office space for the Facilities Department. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: X

		Interpretation: 1

		Promotion: 1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: X

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Based on the current FCI- Facilities Condition Index this building would require $53,534 in renewal expense. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The building envelope including the roof and doors and windows need attention during the next decade in order to preserve the building integrity.

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Resoration: X

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Gym

		Current Use: Classrooms and Labs

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: UM Western- Business and Technology

		Property_Town: Dillon Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1924

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the building is fair and the building is used primarily for office and classroom meeting space. The building has been well maintained over the life of the building and has undergone several remodels to accommodate offices and much needed classroom space. The building envelope with regard to the foundations and windows require attention as well as outdated electrical and mechanical systems. Some of the interior spaces require reconfiguration. Installation of seismic bracing and ties, and clean exterior brick and re-point mortar joints. The foundation, windows and doors and exterior painting require seasonal attention to protect the building from additional damage. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The current Business and Technology building was the first gymnasium on campus constructed in 1924 and has been remodeled in 1983 for Arts and Crafts, re-roofed in 1996 and a classroom lab remodel in 2000. In addition to remodels fire alarm retrofits have been executed in 1989 and again in 2013.  

		Use_Comment: The building is poorly insulated making it difficult for classrooms during the warm season.

		Status_Comment: The building envelope requires attention during the next decade in order to extend the life of the structure.

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: X

		Interpretation: 1

		Promotion: 1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: X

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Based on the current FCI- Facilities Condition Index this building would require $2,271,983 in renewal expense. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1.) Assuring the foundation is job #1 for this building, some areas are crumbling away in the mechanical room area.2.) The building envelope namely windows need to be replaced.3.) The mechanical system has recently been updated for 60% of the building to obtain fresh air. 

		Other_Comment: The fire alarm system has been recently updated for the entire building.

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Resoration: X

		SubmitButton1: 
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Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Historic Use:  
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Status (Choose one): 
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Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Dormitory

		Current Use: Dormitory

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: UM Western- Jordan Hall

		Property_Town: Dillon Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1958

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the structure is fair and the building is near the time that it should be considered for an update remodel to accommodate more modern facilities of this type. Specifically window and door updates, heating system, cosmetics, furnishings, and space use considerations. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Jordan Hall was designed by Kestle Architects as a dormitory and constructed in 1958 and has undergone an extensive remodel in 1998 and has continued to function in that use to the present.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: X

		Interpretation: 1

		Promotion: 1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: X

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Based on the current FCI- Facilities Condition Index this building would require $316,119 in renewal expense. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: This building has been had consistent maintenance due to the fact that it is used yearly for housing students.

		Other_Comment: Exterior windows and doors and stair treads and risers along with floor coverings are the most pressing needs.

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Resoration: X

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Art Studio

		Current Use: Art Studio

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: UM Western- College Motors

		Property_Town: Dillon Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1951

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the building is good and the recent envelope improvements have extended the life and use of the structure. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This structure was originally constructed as a commercial garage in 1951 as a car dealership and was converted to the industrial Technology Building for many years. The building was purchased in 1981 and recently converted to an Art Studio. During the 2013 fiscal year the building underwent a remodel to improve air quality, energy improvements and safety and code compliance issues. 

		Use_Comment: This building is well suited as an art studio.

		Status_Comment: The building underwent a remodel for energy improvements to the HVAC system and cosmetic improvements to the outside and inside of the building.

		Status: [Improving]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: X

		Interpretation: 1

		Promotion: 1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: X

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Based on the current FCI- Facilities condition Index this building would require $15,715 in renewal expense. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: This building recently was remodeled during calendar years 2012-13 which made it a more viable education space.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The building receives regular maintenance and custodial services.

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Resoration: X

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



cw4880

Line



cw4880

Line



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:e5a6e767f44ade41aaa5bd030cc069f5







 
Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Turner Hall

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1937

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed by J. von Taylingen architects of Gt. Falls & H E Kirkemo of Missoula, Turner Hall was a Womens Dorm. The structure is in stable condition & actively used as a Residential Dorm.

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: In good overall condition. The exterior has remained largely intact in its original form with architectural features well preserved. However, the building does need deferred maintenance work.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Some interior remodel work has been done for fire sprinkler systems, trash chutes, bathroom remodels, cabling upgrades & floor finish repairs. The clay roof tiles were replaced with concrete tiles in 1997. Regular building maintenance work is done by Residence Halls staff.

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Increase attic insulation to meet energy codes of R37.2. Replace/repair all exterior wood windows & make them energy efficient.3. Repair/replace exterior steps & doors.4. Pressure wash & tuck point exterior brick walls.5. Interior walls, wall finishes & floor finishes & ceilings need repair/replacement from wear & tear.6. Repair/replace heating system & install building automation system.7. Repair/replace supply & waste piping.

		Other_Comment: 8. Replace light fixtures for energy efficiency & code compliance.9. Replace old, worn out electrical distribution panels.10. Replace old exit signs & install emergency egress lighting.11. Abate remaining asbestos in the building.

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 11/04/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC1157

		Property_Name: Sheep Creek Bridge 

		Property_Town: South of Wolf Creek

		Property_Date/Year: 1933

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity.  It is representative of the type of reinforced concrete T-beam bridges designed and built by the MDT during the 1930s.  All of its structural components are intact and unchanged.  The bridge has a strong association with the 1930s and the setting of the property is good.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Sheep Creek Bridge is a 2-span reinforced concrete T-beam bridge that was constructed in 1933.  The bridge is individually listed in the NRHP under Criteria A and C and is a contributing component of the Old US Highway 91 Historic District (24CA0386/24LC2112).  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge is in good condition with no significant structural deficiencies.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the structure for the foreseeable future.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained by the MDT and repaired on an as-needed basis.  There does not appear to have been any necessary repairs during this reporting cycle.  The MDT also inspects the bridge every two years with the last inspection occurring in November 2012.  The inspection revealed no significant structural problems that would warrant the rehabilitation or replacement of the bridge.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained and regularly inspected.  It has no significant structural deficiencies and will not be rehabilitated or replaced for the foreseeable future.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/24/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in good condition with no significant structural problems.  It is open for traffic.  It does exhibit some wear that is associated with the age of the bridge and the material of which it is composed.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 8

		Historic Use: Highway 

		Current Use: Highway 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MA2203

		Property_Name: Vigilante Trail Historic District

		Property_Town: MT 287 between Virginia City and Alder

		Property_Date/Year: 1863-1945

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The roadway has good integrity.  The existing alignment was established in the 1940s and has not been realigned or widened since then.  The road is routinely maintained, but resurfacing projects have not diminished the historic integrity of the road or resulted in the replacement of the eight structures associated with it.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Vigilante Trail Historic District consists of a 10 mile segment of paved two-lane highway between Virginia City and Alder.  The roadway corridor was established in 1863 and the existing roadway established after the cessation of gold dredging in 1922.  The existing roadway was reconstructed in 1945 and paved.  It is NRHP eligible under Criteria A and C.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the roadway.  It has not been reconstructed since the 1940s.  The MDT has no plans to program a project to reconstruct or widen the roadway.  The historic landscape through which the roadway passes along with other environmental issues have delayed any planning for this ten mile roadway segment.   

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT historian visually investigated the roadway during the summer and fall of 2013 and it appears no significant maintenance work was conducted to the highway this year.  It is regularly patrolled by the maintenance section man from Virginia City.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The roadway is in good condition.  Because of a variety of issues, the MDT has no plans to reconstruct or widen the roadway in the foreseeable future.  It will remain as it is today.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/25/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The roadway is in good condition.  It is routinely maintained by the MDT, which fills potholes and makes other surfacing repairs when necessary.  The routine maintenance does not, however, diminish the historic integrity or significance of the roadway as the existing alignment, width and features remain intact.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0266

		Property_Name: East Cell Block (T-157)

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1945

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed as isolation & solitary cell blocks for US Army incorrigibles in 1945 by the Army Corps of Engineers, Seattle Office; the University took ownership of the buildings in 1966 after the army vacated it. The structure is used for storage by Fine Arts.

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The overall condition of the East Cell block structure is fair. A pitched metal roof was added on both side of the central courtyard, which was also roofed over recently. The roof pitches detract from the original flat roof form of 1945. An interior remodel occurred to add mezzanine storage for Drama. 

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Fine Arts occupies the building and Facilities staff provide maintenance assistance when requested. The structure will need lots of work to become usable for anything other than storage. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Replace/repair exterior windows. Add insulated glazing for energy efficiency.2. Repair exterior wall cracks & paint exterior.3. Paint interior walls, floors & ceilings.4. Interior doors of cells need removal/new doors to make habitable.5. heating & ventilation system needs replacement.6. Light fixtures need replacement.7. Electrical distribution system needs replacement.

		Other_Comment: 8. Plumbing system needs replacement. 9. Add exit signs & provide egress lights.

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 11/04/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:e5a6e767f44ade41aaa5bd030cc069f5







 
Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0303

		Property_Name: Charles Prescott House

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1898

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: The structure is in great condition following a major restoration project done in 2005 by Missoula architect James McDonald.

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The original structure & features were saved & restored.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The building is monitored by UM staff and routine maintenance work done as needed.

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Repaint the exterior. Paint is wearing off the wood siding & needs to be redone before wood gets damaged by water.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 11/04/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:e5a6e767f44ade41aaa5bd030cc069f5







 
Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0266

		Property_Name: West Cell Block (T-156)

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1945

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed as isolation & solitary cell blocks for US Army incorrigibles in 1945 by the Army Corps of Engineers, Seattle Office; the University took ownership of the buildings in 1966 after the army vacated it. The structure was used for storage, then as a primate research facility in 1967and by Geosciences as a research station since 2008.

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The overall condition of the West Cell block structures is fair. A pitched metal roof was added on both side of the central courtyard, which was also roofed over recently. The roof pitches detract from the original flat roof form of 1945. A 2008 interior remodel demolished some cell block walls to create larger spaces for researchers along with fume hoods, bathrooms & modern lighting. 

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Geosciences occupies the building and Facilities staff provide maintenance assistance when requested. Two-thirds of the building was renovated for use by Geosciences in 2008, but the other one-third needs lots of work to become usable for anything other than storage. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Replace/repair exterior windows. Add insulated glazing for energy efficiency.2. Repair exterior wall cracks & paint exterior.3. 1/3 of interior wall, floor & ceiling finishes need new finishes to make habitable.4. 1/3 of interior doors need removal/new doors to make habitable.5. 1/3 of heating & ventilation system needs replacement.6. 1/3 of light fixtures need replacement.7. 1/3 of electrical distribution system needs replacement.

		Other_Comment: 8. 1/3 of plumbing system needs replacement. 

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 11/04/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:e5a6e767f44ade41aaa5bd030cc069f5







 
Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Natural Sciences Annex (Botany Lab & Greenhouse)

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1938

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed by RC Hugenin & Norman Dekay of Butte/Helena. The structure itself is sound & has a long-life copper shingle roof but the interior needs lots of deferred maintenance work. 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: In generally good historical condition with little alterations made to the exterior. A new copper shingle roof was installed around 1998 to replace wood shakes. A new greenhouse was funded for research to replace the old greenhouse around 2000. The interior, however, needs a lot of work done.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: No major remodel work has occurred in the last 2 years. The roof was replaced around 1998 and the greenhouse was replaced around 2000.Regular building maintenance work is done by Facilities staff and an FCI survey is performed on a 3 year cycle.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. The exterior brick walls need pressure washing & tuck-pointing.2. The exterior wood windows need to be replaced/repaired & made energy efficient.3. The attic insulation needs to be increased to meet energy code of R36. 4. Interior wall finishes are poor & in need of crack patching & paint.5. All the old fume hoods need to be replaced. These present a life safety threat.6. The air handling units in the building are at the end of their useful life & have to be replaced.7. About 20-25% of the supply & waste piping needs to be replaced.

		Other_Comment: 8. About 30% of the electrical distribution panels are in poor condition & need replacement.9. The building needs a sprinkler system.10. Asbestos on old steam pipes need to abated.

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 11/02/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:e5a6e767f44ade41aaa5bd030cc069f5







 
Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Schreiber Gymnasium, Univ. of Montana

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1922

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Originally called the Men's Gymnasium, the building was renamed Schreiber Gym. in 1986. Designed by G.H Carsely of Helena, MT. The original building had a swimming pool in the south annex, which has subsequently had a floor built over the pool and the bleachers converted to offices/storage rooms. The structure is in sound condition & is being actively used by ROTC, Fine Arts & staff gymnasium. The building, however, needs lots of deferred maintenance/restoration work.

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Generally in sound structural condition, but needs deferred maintenance work. The exterior has retained its historical integrity. An ADA ramp/bridge was added in 1999 to the east entry on the gym floor. Minor interior remodels have occurred for office space, bathroom remodels, drama and art teaching spaces.

		Resoration: 0

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: A new metal, standing seam roof was installed in 1995 to replace the old roof. This was funded by the State. Several interior remodels have occurred over the last 15 years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. The exterior brick walls need to be cleaned, tuck pointed & sealed. 2. The windows are original & need maintenance work & insulated glass kits. 3. The attic over swimming pool annex needs more insulation to meet energy codes. 4. Interior floor & wall coverings need maintenance work or replacement. 5. The heating & ventilation system needs deferred maintenance and/or replacement.6. Plumbing waste & supply piping needs to be replaced, as do the bathroom fixtures.7. Electrical distribution panels need replacement.

		Other_Comment: 8. Building needs emergency egress lighting & new exit signs.9. Schreiber Gym needs an ADA elevator to provide handicap access to upper floors. An exterior or interior structure housing the elevator & bathrooms for upper floors is required.

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 09/3-/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 
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Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
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Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Student Housing

		Current Use: Student Housing

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: UM Western- Married Student Housing

		Property_Town: Dillon Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1958

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the structure is fair and the building is near the time that it should be considered for an update remodel to accommodate more modern facilities of this type. Specifically window and door updates, electrical, heating system, cosmetics, furnishings and space use considerations. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Married Student Housing was designed by Hamill Architects as a dormitory and constructed in 1958 and a significant remodel occurred in 1998 and has continued to function as married housing to the present day.

		Use_Comment: The hot water heating tank needs to be replaced and electrical updates.

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: X

		Interpretation: 1

		Promotion: 1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: X

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Based on the current FCI- Facilities Condition Index this building would require $710,986 in renewal expense. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The building has been well maintained over the life of the structure.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Resoration: X

		SubmitButton1: 
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(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
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Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Residence

		Current Use: Residence

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: UM Western- Bridenstine House

		Property_Town: Dillon Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1941

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the building is fair and the building envelope is starting to show signs of wear on the roof and windows and siding. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Bridenstine House was constructed in 1941 and has been used for faculty and staff housing since its purchase in 1994. This building is programmed for demolition during the next decade. 

		Use_Comment: The building roof is past its useful life and the foundation has problems with water penetration.

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: X

		Interpretation: 1

		Promotion: 1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: X

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Based on the current FCI- Facilities Condition Index this building would require $68,320 in renewal expense. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The house has been well maintained during the life of the structure however the condition and location of the building and the master plan may require demolition.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Resoration: X

		SubmitButton1: 
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(2013) 
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State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24SW0751

		Property_Name: Yellowstone River Bridge 

		Property_Town: 1 mile north of Big Timber

		Property_Date/Year: 1938

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge has not been significantly changed or modified since its construction in 1938.  All of the original structural components are intact and unchanged.  The setting of the site is also intact.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Yellowstone River Bridge is a 5-span steel girder structure that was constructed in 1938.  The bridge is associated with the federal relief programs in Montana during the Great Depression and is one of only a few steel girder bridges built during that decade.  It retains a high degree if architectural integrity.  It is eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge is in good condition and meets current traffic standards.  The MDT has not plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge for the foreseeable future.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely inspects the bridge and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The department also regularly inspects the bridge on a two year cycle with the last inspection occurring in August 2012.  The inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies.  The bridge will continue to function in its historic capacity.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge in the foreseeable future.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The Bridge is in good condition and there are no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in good condition with no significant structural deficiencies.  It is routinely maintained and inspected every two years.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 600.00

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
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Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Residence

		Current Use: Executive Offices

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: UM Western- Roe House

		Property_Town: Dillon Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1911

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The roof and building envelope will require additional attention during the next decade. The building foundation has not been improved for seismic considerations. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Roe House was constructed in 1911 and dedicated to the University in 1998. The foundation design was developed by Fullerton Architects in order to transport the structure to the campus and set on a new foundation. 

		Use_Comment: The Roe house was transported to this site and placed on a foundation. The foundation has not been stabilized for an earthquake.

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: X

		Interpretation: 1

		Promotion: 1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: X

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The building receives regular maintenance and custodial services.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: This building is surely worth keeping and restoring to its original condition.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Resoration: X

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Rankin Hall, Univ. of Montana

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1909

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed by renowned architect A.J Gibson, Rankin Hall was named after the first US congresswoman from Missoula. Rankin Hall was the first library building on campus, later becoming the Law School in 1923, then the Psychology School in 1961 and presently houses the Environmental Studies and Social Work departments. The building is in good condition and is actively being used though it needs a lot of deferred maintenance & restoration work.

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Rankin Hall needs a lot of deferred maintenance work. The exterior is historically intact, with only an ADA ramp having been added to the basement.

		Resoration: 0

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: No major improvements have taken place at Rankin in the last two years. Some interior remodels have occurred over the last two decades for academic classrooms & offices in the building, but very little has been done to the exterior or interior infrastructure. The State has a roof replacement designed for Rankin hall, but funding was diverted.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Rankin Hall needs a roof replacement. This had been funded by the State in the 2008-9 biennium, but the cost increases for Univ. Hall's roof replacement took the funds for Rankin's roof. 2. The exterior brick needs washing, tuck pointing & sealant.3.  All the exterior wood windows are original & need replacement.4. The foundation walls need to be waterproofed on the exterior. 5. Most of the interior maple wood floors squeak so loud the noise carries into classrooms & offices. 6. Carpeted areas need replacement. 

		Other_Comment: 7. The steam distribution system is original & needs replacement as do many of the radiators.8. The electrical service, distribution & light fixtures need major improvements. 9. The fire alarm system is old & needs to be updated. This is a serious liability given the old wood structure & flooring in this building. 10. A fire sprinkler system should be installed to safeguard the structure & improve life safety. 11. There is an ADA ramp to the basement, done in 1997, but upper floors are inaccessible. An elevator is required to meet ADAAG. This should be built as an exterior addition since there is no interior space that can be lost to make room for an interior elevator. Restrooms should be added as part of this addition as none exist for the upper floors.

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 09/22/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24PE1810

		Property_Name: Powder River Bridge

		Property_Town: SW of Terry

		Property_Date/Year: 1946

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains a high degree of integrity and is representative the type.  There have been no substantial changes made to the bridge since its construction and it continues to function in its historic capacity.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Powder River Bridge is a 3-span riveted continuous span through truss structure that was constructed in 1946.  It was the last through truss designed and built by the MDT.  The bridge is listed in the National Register of Historic Places under Criteria A and C.  The bridge is associated with the MDT's post-WWII bridge and highway programs.  It also retains a high degree of integrity.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition with no significant structural issues.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge for the foreseeable future.   It will continue to function in its current capacity as a crossing of the Powder River on what is now an I-94 frontage road.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The department inspects the bridge every two years with the last inspection occurring in July 2013.  The inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies that would warrant its rehabilitation or replacement.  The bridge will continue to function in its current capacity.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is listed in the National Register of Historic Places and is in excellent condition.  The MDT has not programmed a rehabilitation or replacement project for the bridge.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/31/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition.  It is routinely maintained and inspected every two years.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the structure.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: International Center (Women's Club/Art Museum/Cont. Ed./Linguistics)

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1937

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed by architects RC Hugenin and Norman Dekay of Butte/Helena as a PWA project.The overall structure is in satisfactory condition and is actively being used by International Programs.

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Much of the original building exterior is intact. Some roof changes were made when the building was used for an observatory & a domed roof was added. That dome was removed in 1998 and the former flat roof reverted to. Interior changes have occurred when Continuing Education moved into the building, then again for Linguistics. The Womens Center south part of the building is largely unchanged. The exterior walls & windows & doors are all original.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: A major interior remodel was done in 1999 for Linguistics. Classrooms & offices were created with new carpet, painted walls, light fixtures, air conditioning & re-finished wood floors.Regular building maintenance is done by Facilities staff and an FCI survey is performed on a 3 year cycle.

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Replace/repair all the exterior wood, single pane windows.2. Pressure wash & tuck point the exterior brick walls.3. Replace/repair the exterior wood entry doors.4. About 10% of the heating, ventilating & cooling system needs replacement.5. About 20% of interior floor & wall finishes need new carpet & paint from wear & tear.6. All the supply piping is original & needs replacement.7. The electrical transformer needs deferred maintenance work.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 11/01/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 4

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24RA0241

		Property_Name: DALY MANSION (and its grounds - The Margaret Daly Memorial Arboretum)

		Property_Town: HAMILTON

		Property_Date/Year: 1910

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: SINCE 2004

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 3

		Objects: 

		Status: [Watch]

		Status_Comment: WATCH: NEGATIVE IMPACTS TO PROPERTY INTEGRITY HAVE THE POTENTIAL TO OCCUR DUE TO DEFERRED MAINTENANCE.

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: HOUSE (MANSION) GOOD: STABLEGROUNDS - FAIR

		Resoration: See Attached

		Research: See attached

		Interpretation: See Attached

		Promotion: See Attached

		Preservation_Conservation: See Attached

		Maintenance: See Attached

		Monitoring: 

		Designed_Redesigned: See Attached

		Other_Effort/Activity: See Attached

		Stewardship_Comment: PLEASE SEE ATTACHED FOR DOLLAR AMOUNTS AND COMMENTS

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: PLEASE SEE PRIORITY LIST ATTACHED, AND NOTE:THE PRIORITIZED LIST IS INTERNAL TO THE DALY MANSION NEEDS

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: APRIL JOHNSON

		Date_Recorded: 10/17/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Dormitory

		Current Use: Dormitory

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: UM Western- Davis Hall

		Property_Town: Dillon Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1959

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the structure is fair and the building is near the time that it should be considered for an update remodel to accommodate more modern facilities of this type. Specifically window and door updates, heating system, cosmetics, furnishings and space use considerations. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Davis Hall was designed by Hamill Architects as as a dormitory and constructed in 1959 and has undergone an extensive remodel in 1998 and has continued to function in that use to the present. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: X

		Interpretation: 1

		Promotion: 1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: X

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Based on the current FCI- Facilities Condition Index this building would require $650,185 in renewal expense. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: This building has been had consistent maintenance due to the fact that it is used yearly for housing students.

		Other_Comment: Exterior windows and doors and stair treads and risers along with floor coverings are the most pressing needs.

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Resoration: X

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Camp site

		Current Use: Archaeological site

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24DN0633/24SH0057

		Property_Name: County Line Archaeological Site

		Property_Town: Scobey

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The majority of the archaeological site was intact and in good condition in 2001.  The north end of the site had been impacted by road construction and agricultural activities.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of 36 stone circles and associated lithic materials, stone-lined depressions and cairns.  The site was determined eligible for the National Register of Historic Places under Criterion D.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site was originally recorded in 1983 and re-recorded in 2001.  The undisturbed portion of the site is located outside the existing MDT ROW on private land.  The small portion of it within the ROW has been heavily disturbed and does not contain any features that contribute to the site.  The MDT has not had reason to revisit the site since 2001.  

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The site was originally recorded in 1983 and re-recorded as part of a planned highway project in 2001.  At that time, it was determined eligible for the National Register.  No mitigation work was necessary for the site as the MDT project did not impact it.  The vast majority of the site and the part that is still relatively intact is located outside the MDT ROW and is privately owned.  The portion of the site within the ROW has been significantly disturbed.  The MDT has no projects programmed for the area.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The relatively intact portion of the site is located on private land outside the MDT ROW.  No projects have been programmed by the MDT in that area since 2001.  When that happens, the MDT will re-investigate the site.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/15/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See Status above.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
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State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Residence

		Current Use: Residence

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: UM Western- Grand House

		Property_Town: Dillon Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1927

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The building condition is fair as the building envelope is in poor condition namely the walls and foundations are beginning to be susceptible to water penetration. The building roof was replaced during the summer of 2013 in order to address the water penetration issues.  The future of this structure may require removal or demolition for other uses such as dormitories or additional parking.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Grand House was an off campus structure until it was purchased in 2011 by the University for expansion of the NE corner of the campus. Currently used for faculty or staff housing. 

		Use_Comment: There have been recent water penetration issues and settling of the foundation.

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: X

		Interpretation: 1

		Promotion: 1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: X

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Based on the current FCI- Facilities Condition Index this building would require $98,676 in renewal expense. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: This building has a good deal of character and may be worthy of restoration.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Resoration: X

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Aeronautics Administration Building

		Current Use: Aeronautics Administration Building

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC2192

		Property_Name: Aeronautics Operations Building

		Property_Town: Helena 

		Property_Date/Year: 1958

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The building retains a high degree of architectural integrity and association with the aeronautics industry at the Helena Municipal Airport.  All of the architectural features, footprint, etc. associated with this design are intact and unchanged.  The building functions in its original capacity as the division HQ for the MDT's Aeronautics Division. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Aeronautics Operations Building is a one-story brick Neo-Modern-style building that was constructed in 1958.  The building is important for its association with the expansion of aeronautics in Montana after WWII and because it retains a high degree of architectural integrity.  It is NRHP eligible under Criteria A and C.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate, renovate or demolish this building.  It is the home of the MDT's Aeronautics Division.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The building is routinely maintained and repairs made when needed.  It is actively used by MDT personnel and does not suffer from neglect.   The building is well maintained and its historic character is preserved.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The building has not been inventoried for its historic preservation maintenance needs.  The building is currently in use by the MDT's Aeronautics Division and actively maintained.  There are no plans to rehabilitate or demolish the building.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/24/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The building is well preserved, routinely maintained, and monitored by MDT maintenance staff.  The building meets current codes and use needs, while also preserving the historic integrity of the structure.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Student Union

		Current Use: Student Union

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: UM Western- Student Union

		Property_Town: Dillon Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1958

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the building is good and the building envelope is intact. The integrity of the structure is solid and there has been a seismic review of the structure. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Student Union Building was constructed in 1958 and has functioned in that use the entire time. There have been several remodels first in 1970 and again during 1995-96. The student Union has served to house the book store, minor food services, and office and meeting spaces. Some minor remodeling is underway in the food service area and improvements to the HVAC system were completed by 2012. 

		Use_Comment: Recently the building Bark & Bite area was remodeled mostly for cosmetic changes and re-purposed for selling food and a Veterans center.

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: X

		Interpretation: 1

		Promotion: 1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: X

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Based on the current FCI- Facilities Condition Index this building would require $43,251 in renewal expense. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The condition of the building is good and the building envelope is intact. The integrity of the structure is solid and there has been a seismic review of the structure.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Resoration: X

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Chancellor's House

		Current Use: Chancellor's House

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: UM Western- Chancellor's House

		Property_Town: Dillon Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1957

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the building and the building envelope is intact. Windows and doors have been replaced since the building was constructed and a new roof is scheduled for replacement on the long range building plan. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The carpenter, Ed Dwyer built the Chancellor's House in 1957 at the cost of about $47,000. The structure was remodeled in 1988 and again in 1995. Most recently in 2013 the building was fitted for new air conditioning and new appliances. 

		Use_Comment: The functionality of the Chancellor's house is viable now as a quality residence.

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Improving]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: X

		Interpretation: 1

		Promotion: 1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: X

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Based on the current FCI- Facilities Condition Index tis building would require $58,213 in renewal expense. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The roof and some interior cosmetic updates will be required during the next 5 years.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Resoration: X

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Old Journalism (Stone Hall)

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1937

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed by architects RC Hugenin & Norman Dekay of Butte/Helena as a PWA project. The overall building structure is in satisfactory condition and actively used by Forestry, Geography and Central Southwest Asian Center.

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Most of the exterior is original. The ADA elevator addition to the east side was added in 1982 and it removed some of the east facade window/entry door treatment from view. Much of the interior is original also, though several remodels have occurred over the last 2 decades. A major interior remodel occurred in 2007 on the second floor when Journalism vacated the building & Geography moved in.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Minor office/classroom remodels have occurred in the last 2 years on the third floor.A $690,000 interior remodel was done in 2007 by SFA architects for Geography on the 2nd floor and two research labs on the 1st floor for Forestry.Regular building maintenance is done by Facilities staff and an FCI survey is done on a 3 year cycle.

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Abate vermiculite insulation in attic space.2. Replace/repair all exterior wood single pane single-hung windows.3. Replace the flat roof portion of the roof.4. About 50% of the heating & ventilation needs replacement5. Almost all the supply & waste piping needs replacement.6. About 35% of the plumbing fixtures need replacement.7. Electrical distribution system needs replacement. 

		Other_Comment: 8. About 60% of the light fixtures need replacement for energy efficiency.9. About 30% of the fire alarm system needs replacement.10. The south & west entry doors need deferred maintenance work.11. About 20% of the floor finishes need replacement.12. Most of the 1st & 3rd floor walls need repainting.13. Pressure wash & tuck-point exterior brick walls.

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 11/01/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Residence

		Current Use: Day Care Facility

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: UM Western- Osborne House

		Property_Town: Dillon Montana

		Property_Date/Year: 1954

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the building is good at this time however additional funds will be required to be invested  in order to maintain the building envelope. The current use of the structure is for a day care facility which is not well suited for this structure due to handicap accessibility. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Osborne House was designed by Hamill Architects as a faculty residence and constructed in 1954 and was originally purchased by the University in 1963 to house campus security. Currently this building is used for early childhood development or day care use.

		Use_Comment: The building isn't particularly suited for its use as a day care facility due to handicap considerations and the age of the structure.

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: X

		Interpretation: 1

		Promotion: 1

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: X

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Based on the current FCI- Facilities Condition Index this building would require $ 53,534 in renewal expense. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The main issue with the house is handicap accessibility and replacement of the windows and doors in order to preserve the building envelope.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Resoration: X

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Math Building, Univ. of Montana

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1903

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed by renowned architect A.J Gibson, this building was originally the Womens Dorm, later called Craig Hall. It subsequently housed the Math & Physics departments and now houses only the Math dept.The structure is in good condition & is being actively used by the Math department.

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The Math Building is 108 years old and is need of several deferred maintenance work items. In 2007, the State & UM funded an addition to the building on the rear side for an ADA elevator, restrooms & offices. This addition received an architectural award for Historical preservation from the Missoula Historical Committee. The overall historical integrity is good, though the original covered porch facing the Oval & the rear kitchen wing were removed many decades ago when it ceased to be a dorm.

		Resoration: 0

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: No major work has been done in the last two years. However, a major remodel/addition was done in 2007 on the south side to add an ADA elevator, bathrooms & offices at a cost of $1,070,000.

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. The old shingle roof needs replacement.2. Replace the original wood single pane windows. 3. The foundations walls require water-proofing on the exterior. 4. Interior plaster ceilings & floor coverings need replacement. 5. The steam distribution system is original & in need of replacement, as are many of the radiators. 6. The plumbing supply & waste pipes are in need of replacement.7. Most of the light fixtures need replacement for energy savings.

		Other_Comment: 8. Installing a fire sprinkler system would safeguard the wood structure from fire & improve life safety.9. Emergency egress lights are required.

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 09/22/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: The Oval

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1897

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: The historic Oval is a very prized asset of the University of Montana and features prominently on the campus. Originally designed/proposed by Prof. Frederick Scheuch in 1895 as a plan for the campus.

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The Oval is well respected & used for many recreational & gathering events, both formal & informal. After the advent of automobiles, cars were allowed on the Oval road till the 1950's. In 1981, the brick cross-shaped walking malls were added, using brick from Higgins Ave. In the center is the University's seal in concrete. Elm trees planted around the Oval in 1903 succumbed to disease & died in the 1990's. UM is currently replanting the Oval rings with new Maple & oak trees.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 1

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Regular maintenance is done by Facilities staff. There is an active plan to plant new sugar maple & oak trees around the Oval & irrigate the lawn quads. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Complete sugar maple & oak tree planting at two east quadrants of the Oval & irrigate the lawns there.2. Replace the brick cross-walks inside the Oval as they have settled over the years & form an uneven surface to walk on.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 11/03/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24BH2873

		Property_Name: Lodge Grass Creek Bridge

		Property_Town: Milepost 15.7 on Secondary Rte 451 in Lodge Grass

		Property_Date/Year: 1955

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is well preserved and is a good representative of the type.   The bridge is situated in its original location and the setting is still mostly intact.  It has not been altered or otherwise modified since its construction and retains the structurally defining steel guardrails and recessed concrete girders.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is a 3-span reinforced concrete T-beam bridge that was constructed in 1955.  The bridge is National Register eligible as a good example of this type of bridge built during the post-WWII period. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has not plans to replace or rehabilitate this bridge during this reporting period.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained on an as-needed basis.  There were not maintenance activities needed to the bridge since 2011.  The bridge was last inspected in February 2013 and no significant structural problems were identified by the inspectors.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has not programmed the bridge for replacement or rehabilitation.  Although, it still meets traffic requirements and will not be replaced or rehabilitated during this reporting period.  If replacement becomes necessary, then the bridge will be treated under the terms of the MDT's Historic Roads and Bridges Programmatic Agreement.   

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/02/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge has not been modified or otherwise altered since its construction in 1955. There have been routine overlays of the asphalt on the bridge's deck.   There is some weathering associated with age, but not enough to impair the functionality of the bridge.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Use: 
Historic Use:  
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Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Foundry and Machine Company

		Current Use: Montana Wild Outdoor Education Center

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC1273

		Property_Name: :  Stedman Foundry; Montana Wild Outdoor Education Center

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1892

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The historic integrity of the property is considered fair because important historic features of the site are missing. The Machine Shop has been stabilized and restored to excellent historic appearance and condition and is in its original location. However, the Pattern House and Foundry and Moulding buildings are missing and development in the vicinity of the property is no longer industrial, as it was when the foundry was in operation. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Stedman Foundry and Machine Company was built in 1892 and consisted of three primary stone buildings, including the Foundry and Moulding building, Machine Shop, and Pattern House. The site was typical of early Montana industrial buildings of sturdy architectural design, with rough, limestone bearing walls, gable roof, and open, cavernous interiors. The foundry was located in a relatively industrial area of that time and was in view of other 1800's industrial structures, such as the historic Kessler Brewery and Western Clay Manufacturing Co. The foundry manufactured ironwork for construction of commercial buildings and for decorative items. The three buildings remained standing until 2003 when the Foundry and Moulding building burned down and was later removed to eliminate the safety hazard.  The Pattern House was demolished in 2007 due to safety hazards resulting from an interior fire. The Machine Shop was stabilized in 2007 and restored and updated from 2010 to the present to house the Montana Wild Outdoor Education Center. The education center along with the Wildlife Rehabilitation Center, constructed in 2003, is referred to as the Montana Wild Complex. 

		Use_Comment: The Machine Shop was restored and updated and now houses the Montana Wild Outdoor Education Center, auditorium, exhibit hall, and classroom/lab. The grounds surrounding the Machine Shop have been developed for the Wildlife Rehabilitation Center, an archery range, and fishing dock.

		Status_Comment: The Stedman Foundry is considered to have a satisfactory status because it is actively maintained, is in excellent condition, is protected from vandalism, and is not threatened by development or highways. A state of the art intrusion alarm was installed to prevent vandalism and theft.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 30,000

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 900,000

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Extensive improvement, restoration and preservation of the 1882 Stedman Foundry Machine Shop was completed from 2007 to the present . During the last two years, the interpretive displays were completed in August 2012 for $800,000. Landscaping and outdoor space development on the two acres between the building and Spring Meadow Lake was partially completed in fall 2012 for an approximate cost of $100,000. Other maintenance and improvements completed in the last two years include installation of a fire and intrusion alarm; repair to the fish tank plumbing; soundproofing the auditorium; and installation of additional audio visual monitors in the Exhibit Hall, for a total approximate cost of $30,000.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Depending upon available funding, in the next two years FWP hopes to complete additional landscaping and backyard development for an approximate cost of $50,000 to $100,000. A concept plan in which the backyard design would complement the indoor Exhibit Hall is complete but funding for this project has not been completely secured.

		Other_Comment: The property was listed on the National Register of Historic Places in 1996. FWP staff moved into the office spaces in January 2011 and the public grand opening for the complex was held in September 2012. The Stedman Foundry Machine Shop was used to house the Montana Wild Outdoor Education Center in order to emphasize the relationship between people and the environment and the connection between the cultural and natural resources of Montana.

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/-9/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: After extensive stabilization, restoration, and updating, the Machine Shop is in excellent condition with excellent integrity. The original Machine Shop was stabilized in 2007 and sat vacant until restoration and remodeling work began in 2010. Completed building restoration included interior remodeling providing office spaces, public restrooms, classroom, auditorium, exhibit hall, mechanical spaces, living stream aquatic education display, and new entry vestibule. Interior interpretive exhibits were completed in August 2012. Depending upon available funding, landscaping and outdoor space design between the building and lake were partially completed in fall 2012.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24CA0401

		Property_Name: Missouri River/Warden Bridge

		Property_Town: Great Falls

		Property_Date/Year: 1951

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity.  Other than upgrades to the guardrails in 2011, there have been no significant alterations or modifications made to this structure and it continues to serve in its historic capacity.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Missouri River/Warden Bridge is a 25-span steel girder and steel stringer bridge.  It spans both the Missouri River and the BNSF Railway Co. tracks on Tenth Avenue South in Great Falls.  It is listed in the National Register of Historic Places.  The bridge is significant as the longest bridge in MT when constructed in 1951 and for the significant role it played in shaping the Great Falls economic landscape. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge was recently the subject of guardrail upgrades to bring it up to current standards.  The original guardrails, however, still intact.  There are no other plans to work on the bridge for the foreseeable future.  The bridge is listed in the National Register of Historic Places and part of the MDT's Historic Bridge Rehabilitation Program.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT regularly maintains the Warden Bridge and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The MDT inspects the bridge every two years and last inspected it in September 2013.  The inspection (which included an underwater component) revealed no significant structural problems with the bridge.  It will continue to serve as a vehicular bridge for the foreseeable future.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace this bridge for the foreseeable future.  It will continue to function in its historic capacity.  The bridge is listed in the National Register of Historic Places.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/04/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition and is routinely maintained by the MDT.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24SB0762

		Property_Name: German Gulch Overpass

		Property_Town: West of Butte near Nissler Junction

		Property_Date/Year: 1961

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The overpass retains excellent integrity and has not been significantly altered or modified since its construction.  It is an excellent example of the type and its association with railroad overpasses built in the 1950s and 1960s is very much evident.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The German Gulch Overpass is a multi-span steel girder grade separation structure.  It crosses the Union Pacific Railroad at the Silver Bow junction west of Butte.  It is eligible for the NRHP for its association with the industrial expansion of nearby Stauffer Chemical and because it retains a high degree of structural integrity.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has programmed the overpass for replacement because of its substandard alignment and narrowness no longer adequately serves the traffic demands that are now placed on it.  The bridge may be replaced during this reporting cycle.  It was treated and mitigated under the MDT's Historic Roads and Bridges Programmatic Agreement.   

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the overpass and makes repairs to it on an as-needed basis.  The MDT inspects the structure every two years with the last inspection occurring in October 2012.  No significant structural deficiencies were discovered during the last inspection.  Because the overpass no longer meets current standards cannot handle the traffic demands placed on it, the structure will be replaced by 2015.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has programmed the overpass for replacement.  The structure was treated and mitigated under the terms of the MDT's Historic Roads and Bridges Programmatic Agreement.  The overpass has been adequately documented by the site form according to the National Park Service and no HAER document will be prepared for it.  

		Other_Comment: The current plans indicate that the existing alignment will be abandoned for a new alignment south of the overpass.  The MDT will offer the German Gulch Overpass up for adoption prior to the project's letting to contract.  

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The overpass is in excellent condition.  The MDT routinely maintains the overpass and inspects it every two years.  The bridge does not have any significant structural deficiencies, it just doesn't meet current standards and is sometimes difficult for modern commercial traffic from the Silver Bow port to negotiate the structure.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
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Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Fish Hatchery

		Current Use: Fish and Wildlife Field Office

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LN1619

		Property_Name: Libby Hatchery; Libby Field Station

		Property_Town: Libby

		Property_Date/Year: 1939

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Libby Hatchery is considered to have an overall good historic integrity because four of the original five buildings remain at the hatchery in their original locations, are currently used, and are in good to excellent condition. Except for repairs and improvements, the residences remain in their original form on both the interior and exterior. Several of the original ponds also remain on the site. However, the hatchery building and several ponds are no longer on the site and the buildings are no longer used for their original purpose 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Libby Hatchery was constructed in 1939 but was closed in 1970 due to disease problems related to its open water system. The hatchery was raising westslope cutthroat trout at the time it was closed. Four historic buildings and 1 structure remain on the property, including: one single-story residence and associated garage, built in 1939; one single-story residence built in 1940; one single-story shop and meat storage and preparation building built in 1939; and several ponds. The original hatchery building burned in 1975. Several ponds were buried in the 1970's when the hatchery went to a raceway system. Two ponds remain on the property in their original dimensions, though they are currently filled with vegetation, and portions of three other ponds were connected to form the current pond. 

		Use_Comment: The one-story residence with associated garage is currently used for offices for fisheries personnel. The other one-story residence, identical to the first, is used for offices for wildlife and fisheries personnel. The shop and meat storage and preparation building is currently used for a workshop and freezer. The garage is currently used as a metal shop.

		Status_Comment: The Libby Hatchery is considered to have a satisfactory status because the remaining structures are actively maintained in excellent condition, are in their original location, and are not threatened by development, highways, or vandalism.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 5,000

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: In the last two years, a dormer was added to the workshop/freezer building to divert show and ice from the door, at an approximate cost of $5,000. Other than minor maintenance, no other repairs or improvements were made to the residences, meat storage and preparation building, or garage in the last two years

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The first priority is to repair the foundation on all of the buildings, though the cost for this project is unknown. The second priority is to replace the siding and reset the walls for the shop and meat preparation building to match the other buildings. FWP plans to re-insulate the two residences and meat storage and preparation building in the future, but not in the next two years. A 2002 cost estimate for this work was $34,000 and no recent estimate has been obtained. Because asbestos was contained in the walls, any additional insulation in any of the buildings will likely require EPA involvement and will cost more.

		Other_Comment: In 2008 the hatchery grounds and buildings were cleaned for asbestos and vermiculite. Later the areas tested negative for asbestos and vermiculite

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/09/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 4

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Overall the Libby Hatchery is in good condition. The original residences, meat storage and preparation building, and garage are currently used on a daily basis and in excellent condition. Both residences were re-roofed, re-sided, re-wired, and had new windows installed in 1998. The porch was also enclosed on one of the residences in 1998. All of the improvements done to the residences were designed to maintain the original appearance of the buildings.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24FH1226

		Property_Name: McClarty-Worm Barn, Somers

		Property_Town: Somers

		Property_Date/Year: 1915

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: The property on which the McClarty-Worm Barn is located is currently in escrow and ownership of the land will not be transferred to FWP until February 28, 2014. The property will become a WMA for waterfowl and migratory birds.

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/08/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Archaeological Site

		Current Use: MDT ROW/Private Land

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24CH0593

		Property_Name: Unnamed Archaeological Site

		Property_Town: Big Sandy 

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The MDT did not adversely effect the site in the 1980s as part of the Loma-Box Elder reconstruction project.  It is likely that the portion of the site within the MDT ROW was likely impacted somewhat by the project, but that portion of it was already disturbed by road-building activities.  The site outside the ROW is still likely eligible for the National Register under Criterion D. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of a buried prehistoric campsite that included bison bone, fire-cracked rock, and lithics. The site is eligible for the National Register under Criterion D.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site within the MDT ROW was likely disturbed somewhat by the reconstruction project in the 1980s.  The portion of the site outside the ROW is located on private land and its status is unknown.  

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: +

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT may have disturbed the portion of the site within the existing ROW in the 1980s as part of the reconstruction project.  There are no plans to reconstruct or widen that section of the highway for the foreseeable future.  The MDT has had no reason or opportunity to re-investigate the portion of the site within the ROA and it has not monitored the site on private property outside the ROW.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site within the ROW was probably disturbed in the 1980s, but not enough to cause an adverse effect to the archaeological site and require mitigation of it.  The MDT has no plans to widen the roadway in the vicinity of the site.  It has not monitored the condition of the site outside the existing ROW on private property.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/07/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the site both within and outside the ROW boundary is unknown.  The MDT has had no reconstruction projects in that area since the 1980s.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BE1664

		Property_Name: Montana Southern Railway Route in Beaverhead County

		Property_Town: Grant

		Property_Date/Year: 1917

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The railroad was constructed from its intersection with the Oregon Short Line north of Red Rock siding to Salmon, Idaho.  It was primarily funded by the Northern Pacific Railroad.  The purpose was to capture mining markets in the region.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Montana Southern Railway Route in Beaverhead County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24BE1664 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act responsibilities consist of fully abandoned and salvaged segments of the former Montana Southern Railway in Beaverhead County, Montana that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.   

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the abandoned segments of railroad on DNRC administered state land have been adequately documented, no additional preservation activities are planned. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because the DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/12/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos.  Today, the grade of the railroad is salvaged, abandoned, and typically covered with vegetation.   Associated structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on state land.  The site is slowly being reclaimed through natural and cultural processes.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Dormitory

		Current Use: Dormitory

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24BE1433

		Property_Name: UM Western- Matthews Hall

		Property_Town: Dillon 

		Property_Date/Year: 1902

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The building has exhibited a high degree of historic integrity.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Matthews Hall was the first women's dormitory built in 1902 and the first of several additions in 1906 and 1918. The first major remodel occurred in 1921. Architect G. H. Carsley designed the addition which included the current kitchen, The Lewis & Clark room and dining facility. The entire residence hall portions of the building were reconstructed in 1935  and there have been a number of remodels and upgrades to the building in 1958, 1965, 1983, 1992, 1993-95, 1996, 1998 mostly for fire alarm codes and compliance.

		Use_Comment: The building is used primarily for housing and to date the only food preparation and dining facility for the entire campus. We are currently in the design phase for an earthquake remediation project for the entire structure. The remainder of the building needs are, remodel interior dorm space, insulate exterior walls and attic to meet current codes, replace windows and entry doors, replace heating and software equipment, replace outdated electrical wiring. 

		Status_Comment: Matthews hall has been well maintained during the life of the building; however it is now in need of substantial renovation. The windows and exterior painting require seasonal attention and the kitchen space and dining layout is out dated.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: +

		Interpretation: +

		Promotion: +

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Based on the current FCI- Facilities Condition Index this building would require $4,540,496 in renewal expense.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Windows and doors, building envelop issues require replacement for more energy efficient materials.2. Application of water repellent to exterior masonry surfaces.3. Asbestos removal and cosmetic improvements to the rooms.4. Plumbing and mechanical renewal throughout the building.

		Other_Comment: The foundation and building envelope are in need of attention in order to preserve the integrity of the structure. The building finishes, interior walls, stair treads and risers, plumbing and heating systems all require attention in order to extend the life of the building.

		Reported_By: Dan Payne

		Date_Recorded: 12/16,2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: +

		Resoration: +

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Walk trail and view point

		Current Use: Walk trail and view point

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: The M Trail Site and Structure

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1909

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: While the trail is and has been maintained by volunteers, the "M" has gone from being constructed from white washed rocks(1909), to wood(1912), a larger wooden version(1913), to a shale version with a granite border(1915), and finally the existing concrete structure which was built in 1968 at a cost of $4,328. The original "M" cost $18 and was equipped with a lighting system.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The first "M" was constructed of white-washed rocks in 1909 by the junior class of UM. In 1912 a small. white "M" of wood was built. In 1915 a shale "M" was created about 200' higher up the mountain. 

		Use_Comment: The structure of the "M" has been rebuilt 5 times since 1909. The elevation at which it sat on the mountain has also changed. 

		Status_Comment: Trail and "M" is maintained by volunteers. Erosion issues require annual maintenance. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The "M" is a very popular Missoula landmark and exercise hiking tail used by thousands of people every year. White paint is provided annually by the University and traditionally the basketball team paints it.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Historic travel

		Current Use: Automobile travel

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24ME0848

		Property_Name: Electric Highway in Meagher County

		Property_Town: Ringling

		Property_Date/Year: 1920

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the portion of Electric Highway (State Secondary 294) in Meagher County.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The roadway consists of actively used portions of the "Electric Highway" (State Secondary 294) as well as abandoned segments.  The actively used portions are owned and maintained by the MDoT, even though some segments pass through DNRC administered state land.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the segments of highway on DNRC administered state land have been adequately documented, no additional preservation activities are planned. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because the actively used segments are not owned or managed by the DNRC.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/13/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos.   Only abandoned segments on state land would be relevant to DNRC jurisdiction and Antiquities Act responsibilities.  However, no abandoned segments of the highway have been identified on DNRC administered state land.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Mining town and cattle range area

		Current Use: Area in use by Montana Ag Experiment Station primarily for animal science research.  

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24MA0262

		Property_Name: Red Bluff Stage Stop - MAES

		Property_Town: Norris

		Property_Date/Year: 1880's

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The subject building is lost. Other eligible buildings at this site, inherited by MSU, were constructed quickly to meet an immediate and possibly temporary need for either mining or farming operations.  Use of some buildings has exceeded the beneficial lifecycle use of the materials and construction. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Ag Experiment Station occupies most of an 1864 thriving gold mining community and later operated as the Rowe Brothers cattle ranch when MSU purchased the ~9,700 acres in 1956. Part of the purchase included Morrill Act funds. Subsequent adjacent lands acquired in 1962 included Lone Star, Gambetta, and Wide Awake Lode mining claims. The 2-story stone building (Stage Stop) was lost by fire in 2006.     

		Use_Comment: The subject was destroyed in 2006 by fire.  Its unstable structural walls were removed. It is unclear if the building's stone material remains on the site. 

		Status_Comment: Near the site where the Isaacs/Wann stone 2-story building once stood, is an 1880 stone cow barn that survived the 2006 fire. It is a contributing feature to the history of the area and may be worthy of conservation efforts.The site and remaining buildings are significant physical reminders of how western landscapes were transformed by boom-bust mining operations, use of local building materials as well as depicting turn of the 20th century, family-owned cattle ranching in Montana.    

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: -$0- As a lost property - no additional expenditures have been made since the placement of the memorial plaque at the site of the former Stage Stop building. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No priority to rebuild the inherited Stage Stop buildings; loss claim insurance was used to construct several functional buildings on the south side of Norris Road the bisects the property in a location that is more convenient and safe for farm operations.   

		Other_Comment: The sites most publicly visible and culturally historic building was the 2-story stone building known as the Isaacs/Wann residence (also used as a Stage Stop hotel)  was destroyed by fire in July 2006. The building had been on the State's endangered historic property list since 2002 due to its historical significance and deteriorating physical condition. The eligibility of the Isaacs/Wann residence as a state-owned heritage property needs to be re-evaluated in consultation with SHPO.

		Reported_By: Victoria Drummond

		Date_Recorded: 12/30/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Failed]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The subject building is lost.   

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PN0024

		Property_Name: Thirty Knot

		Property_Town: Valier

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site is a complex of temporary campsite and bison hunting activities.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of 25+ tipi ring size stone circles, 10+ cairn alignments, 10+ isolated cairns and a limited scattering of chipped stone debitage on the upper prairie edge overlooking the Marias River.  The site was determined to be a Heritage Property through consultation between an unknown entity and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not a part of this discussion.  

		Use_Comment: Grazing is the primary use, but a buried oil pipeline and an overhead transmission line have been constructed through the site, but neither project physically impacted any of the stone features.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The portion of the site that exists today is located on a stable land form.  Threats to the site are likely limited to future maintenance of the MATL overhead transmission line and the CENEX Front Range pipeline.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: MATL and CENEX funded cultural resource studies of the 30 Knot site for their respective projects.  These efforts were coordinated by DEQ under the mandates of the Major Facility Siting Act.  In DNRC's opinion, all documentation conducted to date in 24PN24 is woefully inadequate. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #3 in rank because it is currently in a stable environment and no additional adverse effects are presently identified.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/09/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Construction of pipelines, an overhead transmission line, a county road, and cultivation of the land forms south and east of the site have likely destroyed and unknown portion of the resource.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Community Gathering Hall

		Current Use: State Park facility open for day use viewing

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24JF0477

		Property_Name: Fraternity Hall/NRHP

		Property_Town: Elkhorn

		Property_Date/Year: 1890s

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Many of the associated historic buildings in Elkhorn have been taken down, leaving this historic building and the one adjacent to it as stand out buildings in the once thriving town. Despite vandalism, the building retains many of its historic features. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This two-story wood building was constructed in the1890s when the town of Elkhorn was at its gold and silver mining peak. The building once served as the community hall and dance hall. The building has a false front and a second story balcony which are typical of Greek Revival style architecture.  Windows are double hung wood sash windows and the foundation of the building is native stone/rubble.

		Use_Comment: The Fraternity Hall was the community's gathering place for a variety of activities. Dances were held on the second floor while some dinning was done on the first floor. Many Fraternity groups held meetings on the second floor. The Fraternity Hall also hosted public meetings, basket socials, concerts, school programs, and vaudeville performances. 

		Status_Comment: This Building has no on-site presence and is repeatedly vandalized by visitors. The Fraternity Hall and adjacent Gillian Hall are the only historic buildings open to the public in the historic town of Elkhorn. Visitors frequently vandalize windows and the interior of the building by carving or writing their names in charcoal and with permanent marker. Negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur. The structure is located in a very remote location and the building is left unlocked and open to the public with very little supervision. 

		Status: [Watch]

		Dropdown14: [Fair]

		Condition_Comment: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. The siding, roof, and windows of the structure could use preservation treatment.

		Property_Administration: 3530

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 500

		Promotion: 132

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 3700

		Monitoring: 3200

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Heritage Property Admin/Ops= Site visits by Regional Park Managers and Park Manager + 1/2 Park Manager personal services expended. Regular/Routine Maintenance=Operating Expenses expended+ Maintenance staff hours expended+Maintenance Personnel Travel Costs.Monitoring= 1/2 Park Managers Personal Services Expended+Park Manager Travel Costs.

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: -Monitor Building-Construct Montana State Parks Standard Visitor Information Kiosk-Upgrade Interpretive panels, Upgrade Interpretive brochure-Secure siding, repair chipped/broken windows, remove graffiti, repair roof

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jamie Hould and Sara Scott

		Date_Recorded: 11/04/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
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Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 5

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PA1202

		Property_Name: Cottonwood Dam and Reservoir

		Property_Town: Wilsall

		Property_Date/Year: 1953

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site consists of a zoned earth fill dam, spillway, gatehouse, concrete outlet conduit, and reservoir.  It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Cottonwood Dam and Reservoir.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is owned by the state of Montana and operated by the Shields Canal Company.  Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make improvements or repairs to the irrigation system.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  However, the overall look and nature of the resource has not been modified since its construction in 1953.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
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Comment (Explain): 
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Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Classroom, Office, Home Economics, Physical Education

		Current Use: Classroom, Office, Research Lab

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: McGill Hall

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1953

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Exterior of building remains historically intact except for a small addition on the west side of building for HHP lab. Interior has had significant renovation, including the addition of a second floor of offices and classrooms where the west half of the gymnasium used to be. An elevator was also added at that time in 2003.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Completed in 1953, McGill Hall was designed by Architect Gehres D. Weed of Kalispell and was the first building on campus intended specifically for "women's activities." Originally called "The Women's Center", it was officially named McGill Hall in 1984 after Doctor Caroline McGill. 

		Use_Comment: Originally a women's health and P.E. building, McGill now serves as a Health and Human Performance lab, Media Arts and Drama Dance classroom building with faculty offices. The basement also serves as a childcare facility.

		Status_Comment: Some negative impacts to historic integrity had already occurred with the Media Arts renovation in 2003 that split the east half of the gym into two floors and again with the 2009 HHP addition to the South side of building. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Building receives routine maintenance and is on a three year schedule for facilities condition inventory deferred maintenance assessments.

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1) Exterior windows are single pane glazed frame. Glazing is hot and deteriorating.2) Exterior doors on North and South sides are original and need to be replaced.3) Replace ceiling tiles throughout building.4) Interior of building needs paint.

		Other_Comment: 5) HVAC system needs routine maintenance and air circulation is poor in some areas. 6) Plumbing system requires routine maintenance, fixtures leak, recirc. piping if failing, etc.7) Electrical system distribution needs new panels, receptacles, switches.8) Remove asbestos 8" x 8" tiles.

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Building receives routine maintenance. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Dormitory

		Current Use: Dormitory

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Knowles Hall

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1963

		State_Agency: [Other]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Remains relatively unchanged and exterior has remained largely intact with architectural features well preserved.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Designed in the "International Modern" style by Taylor, Thon, Schwartz and Kirkpatrick of Kalispell, Knowles was completed in 1963 and was identical to Miller Hall which was completed in 1965. Miller has since gone through a significant  change with the addition of two stories. Building was named after Elise Knowles, whom, along with Ella Robb comprised the University's first graduating class of 1898.

		Use_Comment: Connectivity has been updated. Some rooms have been modified for ADA compatibility.

		Status_Comment: There are no plans to alter exterior of this building. It's current state suits the use of this building satisfactorily.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: ADA compliant rooms and bathrooms were created within existing rooms in 2012.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1) South East corner of building is settling and is cracking.2) Exterior windows are single pane and should be replaced for energy savings.3) Stairs are worn and need edge caps.4) Ballasted roof needs to be replaced with singly ply membrane and insulation added.

		Other_Comment: 5) Asbestos containing tile throughout building needs to be replaced.6) Built-in cabinets require continual maintenance.7) Heating and ventilation system in building requires complete renewal.8) Plumbing in building requires updating.9) Electrical system in building requires updating.10) Building needs a new fire alarm system.

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Building receives regular maintenance and there is no current need to alter its historical appearance.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24CB1703

		Property_Name: Glacier Lake

		Property_Town: Red Lodge

		Property_Date/Year: 1937

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site consists of two zoned earth fill dams, outlet works, a concrete chute spillway, slide gate controls located at the dam crest, and reservoir.  It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Glacier Lake Irrigation Project.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is owned and operated by the state of Montana.   Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make improvements or repairs to the irrigation system.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/08/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  However, the overall look and nature of the resource has not been modified since its construction in 1937.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24CA0258

		Property_Name: Sand Coulee Bridge 

		Property_Town: Sand Coulee

		Property_Date/Year: 1937

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge was determined eligible for the National Register in the 1980s.  Since then, the original timber guardrails have been removed and replaced by steel guardrails that are structurally incompatible with the bridge.  This occurred before 2011.  The replacement guardrails have seriously compromised the integrity of the bridge and it may no longer be National Register eligible.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Sand Coulee Bridge is a multi-span treated timber bridge.  It is representative of the type of timber stringer bridges built in great numbers by the MDT during the 1930s.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace this bridge.  It is routinely maintained and inspected every two years.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge because of its location on a state secondary highway.  Maintenance occurs to it on an as-needed basis.  The MDT also inspects the bridge for structural problems every two years.  The bridge was last inspected in December 2011 and is scheduled for inspection in December 2013.  The last inspection revealed no significant structural problems and it is not in imminent danger of failing.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT routine maintains and inspects the bridge.  There are no significant structural problems that would warrant its rehabilitation or replacement.  The bridge is not scheduled for replacement during the current reporting cycle.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline 

		Date_Recorded: 10/07/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in poor condition.  While the sub and superstructure of the bridge are in good condition, the original guardrails were removed in the 1980s or 1990s.  The bridge is no longer identifiable as a timber bridge from the vantage point of the highway.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: Wildlife Management Area

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24LC1110

		Property_Name: Archeological Site-Tipi Rings; Sun River WMA

		Property_Town: Augusta

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site has not been monitored or visited since 1992 so its integrity is unknown. It is likely that the site has remained undisturbed since the site is not located near WMA facilities, some of the artifacts are buried, and the WMA is very large, minimizing vandalism, destruction or other disturbance. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Six tipi rings, a rock cairn, projectile points, and lithic artifacts are found in the short grass prairie of the Sun River WMA. The site is significant because diagnostic artifacts are also found at the site, making the research value higher than at most tipi ring sites. Additional excavation is needed to determine the full extent of the site.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site has not been monitored since 1992 so the status of the site is unknown

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: FWP has done no restoration or preservation of the site in the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance or preservation is planned for this archeological site in the next two years. FWP will contact SHPO any time WMA construction or maintenance projects are proposed to ensure protection of the site and the site will be re-evaluated prior to any ground-disturbing activity. Additional excavation of the site could exposed more artifacts for further study though funding is not currently available for this kind of study.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/07/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: It is assumed that the site is in the same condition as it was when it was last monitored, though the condition of the site is unknown. The site is not located near FAS facilities or fencing so it is unlikely that routine maintenance or public use of the facilities would affect the site.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agricultural

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24CT0844

		Property_Name: Medicine Rocks Buried Archaeological Site/NRHP-eligible

		Property_Town: Ekalaka

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The integrity of the site is good. Survey work conducted at the site in 2010 indicates the site retains its integrity and remains buried as no surface artifacts were observed. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: An overview survey of the park was conducted in 1994 and this site was recorded. It was identified only through subsurface testing.  No artifacts appeared on the surface. A Late Period projectile point and bone were found but not C14 dated. 

		Use_Comment: No issues are identified.

		Status_Comment: Site is located within a state park where very limited development and use occurs.  Site will remain protected and will be monitored.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Site stewardship efforts associated with this site are listed in 24CT0022.

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site needs to monitored by a local site steward or park employee to ensure no vandalism or artifact collecting or illegal digging is occurring. The resources within the park are worthy of a National Register of Historic Places nomination and state parks should consider sponsoring this effort.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Sara Scott

		Date_Recorded: 12/2/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site was visited during a survey project in 2010.   The site and surrounding area were reported in 2010 to be in good condition. The site has not been visited since but since there is no new park development and the site is difficult to see, we assume it remains in good condition.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Some segments are actively used and maintained by Burlington Northern.  Other segments area abandoned.

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24GA0999_24GA1096

		Property_Name: Northern Pacific Railroad in Gallatin County

		Property_Town: Bozeman

		Property_Date/Year: 1883

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Northern Pacific Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the route of the Northern Pacific Railroad in Gallatin County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24GA0999/24GA1096 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act requirements consist of fully abandoned and salvaged segments of the former Northern Pacific Railroad route in Gallatin County, Montana that have reverted back to state ownership.  Associated structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on state land.    The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the abandoned segments of railroad on DNRC administered state land have been adequately documented, no additional preservation activities are planned. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because the DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/09/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos.  Some segments of the railroad are abandoned and some are still actively used.  Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties (for the most part) no longer exist, and the grade is typically covered with vegetation.  Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Gallatin County.  The abandoned segments of the site are slowly being reclaimed through natural and cultural processes.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Men's Residence Hall

		Current Use: College of Allied Health and classrooms used by the MSU School of Nursing

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24YL1860

		Property_Name: MSU Billings: Apsaruke Hall

		Property_Town: Billings

		Property_Date/Year: 1957

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: While the primary function of the building has evolved, the architectural features for which it is significant are still intact. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Apsaruke Hall is significant under Criterion C for its architecture. It is significant as an intact residence hall dating from the mid-century that represents contemporary thinking in modern university building design on a modest level. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The building is currently preserved using standard maintenance procedures

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Good]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 0

		Restoration: 0

		Preservation_Protection: 0

		Research: 4,558

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 35,900

		Monitoring: 0

		Redesign Cost: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Apsaruke Hall continues to receive regular/routine maintenance and no major restoration or rehabilitation projects are currently slated.  The building will transition use upon the completion of the current Science Building renovation as the College of Allied Health Professions will be vacating the building.  The time line of this project is currently unknown. Heritage Documentation = digital photography, scanning, and architectural modeling.

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Window replacement, exterior masonry restoration, mechanical systems replacement, non-structural interior renovation/ rehabilitation.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Timothy R. Urbaniak

		Date_Recorded: 10/29/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Camping area and travel route for Native Americans, early traders, explorers, miners, and fur trappers; more recently for agriculture. It was also likely a ceremonial site for Kootenai Indians.

		Current Use: Wildlife Management Area

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24LN0233/0234

		Property_Name: Kootenai Falls District Archeological Site; Kootenai Falls WMA

		Property_Town: Libby

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site was last monitored in 2009 by the Bonneville Power Administration (BPA), though the results of that survey are unknown. It is likely that the historic integrity of the site is fair to poor due to disturbance by road construction, homesteading, vandalism, heavy public use for water recreation, and surface erosion due to the steep terrain and periodic river flow fluctuations from the Army Corps of Engineers’ operation of Libby Dam.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: A prehistoric rock shelter with historic and prehistoric artifacts and ocher pictographs is located on the bank of the Kootenai River on the Kootenai WMA. The site represents 8,000 years of occupation along the Kootenai River and is significant because of the strong possibility that the shelter contains concentrations of well –preserved prehistoric artifacts. Rock shelters were the focus of prehistoric human activity and the site may also yield information of campsite activities. The area was an important transportation corridor with a portage route around Kootenai Falls nearby and camping area for Native Americans, early traders, fur trappers, explorers, and miners.  Historic artifacts are also found in the rock shelter, including metal stove parts, milled boards, barrel hoops, glass, bottles, and iron bolts.  A 45 cm x 3.5 cm band of badly weathered red ocher pictographs is located on the rock overhang. Isolated pictographs are also located on a cliff and include stick figures and tally marks. This site is also significant because it may have been a ceremonial site with religious significance to the Kootenai Indians, who identify Kootenai Falls as having religious significance.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site was last monitored in 2009 by the BPA, though the results are not currently known, so the status of this site is considered unknown.Condition (Choose One): Unknown

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: FWP has done no restoration or preservation of the site in the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance or preservation is planned for this archeological site in the next two years. FWP will contact SHPO any time WMA construction or maintenance projects are proposed to insure protection of the site and the site will be re-evaluated prior to any ground-disturbing activity.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/08/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: When the site was surveyed in 1980 it contained a prehistoric campsite with both surface and buried artifacts. With the potential disturbance from road construction, local residences, vandalism, heavy public use for water recreation, and surface erosion, it is uncertain how much of the site remains. Even though the site was last monitored in 2009, the results are not currently known so the condition is considered unknown.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Irrigation

		Current Use: Irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24ME0792

		Property_Name: Charles Holliday Ditch

		Property_Town: Martinsdale

		Property_Date/Year: 1882

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is a small scale irrigation canal designated as the Charles Holliday Ditch.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The irrigation canal (an excavated trench) is privately owned, but in part, passes through DNRC administered state land in Meagher County.   The DNRC does not have any legal jurisdiction over this ditch.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the DNRC has no legal authority to manage the canal segments on state land, no further consideration of this Heritage Property is warranted. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not jurisdictional authority over it.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/26/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos. The irrigation canal is actively used and maintained by the current water right holder.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Health Service building

		Current Use: Health Service building

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Curry Health Service

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1956

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Additions to building have been in keeping with historic integrity. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Designed by Architect Gehres D. Weed., of Kalispell, the Student Health Center was completed in 1956, added onto in 1971 and again in 1995. The 1971 addition added and emergency room and out-patient facilities.

		Use_Comment: Basic use has not changed. Services have been added, such as dentistry etc. 

		Status_Comment: Although the building has been renovated and has two additions, the basic exterior appearance has remained essentially the same.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Building has received multiple interior remodels over the years including the addition of a pharmacy and a dental clinic. Also, a ground water cooling system was added in 2007.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1) Windows on East side of original building need to be replaced. 2) HVAC in original structure needs to be updated. Coils in air handlers are at end of useful life. 3) Pneumatic controls are a continual maintenance issue. 4) Coils in air handlers need to be replaced.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Code improvements have been made as part of renovations and additions that allow this building to satisfy current ADA and code requirements as a health facility. Additions were done prior to original building being considered for historic preservation.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24BE0538

		Property_Name: Poindexter Slough Bridge

		Property_Town: Milepost 2.8 on Secondary Route 222 south of Dillon

		Property_Date/Year: 1936

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity.  The design is intact as is all of the original components.  Other than routine maintenance, it exists unchanged.  The setting of the site is also largely intact.   The MDT inspects the bridge every two years and routinely maintains it.  It serves in its original capacity as a vehicular bridge crossing a wetlands adjacent to the Union Pacific RR tracks.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is a 3-span reinforced concrete T-beam bridge that was originally located US Highway 91.  It was bypassed by I-15 and the route renamed Secondary 222.  The bridge is NRHP eligible as an excellent example of this type of concrete bridge that was constructed during the height of the federal New Deal "make work" programs.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge still serves a vital function on this secondary highway.  It is inspected by the MDT every two years and is routinely maintained to keep it open for vehicular traffic.  There are no plans to replace or rehabilitate the bridge during the two year cycle for this program.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The bridge is inspected every two years.  The most recent inspection (2012) did not reveal any significant structural problems or cause the MDT to consider replacing it as soon as funds were available.  The bridge is routinely maintained by the MDT.  It does not appear the bridge required any significant maintenance over the past two years.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained and inspected.  There are no plans to rehabilitate or replace the structure.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 09/17/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is regularly inspected and routinely maintained.  Although nearly 80 years old, it still meets current standards and will not be replaced or rehabilitated for the foreseeable future.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
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Condition (Choose One): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Pre-contact Campsite

		Current Use: MDT ROW/Private Land

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24LC1210

		Property_Name: Cokahlarishkit Forks Camp 

		Property_Town: Lincoln

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Much of the site is located outside the MDT ROW and undoubtedly retains considerable integrity.  The portion of the site within the ROW has been disturbed and lacks integrity. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Cokahlarishkit Forks Camp consists of a small scatter of tools, lithic debitage, fire-cracked rock, and bone fragments located on a terrace above Landers Fork of the Blackfoot River.  The site was determined eligible for the NRHP under Criterion D.  It may also have significance as a Traditional Cultural Property.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The intact portion of the site was not impacted by the MDT in the 1990s and no mitigation was necessary.  The MDT has no projects programmed that would encompass the site.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: A small portion of the site is located within the MDT ROW.  It had been previously disturbed by the construction of a ditch adjacent to the roadway sometime before 1994 (probably when the roadway was originally constructed in the late 1930s).  The MDT conducted the original site recordation, but has not had reason to reinvestigate the site since 1994.

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT will reinvestigate the site when a project is programmed that has the potential to disturb 24LC1210.  Most of the site is located on private land over which the MDT has no jurisdiction.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/24/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site was not adversely impacted by the MDT project.  Only a small portion of the site is located within MDT ROW and that portion was previously impacted by the construction of a ditch adjacent to the roadway.  The intact section of the site is located on private land and the department has no jurisdiction over it.  The MDT has not re-investigated the site since the 1990s.  There have been no disturbances of the MDT portion of the site since the 1990s. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: Grazing/hayfield

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BW0966

		Property_Name: 

		Property_Town: Toston

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site was formally evaluated through archaeological investigative methods and demonstrated to contain intact, subsurface, culturally/temporally diagnostic and dateable cultural remains.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consisted of 49 tipi ring size stone circles on the stable terrace adjoining the Missouri River.  The site was determined to be a Heritage Property through consultation between DNRC and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer.  

		Use_Comment: Five stone circles in the site were destroyed with construction of a center-pivot in 2008.  These five features were mapped in detail and partially excavated prior to destruction.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The remaining features in the site are intact and currently in no danger of disturbance. 

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Staff of the SHPO and DNRC volunteered time to conduct mapping and test excavation work in the site.

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #3 in rank because it is currently in a stable environment and no additional adverse effects are presently identified.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/09/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 2

		Historic Use: Fish Hatchery

		Current Use: Fish Hatchery

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24FH0758

		Property_Name: Somers Hatchery, Flathead Lake Salmon Hatchery

		Property_Town: Somers

		Property_Date/Year: 1912-1913

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The hatchery is considered to have excellent historic integrity because all six of the original six buildings and one structure remain at the hatchery, are currently used in their original function, and are overall in good condition, though the individual buildings and structures vary in condition.  Of the two additional structures added in the 1930’s, only the seawall is no longer on the property. Except for repairs and improvements, the residence remains in its original form on both the interior and exterior. The hatchery building is still used and in good condition. The garage and the two sheds are in fair condition and the ice house/100' long building, pipeline, and fountain are in poor condition. The wood pipeline remains unused in its original location. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Flathead Lake Salmon Hatchery, built in 1912, was the second hatchery built by the State of Montana. The hatchery is a significant site because it continues to be used as a fully functioning hatchery and, with minor modifications, with the original structures. Six buildings and one structure were constructed in 1912-1913, including a residence, garage, hatchery building, icehouse, two sheds, and a wood pipeline. The Works Progress Administration (WPA) built a seawall and fountain in the 1930's. All the original structures were constructed from wood, including the pipelines. It is unclear if the icehouse is still standing. A 100 foot long building is located on the property and does not fit the description of any of the original buildings built in 1912.  It is possible that this was considered the icehouse, though it does not fit the description of a typical ice house and no other buildings on the property fit the description of an ice house. The seawall is gone and the lakeshore is currently stabilized with riprap. The decorative fountain remains on the property, though it no longer works. According to the hatchery manager, it may have originally been used to display fish.

		Use_Comment: The hatchery building is still used as the primary hatchery building. The residence continues to be used as the hatchery manager's residence. The garage is used infrequently for equipment storage and as a workshop. It is unclear if the icehouse is still standing. The 100 foot long building is currently used for storage. The two sheds are also currently used for storage. The decorative fountain remains on the property, though it no longer works. The wood pipeline was used until the 1990"s when a new pipeline was installed. The wood pipeline remains unused in its original location.

		Status_Comment: The historic Somers Hatchery is considered to have a satisfactory status because the structures are actively maintained and in fair to excellent condition.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 2000

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Plastic pipes that eliminate water from existing historical fish troughs were installed in the last two years.  The piping lays in the original "chases" (gutters) that are cracked and leaking.  No significant changes were made to original equipment to do this.  The cost was under $200. Public tours of the hatchery facilities were given during the last 2 years at no cost.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Other than routine maintenance, no plans have been made to repair, improve, or preserve any of the historic buildings in the next two years. FWP hopes to re-insulate the residence and remodel the residence's kitchen in the future but no plans have been made. It is expected that the insulation would cost at least $60,000 and the kitchen remodel at least $25,000.

		Other_Comment: The Somers Hatchery (Flathead Lake Salmon Hatchery) is unique because almost all of the original buildings and structures remain and function in their original capacity. Fish production has declined over the years, possibly due to reduced water flows to the hatchery. FWP speculates that the water capture system, and not the water supply, may be responsible for the reduced flows. The issue of reduced flows may need to be addressed in the future.

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/08/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 6

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: All of the historic buildings are in fair to excellent condition, have been maintained through the years, and are used on a daily basis. The hatchery building is in good condition; the residence in excellent condition; the garage and two sheds in fair condition and the icehouse/100’ building, fountain, and wood pipeline are in poor condition.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24YL0656

		Property_Name: Yellowstone River Bridge 

		Property_Town: Huntley

		Property_Date/Year: 1949

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains integrity of design, materials, and workmanship.  It displays the standard steel girder design used at all the major river crossings in Montana from circa 1947 to 1959.  The setting of the site is little changed since 1949.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Yellowstone River Bridge at Huntley is an 8-span steel girder bridge that was constructed in 1949.  The bridge is listed in the National Register of Historic Places under Criteria A and C for its association with the MDT's post-WWII bridge program and because it retains an exceptionally high degree of integrity.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge serves as a major crossing of the Yellowstone River on what was once known as US Highway 10.  There are no significant structural deficiencies and the MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge for the foreseeable future.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs to it on an as-needed basis.  The department also inspects the bridge every two years with the last inspection occurring in July 2013.  The inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is listed in the National Register of Historic Places as a prime example of the standard steel girder bridge designed and built by the MDT after World War II.  The bridge is in excellent condition and the MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the structure.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/29/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition considering its age.  The MDT routinely monitors the bridge and inspects it every two years.  The are no significant problems with the bridge that would warrant its rehabilitation or replacement.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PH3659

		Property_Name: 

		Property_Town: Wagner

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site was formally evaluated through archaeological investigative methods and mapped in detail through the voluntary efforts of avocational archaeologists.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of a subgroup 4 Medicine Wheel (Brumley 1988) in severely undulating prairie southwest of Wagner, MT.  The cultural resource was determined to be a Heritage Property in 2013 during consultation between DNRC and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer.  

		Use_Comment: Based on ethnographic evidence, the Wagner Medicine Wheel was likely constructed by ancestral Blackfeet as a memorial to a highly-esteemed individual (Brumley 1988).  

		Status_Comment: Presently, the Wagner Medicine Wheel is the most eastern of the true Subgroup 4/Subclass C structures documented to date in Montana (see Brumley 1988 and Brace 2005).  It is also only one of three Subgroup 4/Subclass C Medicine Wheels positively identified in the state.  Age of the feature has not yet been determined.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: A group of avocational archaeologists organized by one professional archaeologist conducted detailed mapping of the stone feature in 2010.  All costs were volunteered by private interests.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #2 in rank because it is a very rare type of stone feature, but is in a stable environment.

		Other_Comment: Brace, G. I. 2005 Boulder Monuments of Saskatchewan.  Saskatchewan Archaeological Society,   Saskatoon, Saskatchewan.Brumley, J. 1988 Medicine Wheels on the Northern Plains: A Summary and Appraisal. Archaeological   Survey of Alberta, Manuscript Series No. 12.  Alberta Culture and Multiculturalism.   Edmonton, Alberta.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/09/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  Fully intact and mapped in detail.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24JF0813

		Property_Name: Little Boulder River Bridge

		Property_Town: Boulder

		Property_Date/Year: 1940

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity and is a rare example of a pre-Interstate era timber bridge that still has all of its original components intact - including the double-coursed wood guardrails.  The bridge still functions in its original capacity and the setting of the property has not significantly changed since 1940.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Little Boulder River Bridge is a 2-span timber stringer structure that was constructed in 1940.  The bridge is eligible for the NRHP under Criterion A for its association with the MDT's road and bridge programs of the 1930s, most of which were funded as relief projects by the federal government.  The bridge is eligible for the NRHP under Criterion C as an excellent and intact example of a timber bridge.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has programmed the bridge for replacement as part of the department's Boulder - South project.  It appears the bridge will not be replaced during this reporting cycle.  Until replacement, however, the MDT will continue to maintain and inspect the bridge.  

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The maintenance usually consists of removing debris from the pier and abutments and patching the asphalt overlay on the deck.  The department regularly inspects the bridge every two years with the last inspection occurring in February 2013.  The inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has programmed the bridge for replacement, but that will likely not occur during this reporting cycle.  The bridge will be maintained and inspected until it is replaced.  The bridge was determined NRHP eligible and mitigated under the terms of the MDT's Historic Roads & Bridges programmatic agreement.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/24/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition with no significant structural deficiencies other than what can be expected for a bridge this age.  It is routinely maintained and inspected every two years.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: Wildlife Management Area

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24PW0464

		Property_Name: Boyd Ranch; Blackfoot-Clearwater WMA

		Property_Town: Ovando

		Property_Date/Year: 1895-1900

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The historic integrity of the stud barn is considered good because it has good integrity of materials, design, and is in its original location. It is slightly diminished by the metal roof and paint, which is now weathered, applied by the State. Although the barn is situated in its original location, the addition of the modern metal shop and loss of the corrals also diminishes the setting. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Of the 17 buildings that were on the property in 1989, seven buildings remain, including the stud barn, Boyd house, bunkhouse, machine shed, Quonset hut, garage, and hay barn. The stud barn was one of the original buildings of the Boyd Ranch and was used to house stud horses. It remained in use as a horse barn until the State of Montana purchased the ranch in 1948. The stud barn is significant because it is an early example of a vernacular, hand-hewn log horse barn and of hand-manufactured timbers and log construction techniques that were common in the Ovando area in the late 1800's.  The corrals that were once associated with the barn are gone but the building remains unchanged and is in its original location. The stud barn is the only remaining structure that is considered eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places. 

		Use_Comment: FWP currently uses the stud barn for storage.

		Status_Comment: The status of the stud barn on the Boyd Ranch is considered satisfactory because the property is stable, is routinely maintained, and is not subject to vandalism due to its remote location and the WMA being annually closed from November to May.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Other than minor repairs, no significant maintenance, repairs, restoration, or heritage stewardship activities have been done in the last two years to the stud barn or any of the other buildings of the Boyd Ranch.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Other than minor repairs as needed, no maintenance, preservation, or restoration projects are planned for the stud barn at the Boyd Ranch in the next two years.

		Other_Comment: According to the SHPO files, of the 17 buildings that were on the property in 1989, the stud barn is the only building that has the integrity of materials, design, and location to be considered eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places. Many of the original buildings burned down in the 1980's and the other remaining buildings do not meet the eligibility criteria for listing. However, according to the Blackfoot-Clearwater WMA manager, six additional buildings from the Boyd Ranch are on the property and in fair to good condition.

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/09/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 7

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Overall, the stud barn on the Boyd Ranch is considered to be in good condition and appears to have good integrity of materials, design, and location. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: Office space, library, archive & museum

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC1970

		Property_Name: Historical Society - 225 North Roberts Street

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1950/1970/1985

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Built in 1950 with additions completed in 1970 and 1985.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Excellent]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Fire Alarm Upgrade - 2013

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: The building is already listed on the National Register of Historic Places.

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]
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Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Fish Hatchery

		Current Use: Fish Hatchery

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24DL0422

		Property_Name: Anaconda Fish Hatchery; Washoe Park Trout Hatchery

		Property_Town: Anaconda

		Property_Date/Year: 1908, 1930, 1940

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The historic integrity of the property is considered fair because the historic fabric is altered and important features are missing. Of the original three structures built in 1908, only the icehouse remains.  Of the three additional structures built between 1921 and 1948, only the shop and manager’s residence remain. The original hatchery building was demolished and replaced with a new hatchery in 1993. The original manager's residence was moved off the hatchery property in 1999 and is currently located on neighboring private land. Two new residences attached by a common garage were built in 1999 in the same location as the original location of the manager's residence. In addition, a visitor center and an aeration tower were added in 1993.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Washoe Park Fish Hatchery was the first hatchery in Montana and the primary source for cutthroat trout, rainbow trout, and grayling for many western Montana rivers and streams from 1909 to 1930. The methods of fish husbandry tested and implemented at the Washoe Hatchery provided models used by other hatcheries beginning in 1911.  By 1922 the Washoe Hatchery was the most productive hatchery of the 12 in Montana. The original buildings, constructed in 1908, include the hatchery building, an icehouse, and a manager's residence. In 1912 the hatchery was enlarged and an office attached, the grounds were landscaped, and ten nursery ponds and 20 troughs were added. Between 1921 and 1948 a garage, shop, a second residence, and concrete ponds were constructed. Three historic structures remain: the icehouse built in 1908; the shop built in the 1930's, and the residence built in the 1940's

		Use_Comment: The icehouse is mainly used for storage. The shop is used for daily building, maintenance, and mechanical activities. The old house is currently used as a residence by one of the full-time fish culturalists. 

		Status_Comment: The historic buildings at the Washoe Hatchery are considered to have a satisfactory status because the structures are actively maintained and in excellent condition.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 850

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: No major projects have been done on any of these buildings in the last two years. About five years ago the residence had a new roof put on,  a new furnace installed, and most of the windows in the residence were replaced.  The residence is spot-scraped and painted annually in trouble spots.  Some work in the attic of the shop building was done in the last two years to bring it up to OSHA standards and insulated to save on energy costs for an approximate cost of $500. Wiring in the shop was also replaced to make it safer and capable of powering larger shop equipment such as welders for an approximate cost of $350. No interpretive work was done on any of the historic buildings as the visitor’s center is in the new hatchery building.  FWP hopes to remodel the visitor’s center and include new displays of photos and information on the historical significance of the hatchery, though no funds have been allocated for this project. A gate was recently installed across the hatchery entrance to better control public access and minimize vandalism to the buildings.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No large projects are planned for any of the historic buildings in the next two years and maintenance will be done as necessary. The shop will need a new roof at some point in the future that matches the other buildings and all the buildings will need a fresh coat of paint. The priority of those projects will be based upon the maintenance needs of each building. The buildings will continue to be maintained in excellent condition.

		Other_Comment: The three remaining historic buildings at the Washoe Park Fish Hatchery are all used and maintained in excellent condition. The original hatchery building was demolished because the building was so outdated it no longer functioned efficiently and effectively for the hatchery. A Memorandum of Agreement between FWP, SHPO, US Fish and Wildlife Service, and the Federal Advisory Council on Historic Preservation was obtained in 1991 to demolish and renovate historic structures at the hatchery with the stipulation that SHPO reviewed the plans and that a video and photo log of the historic structures was made before they were removed or renovated.

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/08/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 3

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: All of the historic buildings are in excellent condition, have been maintained well through the years, and are used on a daily basis.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 3

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: Wildlife Habitat Protection Area; Recreation

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LA0269

		Property_Name: :  Logan Marshall Place; Flathead Lake WHPA

		Property_Town: Rollins

		Property_Date/Year: 1928

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The historic integrity of the property is considered good because the majority of the original structures and buildings remain intact in their original locations.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Logan Marshall developed a residential complex and orchard in 1928 on Cedar Island on Flathead Lake. The property is significant because it represents the unique property type of an island-based homestead and orchard. The entire complex conveys the architecture of the period with adaptations to location, i.e. a rock root cellar, boulder pier, boathouse, and cistern irrigation system. The buildings are currently vacant and the property is a popular picnic and party spot for boaters. Four buildings and three structures remain on the property, including a house, two storage sheds, boathouse, root cellar, concrete cistern, seawall, and orchard remains. The rock pier is no longer present on the island and one of the original sheds collapsed, with the wood being burned in campfires by the public.

		Use_Comment: None of the structures at the Logan Marshall Place are currently being used and probably have not been used in decades.

		Status_Comment: The status of the Logan Marshall Place is considered watch because there is the potential for significant deterioration of the property from vandalism and neglect.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: FWP has done no repairs, improvements, maintenance, restoration, or preservation of any of the structures remaining on the island during 2012-2013.

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance, restoration, or preservation is planned for any of the historic structures on the Logan Marshall Place in the next two years. Vandalism is a significant issue for the long-term integrity of the property and will need to be addressed in order to preserve the historic structures on the Logan Marshall Place. 

		Other_Comment: Cedar Island was originally acquired by FWP to be used for goose nesting habitat. Since goose populations have significantly increased, suggestions have been made to create a marine trail system for boaters among the state-owned islands in Flathead Lake. Cedar Island would be included in that system. No concrete plans for a marine trail system have been developed. Cedar Island is a very popular island for camping and picnicking for boaters. As a result, vandalism to the historic structures is an increasing problem. Vandalism will need to be addressed in order to preserve the historic structures on the Logan Marshall Place.

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/09/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 4

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The overall condition of the Logan Marshall Place is considered fair. The structures have good physical integrity, are all standing, except for the shed, and are in fair to good condition. However, the condition is steadily declining due to vandalism and neglect. The house is structurally sound but its condition has decline due to significant vandalism. The wood siding along the front of the house has been stripped off and used for firewood by the public. The island is frequently used as a party site for boaters and is subject to significant vandalism of the buildings. The property is not maintained and no preservation measures have been made. Without preservation or protection from vandalism the property will continue to deteriorate.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Recreation

		Current Use: Fishing Access Site

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24MN0194

		Property_Name: Cyr Bridge FAS Archeological Site

		Property_Town: Alberton

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site was monitored in 1988 when the FAS was first developed. In 2000, previous to a parking lot expansion project, Dori Passman conducted an inventory of the site. She indicated that the archaeological site appeared to be in an island between the road and existing parking area and that most of the site had likely been destroyed by construction of the county road. She found no additional cultural resources at that time.  Based on these findings, the historic integrity of this site is considered unknown.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: A prehistoric habitation site is located above the Clark Fork River on Cyr Bridge FAS. Prehistoric artifacts are both buried and exposed on the surface and include a dense scatter of fire-cracked rocks, flakes of chert and argillite, projectile points, tools, and bone fragments. The site is significant because it has the potential to provide important and rare information about prehistoric land use and subsistence patterns in the Clark Fork River Valley. The lithic materials found on the site are also useful in understanding the distribution of raw materials used in the manufacture of tools. Two pieces of raw material found at the site were from quarries 100 miles away. The site has cultural bearing deposits to 45cm deep. The site dates to the Middle Period (5500BC to AD 500) and lies in the Clark Fork Plain.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: Based on the findings of the survey conducted in 2000, the status of this site is considered unknown.

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: FWP has done no stewardship activities on the site in the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance or preservation is planned for this archeological site in the next two years. FWP will contact SHPO any time FAS construction or maintenance projects are proposed and the site will be re-evaluated prior to any ground breaking activity.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/07/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: When the site was surveyed in 1988 it contained artifacts exposed in a road cut of Sawmill Gulch Road. The site was further disturbed by leveling of the terrace surface by a previous private landowner. Based upon the survey conducted in 2000, it appeared that the site was likely destroyed during construction of the county road. Therefore, the site condition is considered failed to unknown.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GN0844

		Property_Name: Fred Burr Creek Bridge

		Property_Town: Near Philipsburg

		Property_Date/Year: 1931

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains good integrity of design, materials, workmanship and feeling.  Although the MDT widened the bridge in 1957, the designers duplicated the appearance of the original 1931 guardrails.  The widening is discernible only by the two extra concrete beams under the deck.  The setting of the property has not significantly changed since 1957.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Fred Burr Creek Bridge is a 2-span reinforced concrete T-beam bridge that was constructed in 1931.  Although the bridge was not built with federal relief money during the 1930s, it displays the standard reinforced concrete T-beam design utilized during the Great Depression.  It retains a high degree of integrity and is eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge is in good condition and there are no significant structural deficiencies.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge for the foreseeable future.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  Repairs consist primarily of cleaning debris away from the pier and abutments and patching the asphalt overlay on the deck.  The MDT inspects the bridge every two years with the last inspection occurring in July 2012.  The inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies and the bridge will continue to function in its current capacity for the foreseeable future.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained and regularly inspected.  There are no structural problems with it.  Consequently, the MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge during the current reporting cycle.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/24/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained and inspected.  There are no significant structural deficiencies other than what can be expected for a bridge of this age.  All of the original structural components are present and unchanged.  The bridge functions in its original capacity.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
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initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Camping area and travel route for Native Americans, early traders, explorers, miners, and fur trappers; more recently for agriculture

		Current Use: Wildlife Management Area

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24LN0176

		Property_Name: Kootenai Falls District Archeological Site

		Property_Town: Libby

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site was last monitored in 2009 by the Bonneville Power Administration (BPA), though the results of that survey are currently unknown. It is likely that the historic integrity of the site is fair to poor due to disturbance by road construction, homesteading, vandalism, heavy public use for water recreation, and surface erosion due to the steep terrain and periodic river flow fluctuations from the Army Corps of Engineers’ operation of Libby Dam.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: A prehistoric campsite with artifacts buried to a depth of 30 cm is found above the Kootenai River on the Kootenai WMA. Artifacts found include bone fragments, fire-cracked rocks, flakes, lithic artifacts, and tools. The area is geologically restricted, thus limiting human occupation and travel. The site is valuable because it has yielded information that may prove significant to the cultural history of the region. The area was historically used as a travel route and camping area by Native Americans, early traders, fur trappers, explorers, and miners.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site was last monitored in 2009 by the BPA, though the results are not currently known, so the status of this site is considered unknown.

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: FWP has done no restoration or preservation of the site in the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance or preservation is planned for this archeological site in the next two years. FWP will contact SHPO any time WMA construction or maintenance projects are proposed to insure protection of the site and the site will be re-evaluated prior to any ground-disturbing activity.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/08/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: When the site was surveyed in 1980 it contained a prehistoric campsite with both surface and buried artifacts. With the potential disturbance from road construction, local residences, vandalism, heavy public use for water recreation, and surface erosion, it is uncertain how much of the site remains. Even though the site was last monitored in 2009, the results are not currently known so the condition is considered unknown.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24PA0790

		Property_Name: Yellowstone River Bridge 

		Property_Town: Gardiner

		Property_Date/Year: 1930/1975

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains good integrity.  The original deck truss spans are intact and unchanged.  The addition of a third truss to widen the structure in 1975 does not detract significantly from the integrity of the structure.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Yellowstone River Bridge at Gardiner consists of a multi-span steel deck truss structure.  The bridge was constructed in 1930 and widened in 1975 with a truss of similar design.  The bridge is eligible for the NRHP as an excellent and rare example of a deck truss bridge.  It is associated with the MDT's bridge program just before the Great Depression.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge underwent an inspection in 2013that produced an extensive report on the condition of the bridge.  The bridge has some significant structural issues that will need to be addressed within the next ten years.  It is unclear at this point, however, if the bridge would be rehabilitated or replaced.  

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and conducts repairs on an as-needed basis.  The bridge was last inspected in April 2013 and the same structural issues present at the 2011 inspection still exist.  It is unclear when the MDT would program a project to either rehabilitate or replace the bridge.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge will probably not be programmed for rehabilitation or replacement within this reporting cycle.  If it is, it will be treated under the MDT's Historic Roads & Bridges Programmatic Agreement.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/15/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge has some significant structural problems based on age, recent flooding, and increasing traffic demands placed on it.  The problems do not detract from the historic significance of the bridge, but do mean that some kind of work will be programmed for the bridge sometime in the near future.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Maintenance Shop

		Current Use: Maintenance Shop

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24CA1630

		Property_Name: Monarch Maintenance Section Shop

		Property_Town: Monarch

		Property_Date/Year: 1960

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The maintenance shop retains excellent integrity.  It is a simple corrugated metal building that has not been altered or modified since its construction in 1960.  All of the critical components of the building are intact and unchanged.  It retains integrity of setting, workmanship, feeling, and association with the MDT's post WWII maintenance program.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Monarch Maintenance Section Shop was built in 1960 and is the MDT's local section house.  It consists of a corrugated steel building.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The shop is an important component of the MDT's efforts to provide highway maintenance and snow removal on US Highway 89 in the vicinity of Monarch, Montana.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The building is routinely maintained by the MDT.  There are no plans to demolish or abandon the building.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The building is in good condition and there are no plans to modify, abandon or demolish the building.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 01/13/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The shop is in excellent condition.  It is regularly maintained and is occupied by MDT maintenance forces who take care of the building.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24BW0974

		Property_Name: Jefferson River Bridge

		Property_Town: Milepost 93.6 on Montana Highway 2 west of Three Forks

		Property_Date/Year: 1949

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity of design, materials, workmanship and feeling.  It is situated at its original location and the setting has not been seriously compromised.  The bridge's guardrails were upgraded within the last ten years, but there have been no other significant alterations or modifications made to the bridge since its construction.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The historic property consists of a 3-span steel girder bridge crossing the Jefferson River on MT Highway 2.  The bridge was determined eligible for the National Register because of its association with the MDT's post-WWII highway programs and because it retains a high degree of structural integrity.  The bridge continues to function in its historic capacity.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge has not been programmed for rehabilitation or replacement during this reporting period.  It is routinely maintained and inspected every two years.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge on an as-needed.  The last structural inspection occurred in May 2013 and will conducted again in 2015.  The inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies that would result in its closure or for programming as a bridge rehabilitation or replacement project.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The are no known preservation maintenance needs for this bridge.  It has not been programmed for replacement or rehabilitation within this two-year reporting period.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/02/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition.  Other than the expected weathering that has occurred since 1949, there are no significant problems with the structure.  All problems, moreover, are addressed by the MDT as soon as they are discovered.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC0133

		Property_Name: Wegner Creek Bridge

		Property_Town: Near Craig

		Property_Date/Year: 1934

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Wegner Creek Bridge is an excellent example of a reinforced concrete T-beam bridge that was built during the dark days of the Great Depression.  There have been no modifications or alterations mae to the bridge since its construction in 1934 and its association with the MDT's 1930s era highway program is strong.  The setting of the site has not changed appreciably since its construction.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Wegner Creek Bridge is a one-span reinforced concrete T-beam bridge that was constructed in 1934.  The bridge is a contributing component of the Old US Highway 91 Historic District (24CA0386/24LC2112) and is listed in the NRHP under Criteria A and C.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge is an important part of the Recreation Road/Old US Highway 91 and, as such, is routinely maintained and inspected by the MDT.  There are no plans to rehabilitate or widen the structure.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs to it on an as-needed basis.  The bridge is inspected every two years with the last inspection occurring in November 2012.  The inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies that would warrant the rehabilitation or replacement of the bridge.  There are some problems with the foundation, however, that will need to be addressed, but not during this reporting cycle.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge inspection in 2012 did not reveal any significant structural deficiencies with the bridge.  The MDT has not programmed a project to rehabilitate or replace the structure.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/24/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in good condition considering its age.  There is cracking on the abutments of the structure and some efflorescence indicating that water has seeped into the interior of the structures.  The problem is not significant enough to warrant the closure of the bridge, its rehabilitation or replacement.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Wagon Road and railroad

		Current Use: Non-improved hiking trail 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MN0164

		Property_Name: Point of Rocks Historic Transportation Corridor

		Property_Town: West of Alberton

		Property_Date/Year: 1860/1908

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The integrity of the transportation corridor is excellent.  It includes pristine segments of the Mullan Military Road that was constructed in 1860 as well as a two-mile segment of Milwaukee Road Railroad that is on its original alignment cut through the rocks.  The corridor was largely bypassed in 1908 and that helped preserve the historic district.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Point of Rocks Historic Transportation Corridor consists of two mile segments of the Mullan Military Road and the Milwaukee Road Railroad.  The district is listed in the National Register of Historic Places under Criteria A, B and C.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The transportation corridor is not part of a utilized transportation system.  It is located outside the ROW for I-90 and it is not anticipated that any maintenance activities on the Interstate will impact the corridor.  There have been no significant changes, other than visual after a fire in 2005, to the corridor.  The chances for any MDT-related activity impacting the old road and railroad are minimal at best.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: +

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The Point of Rocks Transportation Corridor is routinely monitored by MDT personnel and maintenance activities (such as mowing, weed control and clearing dead fall) carried out on an as-needed basis.  The corridor, however, is open to the public and interpretive markers have been installed along its length.  No activities are undertaken that would change the appearance the corridor and diminish its integrity.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT will continue to maintain the historic transportation corridor as an unimproved historic interpretive hiking trail.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/25/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the corridor is excellent.  It sees very few hikers and is difficult to access rendering non-compatible activities there unlikely.  The MDT historian monitors the site on an annual basis and the local Maintenance section man also monitors the site.  The transportation corridor is unchanged from the last reporting cycle.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Office Space

		Current Use: Office Space

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Old Livestock Building - 1310 East Lockey Avenue

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1918

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Excellent]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Exterior masonry veneer needs re-pointing

		Other_Comment: The building is listed in the Montana Capitol Complex Master Plan as a "Property that potentially contributes to the potential historic district focused on the Capitol Campus.

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Office Space

		Current Use: Office Space

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Scott Hart Building - 302 North Roberts Street

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1936/1957

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Built in 1936 with north wing completed in 1957.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Good]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: HVAC upgrade on 1957 addition - $2.7 million

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: This building is listed in the Montana Capitol Complex Master Plan as a "property that does not appear to contribute to a potential historic district focused on the Capitol campus".

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Governors Residence

		Current Use: Governors Residence

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Executive Residence - 2 Carson Street

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1957

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Governors Residence

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Excellent]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Infrastructure has been continually upgraded since 2002

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: The property is listed in the Montana Capitol Complex Master Plan as "significant structure, potentially eligible for individual listing in the National Register of Historic Places for its association with the Governor's role in State government.

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Unknown

		Current Use: DNRC Aviation Support Facility

		Sites: 

		Site_Number:         

		Property_Name: Aviation Support Facility - 2800 Airport Road

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1958/1972/1976

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Built in 1958 with additions completed in 1972 & 1976

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Good]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/03/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: State of Montana Records Storage

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Records Management Warehouse - 1320 Bozeman Avenue

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1935

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Good]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: New EPDM roof on flat roof area.$73,580

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agricultural

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24CR1045

		Property_Name: Pirogue Island State Park

		Property_Town: Miles City

		Property_Date/Year: 1806

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: No standing structures remain but the historic archaeological record appears to be intact. Historic maps indicate a cabin was once located on the site and a historic axe head was found on the island. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Archival research strongly indicates that Pirogue Island was the location of William Clark’s July 29, 1806 campsite on the return trip of the Lewis and Clark Corps of Discovery expedition. Archival research and oral interviews also documented that the island was the location of the vegetable farm of Yugoslavian immigrants John and Naumka Ristoff beginning in about 1919 and continuing through the early 1960s.

		Use_Comment: Site is protected as a state park currently.

		Status_Comment: Bird habitat improvement projects were proposed at this site in the past which would have involved tilling areas within the island.  Further development could destroy existing historic archaeological record.

		Status: [Watch]

		Dropdown14: [Fair]

		Condition_Comment: Because site is state park it has received very little development and is in fair condition as a result.  Standing buildings or remains of William Clark's camp are no longer present. 

		Property_Administration: 230

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 4900

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: An archaeological survey and background research of the island was conducted by Steve Aaberg in 2012. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Site is undeveloped island with few facilities and limited staff presence from state parks.  Site should be monitored once every two years if staff is able to accomplish this.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Sara Scott

		Date_Recorded: 11/18/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Residence for Morony Dam workers

		Current Use: Building is mothballed & general area is open to foot traffic only for viewing

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24CA0289

		Property_Name: Morony Construction Camp and Residential Area/NRHP-eligible

		Property_Town: Great Falls

		Property_Date/Year: 1928-1929

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Primary building has been altered by installation of bars on the broken windows, but building still posses character and form of the building. Other features of the site have been removed and the foundations, sidewalks and a few of the other features remain.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This historic camp included facilities for dam construction workers between 1928-1929.  Once the Morony Dam was constructed, the construction camp was abandoned. A total of 62 features remain, almost all of which are mere remnants of what was once there.  Extant features include depressions where buildings once stood, trash dumps, and building platforms, footings, and foundations.

		Use_Comment: Building is in poor condition and public is not allowed inside due to structural integrity of building and possible exposure to hantavirus. General area around the building is open for foot traffic only and receives minimal use.  The historic garage behind the main building is in poor condition but stable.

		Status_Comment: Main building has been secured, but outside of the building has potential for vandalism due to remote location and past occurrences and history or site.  Grounds around the area are stable, vandalism has been minimal in the past 2-years. 

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 330

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 128

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 1,500

		Other_Effort/Activity: 3,000

		Stewardship_Comment: The Little Shell tribe conducted some interior cleanup in 2012.  Bat waste was removed from throughout the building.  Carpets were also pulled up and discarded due to bat feces and urine.  No structural work was completed. $3,000 in volunteer work was accomplished.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The construction camp is managed as part of Giant Springs State Park and is located on FWP property.  The main building has been mothballed by FWP.  Maintenance and preservation of the construction camp are not a high priority.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jason Pignanelli

		Date_Recorded: 10/30/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 2

		Historic Use: DNRC's Stillwater State Forest Unit Office

		Current Use: DNRC's Stillwater State Forest Unit Office

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24FH0162

		Property_Name: Stillwater State Forest Station

		Property_Town: Olney

		Property_Date/Year: 1922

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the DNRC's Stillwater State Forest Unit Office.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The property is actively used and maintained, because it serves as the DNRC's Stillwater State Forest Unit Office.  Structures constituting the site are periodically upgraded and remodeled when funding is available, but modifications to the structures have been contemporary designs and materials.  Still, most of the historic qualities/appearance of the ca. 1955 structures in the site  exist today. 

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Since 1970, approximately $250,000 has been spent to make repairs and upgrades to the structures in 24FH0162.  The money spent has been to add modern amenities, but these changes have been relatively minor and have not substantially altered the historic character of the structures.  An additional $250,000 could be used to address structural deficiencies and to continue to maintain the structures in the site without changing their historic qualities.  (continued below)

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: It is estimated that $250,000 is needed to replace existing deteriorated materials and make upgrades that would be consistent with the historic look and feel of the various structures in the site.  The site is ranked among DNRC's highest priority for preservation work.

		Other_Comment: (continued) The current appraised value of 24FH0162 is approximately $1,000,000.  Implementing the identified maintenance needs will not increase the value of the property, but it will maintain the current appraised value.The Stillwater State Forest Office, although publicly accessible, is difficult to promote as a tourist destination because it is actively used for administration of the Stillwater State Forest.  If site 24FH0162 is developed for tourism purposes it is recommended that a kiosk with interpretive signage be established in a location that will interfere minimally with administrative duties of DNRC staff and general traffic flow along State Highway 93, as well as in and out of the Stillwater Unit driveway.  Additionally, to limit state liability, it would be necessary to hire a seasonal worker to give regularly scheduled tours of site 24FH0162 to the public.  Because the property is located along a major thoroughfare and close to Whitefish, it is unlikely that development and promotion of site 24FH0162 for tourism purposes would increase the amount tourist dollars spent locally.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 08/06/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 8

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The condition/integrity statement made here reflects a general lack of change to the architectural design and building materials that were present in the site ca. 1955.  The buildings in the site are actively used and were constructed periodically from 1922 to 1969.  To someone who had viewed the property ca. 1955 it would look much the same as today.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: The house was used by Chief Plenty Coups to display his honors and have meetings, the store was used to sell food from the Chief's orchards.

		Current Use: Currently the chief's house is open from May 1st to September 30th and is interpreted by staff and signs for school groups and tourists.

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24BH2179

		Property_Name: Chief Plenty Coups State Park

		Property_Town: Pryor

		Property_Date/Year: 1884

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The house and associated store is original and still lays in it's initial spot.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The house belonged to Chief Plenty Coups, the last Chief of the Crow Indians.  The logs for the last addition of the house came from decommissioned Fort Custer.  The house was referred to as the "Crow White House."  In 1883 Plenty Coups visited Mount Vernon and much of the architecture for the Chief's house came from Mount Vernon.  The house is two stories with six rooms and rests in a state park.

		Use_Comment: The historic house is a two story structure that does not meet ADA code for users that want to occupy the second level.

		Status_Comment: The fact that the house and store are located in a state park and that a visitor center is located on site provides a fairly constant human presence. This helps detour vandalism. A new fire protection system was installed 3 years and this helps to ensure the house is protected in the event of a fire.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 131,594

		Preservation_Protection: 696

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 2740

		Promotion: 2758

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 3000

		Monitoring: 1000

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Administration operations include time preparing and paying utility bills and time spent on the house's tri-annual fire suppression check.  The house is protected everyday of the year through Kenco Security.  The annual bill reflects two years of service.  In the last two years the Chief's House and store received 60 schools/college groups touring and receiving interpretation of the buildings.  Staff interpretation time reflects the total dollar amount. The new fire protection system and well were monitored by Ethnoscience.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Ramp to the house is not in compliance with ADA standards.  The ramp will need to be rebuilt.  The pathway from the sidewalk to the ramp is not ADA.  Sakrete will have to be added to the gravel to make the pathway stable.  With a sprinkler system in use around the house, the logs will need to be oiled on a regular basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Sara Scott and Chris Dantic

		Date_Recorded: 11/03/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 2

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The chief's house and associated store are in good condition and are regularly maintained in compliance with the Secretary of Interior's standards.  Park staff live on site which helps prevent vandalism or damage to the house and store.  The park hires historic preservation carpenters to complete needed repair and maintenance.  A sill log and the front porch were replaced in the house in 2012 in compliance with SOI standards and the entire building was treated with linseed oil.

		Designed_Redesigned: 2500

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 16

		Historic Use: Highway 

		Current Use: Highway 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24CA0386/24LC2112

		Property_Name: Old US Highway 91 Historic District

		Property_Town: Sieben to Hardy

		Property_Date/Year: 1932

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The historic district retains excellent integrity.  The roadway maintains the original 1932 alignment with all but one of its original features intact and functioning on it.  The roadway is the same width as it was in 1932 and all but one of the original bridges are intact and still in use.  The setting of the linear site has diminished somewhat with the presence of I-15.  The Interstate highway, however, is fifty years old.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Old US Highway 91 Historic District is a linear site 31.6 miles in length in Cascade and Lewis and Clark counties.  The historic district was listed in the NRHP in 2013.  The district includes bridges, culverts, retaining walls all located along the original 1932 alignment of US Highway 91 north of Helena.  The district is listed in the NRHP under Criteria A and C.  

		Use_Comment: Interstate 15 bypassed this highway between 1962 and 1966.

		Status_Comment: The MDT has not programmed any projects to reconstruct this segment of highway.  It is routinely maintained with occasional pothole patches, guardrail repairs, etc.  But the maintenance work does not change the integrity or significance of the 31-mile highway segment.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: +

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the highway plowing snow, patching potholes and making repairs to the roadway. The highway was resurfaced through Wolf Creek Canyon in 2012, but that resurfacing did not change the alignment or width of the road and can be considered routine maintenance. The MDT historian completed a National Register nomination for this property, and it was listed in the National Register of Historic Places in 2013.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has not programmed a project to reconstruct the old highway.  When that happens, Environmental Bureau will work with the planners and designers to ensure that the project does not compromise the integrity of the roadway and its NRHP listing is perpetuated, pursuant to the Montana Historic Highway Program of the Montana Roads and Bridges Programmatic Agreement with SHPO.  

		Other_Comment: There are no plans on the part of the MDT to reconstruct or widen the roadway for the foreseeable future. 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/24/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The highway is in excellent condition.  It is regularly maintained by the MDT and still carries traffic.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: Wildlfie Management Area

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24FR0923

		Property_Name: Follmer Place; Beckman WMA

		Property_Town: Lewistown

		Property_Date/Year: 1920's

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The historic integrity of the property is considered fair to poor because the integrity has been altered with the removal or collapse of four buildings and the poor to failed condition of the remaining buildings. The remaining buildings are still in their original location.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Follmer Place is significant because it represents the adaptation and evolution of ranching in response to technological changes. Charles Follmer originally owned the property in 1902. The Adams Family later purchased the ranch and owned the property for 40 to 50 years. It is believed that the Adams family constructed all of the buildings on the property. The Steiner family later owned the property before FWP acquisition in 1999. Eight structures were located on the ranch at the time FWP acquired the property. At that time, the property was abandoned and several buildings were in poor condition. Since that time, four buildings have collapsed and been removed, including the garage, chicken coop, feed shed, and shed. Remaining buildings include a house, shed, barn, and root cellar. The remaining structures were severely damaged by the spring 2011 flood. Though the house, shed, and barn remain, they are now unsuitable for use.  The root cellar is dug into the slope west of the house and will remain on the property.

		Use_Comment: The house was used as a bunkhouse for seasonal FWP field personnel before 2011. During the spring 2011 flood, the house was so severely damaged by flooding that it became unusable. The root cellar and shed are also not used. The barn was used for storage prior to the flood but was so damaged it is not usable without extensive repairs.

		Status_Comment: The status is considered endangered because the resource condition is worsening. Many of the structures have already collapsed or been removed or are so damaged that they may be beyond repair. 

		Status: [Endangered]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: No maintenance, repairs, improvements, or preservation were made to any of the structures remaining on the Follmer Place during 2012-2013. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: At this point, FWP does not plan any repairs, improvements, restoration or preservation of the remaining buildings at the Follmer Place in the next two years. Signs should be posted at the site of the safety risk to the public. A project to re-evaluate the remaining structures by a cultural resource consultant has been approved and funded for 2014 for an approximate cost of $2,000. 

		Other_Comment: With the exception of the house and barn, all of the buildings were in poor condition at the time of FWP acquisition. The house, shed and barn were severely damaged during the spring 2011 flood. The building site is very unstable and will continue to be subject to severe flooding in the future and, according to FWP staff, nothing could have prevented the extensive damage to the property during the 2011 flood. A project to re-evaluate the remaining structures by a cultural resource consultant has been approved and funded for 2014. 

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/09/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 3

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the property is considered poor to failed because much of the property has been severely damaged or destroyed and has lost much of its heritage value. The house is in poor to failed condition. The foundation is collapsing, the basement has filled with mud, and vermiculite and asbestos are exposed throughout the house. The shed is in poor to failed condition as a result of flood damage and the root cellar is in poor condition. The barn was also damaged from the flood and is in poor condition and would need structural repairs, siding, and a roof to be usable again. A project to re-evaluate the remaining structures by a cultural resource consultant has been approved and funded for 2014.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Precontact chert quarry

		Current Use: MDT ROW/Private rangeland

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PW0788

		Property_Name: Darr Chert Quarry

		Property_Town: Helmville vicinity 

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Although not pristine, the site contains buried cultural deposits that have the potential to yield important scientific information.  Undisturbed quarry pits are located outside of MDT right of way. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Darr Chert Quarry is largely located on private land outside of MDT right of way.  However, intact archaeological deposits can still be found in the ROW west of the newly reconstructed Secondary 271.  Artifacts consist of large numbers of chert reduction flakes, cores, spalls and shatter.   

		Use_Comment: N/A

		Status_Comment: The site has been tested and has been impacted by past road construction.  Relic collecting may be in issue but not a big one.  Quarries are notorious for large numbers of flakes.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 100

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT Archaeologist monitors this site about once a year.   

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: N/A

		Other_Comment: N/A

		Reported_By: Steve Platt

		Date_Recorded: 12/12/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Although the site has been impacted by past road construction, a large percentage of it is in very much pristine condition.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 6

		Historic Use: Farm research operations (Agricultural Experiment Station)

		Current Use: Farm research operations (Agricultural Experiment Station)

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1894

		Property_Name: Fort Ellis AG. EXP. Station 

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman

		Property_Date/Year: 1925; 1931-1933; 1976; 1986

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site was evaluated as preparation to consider demolition of a 1931 building.  The November 2013 site evaluation identified 27 individual resources: 12 contributing buildings, 1 non;  6 contributing structures and 8 non.  

		Use_Comment: Many of the buildings do not accommodate the current research lab equipment and farm operation technology. Some buildings were originally built for an immediate need and not intended for 50+ years of use. Facilities need to provide higher level of security and capacity as well as proximity to research operations.    

		Status_Comment: Residence #721 is being reviewed for options, ranging from remediation and restoration to demolition.   

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 1

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 36487.

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: victoria drummond

		Date_Recorded: 01/27/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 12

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 21,167.85

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: : Camping area and travel route for Native Americans, early traders, explorers, miners, and fur trappers; more recently for agriculture

		Current Use: Wildlife Management Area

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24LN0232

		Property_Name: Kootenai Falls District Archeological Site

		Property_Town: Libby

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site was last monitored in 2009 by the Bonneville Power Administration (BPA), though the results of that survey are unknown. It is likely that the historic integrity of the site is fair to poor due to disturbance by road construction, homesteading, vandalism, heavy public use for water recreation, and surface erosion due to the steep terrain and periodic river flow fluctuations from the Army Corps of Engineers’ operation of Libby Dam.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: A prehistoric rock shelter with artifacts buried to a depth of 100 cm in undisturbed cultural sediment is located on the bank of the Kootenai River on the Kootenai WMA. The site represents 8,000 years of occupation along the Kootenai River and is significant because of the strong possibility that the shelter contains concentrations of well –preserved prehistoric artifacts. Rock shelters were the focus of prehistoric human activity and the site may also yield information of campsite activities. The area was historically used as a travel route and camping area by Native Americans, early traders, fur trappers, explorers, and miners. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site was last monitored in 2009 by the BPA, though the results are not currently known, so the status of this site is considered unknown.

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: FWP has done no restoration or preservation of the site in the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance or preservation is planned for this archeological site in the next two years. FWP will contact SHPO any time WMA construction or maintenance projects are proposed to insure protection of the site and the site will be re-evaluated prior to any ground-disturbing activity.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/08/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: When the site was surveyed in 1980 it contained a prehistoric campsite with both surface and buried artifacts. With the potential disturbance from road construction, local residences, vandalism, heavy public use for water recreation, and surface erosion, it is uncertain how much of the site remains. Even though the site was last monitored in 2009, the results are not currently known so the condition is considered unknown.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Precontact campsite/knapping station

		Current Use: MDT highway right of way

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24VL1374

		Property_Name: Unammed lithic scatter

		Property_Town: East of Nashua

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [Other]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Ninety percent of the site appears to be in good condition.  The MDT right of way portion of this site is largely disturbed thanks to the existing footprint of Highway 2.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This is a very large lithic scatter with one stone circle inside the site boundaries.  Very little of the site is located within MDT right of way.  The stone circle feature is NOT located within the right of way.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Nothing planned. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Steve Platt

		Date_Recorded: 02/24/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The portion of 24VL1374 outside of current right of way is in good condition.  Within the right of way most of the site has been destroyed. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: farm and ranch 

		Current Use: Ag Experiment Station research of farm and ranch operations 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24JT0162

		Property_Name: Central Montana Agricultureal Research Center (CARC MAES) 

		Property_Town: Moccasin 

		Property_Date/Year: 1907 

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Authorized by HB405 in 1907, the state was granted approval to receive land donations for an ag exp station site. An unmarried state senator from Lewistown, Mr. S. Hobson, purchased and donated to the state 160 acres west of Moccasin to benefit the central area of the state's agriculture research - called CARC.   

		Use_Comment: A 2013 inventory indicates seven buildings date from 1908 to 1922 - including a residence and dairy barn (renovated for analytical research).   

		Status_Comment: CARC has been well maintained over the years. Many older buildings have been renovated and adapted for new uses. Some equipment storage structures are functionally obsolete and are destined for demolition.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: +

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 36,325.

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: On the LRBP Project Priority List.  

		Other_Comment: Authorized by HB405 in 1907, the state received land donations for MT Ag Exp Station.  Mr. S. Hobson, MT legislator, donated to the state 160 acres west of Moccasin for the central area of the state's Ag Exp Station.  He provided funds to construct the farm house (1907); the state added the 2-story farm house, horse barn and shed in (1908); a superintendents cottage (1910); and leased 480 adjacent school land (1912) for a total operation of 640 acres (excerpted from document prepared by Darlene Wruck, MSU Office of the Dean, 1995).  

		Reported_By: Victoria Drummond

		Date_Recorded: 12/30/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 7

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The MAES building condition and maintenance needs are determined by the Director of MAES. The President of MSU incudes MAES operations in the Long Range Building Program and funding request to the Legislature. The maintenance and capital renewal needs range from roof replacements, secure equipment storage and the construction of purposefully designed research facilities to replace the inherited farm and residential structures modified to accommodate scientific research.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: +

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Paleo-Indian campsite

		Current Use: None

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24MA0171

		Property_Name: Barton Gulch

		Property_Town: Alder

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site was investigated in the 1980's and 1990's by MSU.  A formal report of findings in being prepared by Les Davis. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is a highly significant and rare Late Paleo-Indian campsite.  The portion of the site investigated is entirely on adjacent private land.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment:   

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: MSU has spent approximately $10,000 to date on investigating this heritage property. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because it is currently in no danger of disturbance or deterioration.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/03/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is deeply buried within a stable landform.   The DNRC monitors the condition of the state owned portion of the site every 3-4 years.  Currently, this is the only management tool being used at site 24MA0171.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Pre-contact Native American campsite.

		Current Use: MDT ROW/Private land

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24MA0778

		Property_Name: Sand Hill Crane Site

		Property_Town: Varney 

		Property_Date/Year: Pre/contact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Portions of the site clear lack integrity of place but in other areas the site displays intact stratigraphy.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This buried pre-contact campsite was discovered in 1987 and tested in 1989.  Site consists of dis-contiguous intact soils, including a paleosol that has produced Late Paleoindian lanceolate projectile points.  Most of the site exists on private land.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The section of road that bisects 24MA778 is slated to be rebuilt sometime in the future.  

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: Paleoindian sites are relatively rare and of high scientific value.  In addition, the CSKT have expressed interest in the site in the past.  

		Reported_By: Steve Platt

		Date_Recorded: 01/14/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Railroad line

		Current Use: Railroad line

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24FR0411

		Property_Name: Milwaukee Road Railroad 

		Property_Town: West of Lewistown

		Property_Date/Year: 1913

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The integrity of the railroad grade is excellent.  It is an actively maintained railroad grade with all the appropriate appurtenances.  While the alignment is historic, the line is regularly maintained.  The ballast, tracks, track plates, etc. are not historic.  The line is NRHP eligible for its association with the development of Fergus County and central Montana.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of short segments of the Milwaukee Road Railroad's North Montana Branch Line where it approaches the Judith River Viaduct (24FR1153) in Fergus County.  The railroad is still an active line that the MDT leases to the Central Montana Railroad.  The grade is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places under Criterion A.   

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The Milwaukee Road Railroad segment is owned by the MDT and leased to the Central Montana Railroad.  The MDT is ultimately responsible for the segment, but the CMR conducts the maintenance of it.  The line is associated with the Judith River Viaduct (24FR1153), which is currently closed and undergoing repairs after a 2011 flood significantly damaged it.  The line will like be reopened in 2014.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT owns the railroad and leases it to the Central Montana Railroad.  The CMR is responsible for the routine maintenance of the railroad.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Although the MDT owns the railroad, the Central Montana Railroad is responsible for the maintenance of the grade.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 11/01/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The Milwaukee Road Railroad is in good condition and is actively maintained by the Central Montana Railroad.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24GV0186

		Property_Name: Great Northern Railroad route in Golden Valley County

		Property_Town: Ryegate

		Property_Date/Year: 1907-1908

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Great Northern Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Great Northern Railroad route in Golden Valley County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24GV0186 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act responsibilities consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments on state land in Golden Valley County, Montana, that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.    

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The site has been documented in detail (see associated site forms).

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/11/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  Today, the grade of the railroad is salvaged, abandoned, and typically covered with vegetation.  Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Golden Valley County. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 6

		Historic Use: Military Fort and cattle ranch land

		Current Use: Montana Agricultural Experiment Station for animal science and research  

		Sites: 70

		Site_Number: 24HL0329

		Property_Name: Fort Assiniboine Military Site - MAES 

		Property_Town: Havre  

		Property_Date/Year: 1879

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: According to an 2013 inventory, the site includes eleven buildings that date to 1880's and nine that date from 1900-1937. The 1880's buildings include married officers quarters, post office, amusement hall and guard house. Of the 1880's buildings: five are maintained by a local historic preservation entity for public tours; and those used by MSU/MAES are mostly for storage with two providing housing for MAES staff.       

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: In 1911 President Taft signed legislation abolishing Fort Assinniboine, the largest military reservation in the US and granted Montana rights to establish an agricultural education site using 2,000 acres and abandoned military buildings. In 1929 the city of Havre gave Northern Montana College 60 acres and together the experiment station property was operated by MSC. Property counts are approximate.  

		Use_Comment: The design, configuration, and dimension of the older buildings do do adequately support current operations and needs. Current ag operations do not necessarily use the older buildings for their highest and best use.  As new shops, labs, offices and equipment storage facilities are constructed, the 1880 to 1937 buildings are vacated. Low use buildings receive less routine maintenance.       

		Status_Comment: The collection of buildings range in architectural style based on construction date and purpose. Guard House (#5405), Amusement Hall (#5409) and Post Office (#5406) are either vacant or being used for storage - and as such are receiving less operations and maintenances attention. 

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: +

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 59,195.

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The 1880's buildings currently used for staff housing are high priorities for MAES appropriations and deferred maintenance funding.    

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Victoria Drummond 

		Date_Recorded: 12/30/2013 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 20

		Objects: 4

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The 1886 NCO residence (~2,052sf) needs a new roof - to replace current worn out slate roof. Other less used buildings need roofs and other building envelope repairs and improvements.    

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 18,307.

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: State Capitol Building

		Current Use: State Capitol Building

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC0786

		Property_Name: State Capitol Building 1301 East 6th Avenue

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1901/1913

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Built in 1901 with granite wing additions completed in 1913.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Excellent]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Dome repair, skylight replacement and HVAC upgraded needed

		Other_Comment: The State Capitol Building is already listed on the National Register of Historic Places.

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Irrigation

		Current Use: Irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24YL0276

		Property_Name: Cove Ditch

		Property_Town: Billings

		Property_Date/Year: 1908

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is a small scale irrigation canal designated as the Cove Ditch.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The irrigation canal (an excavated trench) is privately owned, but in part, passes through DNRC administered state land in Yellowstone County.   The DNRC does not have any legal jurisdiction over this ditch.  It is actively used and maintained by the Cove Irrigation District.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the DNRC has no legal authority to manage the Cove Ditch segments on state land, no further consideration of this Heritage Property is currently warranted. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not jurisdictional authority over it.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/23/2012

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos. The irrigation canal is actively used and maintained by the Cove Irrigation District.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Academic instructional lab and classroom  

		Current Use: Academic instructional lab and classroom  

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1681

		Property_Name: AJM Johnson Hall

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman 

		Property_Date/Year: 1954

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Reinforced concrete modern style building designed by Montana architectural firm J.G. Link & Co. The 1968 concrete basement addition was designed by O. Berg Jr and Associates and the south elevation was altered in 1996 by CTA - both of Montana.  The mid-century modern building's placement helped preserve the Romney greenspace designed in the 1917 Carsley/Gilbert Campus Plan.  

		Use_Comment: Renovations have updated research and instructional labs and classrooms.  

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 255,438

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 103,989.19

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: victoria drummond

		Date_Recorded: 1/30/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 639,310

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24LC1089

		Property_Name: Old Lincoln Road

		Property_Town: Lincoln

		Property_Date/Year: ca. 1877

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of fully abandoned map routes and visible segments of the Old Lincoln Road-- a precursor to Highway 200 in this particular area.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The few visible remnants of the site are largely covered with vegetation, and are slowly being reclaimed by natural and cultural processes.  Associated structures such as tunnels, bridges, or culverts have not been identified on any of the state tracts containing the abandoned road route.   

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because much in the way of construction/maintenance records and general history already exists, no further consideration of this Heritage Property is currently warranted. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/26/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The visible remnants are either linear depressions or slightly raised berms and contain little of their original historic character.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Student Union Building, Computer Annex, and International Studies

		Current Use: The building is currently not in use

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24YL1859

		Property_Name: MSU Billings: Academic Support Center (Student Union Building)

		Property_Town: Billings

		Property_Date/Year: 1955

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Although remodeled several times, the building retains the architectural style, for which it is noted

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Student Union Building at MSU Billings is a Modern building, having been constructed using modern materials and displaying contemporary features that embody many of the tenets of modernism as it was practiced in the post-war era. 

		Use_Comment: The building was planned for removal in 2012, and that plan is currently included in the 2016/2017 Long Range Building Program. The building is no longer suitable for current University needs.  

		Status_Comment: To address the negative impacts of the potential removal of this structure, it has been digitally documented through photography (Figure 5), three-dimensional scanning (Figure 6), and architectural modeling using the Revit software (Figure 7). These technologies facilitate a level of digital preservation used to supplement the existing original architectural plans that represent the original design intent, for which the building is noted. 

		Status: [Endangered]

		Dropdown14: [Fair]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 0

		Restoration: 0

		Preservation_Protection: 0

		Research: 4,558

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 12,900

		Monitoring: 0

		Redesign Cost: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The building as previously stated is currently not in use and is slated for demolition through the 2016/17 Long Range Building Program.  Routine maintenance of the building will continue to be completed until which time the building is removed. Heritage documentation = digital photography, scanning and architectural modeling.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: N/A due to the above statement.

		Other_Comment: Consultation with SHPO on mitigation is necessary.

		Reported_By: Timothy R. Urbaniak

		Date_Recorded: 10/29/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
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Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24JF1600

		Property_Name: Montana Central Railroad route in Jefferson County

		Property_Town: Boulder

		Property_Date/Year: 1908

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Montana Central Railroad was a subsidiary of the Great Northern Railroad-- one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Montana Central Railroad route in Jefferson County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24JF1600 (a.k.a. 24JF0951) relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act responsibilities consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments on state land in Jefferson County, Montana, that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.  

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Identifying a legally accessible, abandoned segment of railroad grade and fully restoring a 1/4 mile representative segment on state land is estimated to cost $215,000.  This is based on discussions with Montana Rail Link engineer, Nick Bailey (pers. comm. November 2011).  Included in the estimate is the cost of tracks and ties ($135 per linear foot), reconstruction of the grade where needed to provide structural integrity and to match original historic dimensions and materials, (continued below)

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: (continued) and denuding the grade of vegetation to match its original historic appearance.  Additionally, approximately 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Central Land Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify maintenance needs as they arise.  Current appraised value of this Heritage Property is zero dollars.  If $215,000 is invested into the restoration of 1/4 mile of railroad, the appraised market value is estimated to be the cost of the salvage price of the tracks and ties (approx. $20,000 at current scrap metal prices). The restored segment of railroad would appraise as an encumbrance to the land (T. Konency pers. comm 2011) on which it it located, and would probably result in a slight depreciation of real estate value.  Because it is unlikely that a restored segment of railroad would be attractive to the touring public, it is difficult to estimate if any additional tourist dollars would be spent locally if the Heritage Property is developed as proposed.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/8/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  Today, the grade of the railroad is salvaged, abandoned, and typically covered with vegetation.  Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Jefferson County. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Prehistoric Campsite

		Current Use: Recreation (river access and camping), MT State Parks Administrative Site, undeveloped open space

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24ME0075

		Property_Name: Camp Baker Prehistoric Site/NRHP-eligible

		Property_Town: White Sulphur Springs

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Visitors have collected artifacts from the site and recreational development occurs in the area surrounding the site.  The site was visited during a 2011 survey and found to contain a significant amount of lithic material.  The site also contains buried archaeological deposits.  Two stone circles identified by Aaberg in 1979 were not located by Ethos Consultants in 2011.  FWP will attempt to locate. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This prehistoric campsite and chert quarry lies within the Camp Baker put-in site where rafters initiate their launch for Smith River State Park floats.  The main access road, employee housing, storage building, office building, two vault toilets and a campground are located within the site vicinity. As a result, the site is vulnerable to vandalism and inadvertent development activities   

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: This prehistoric campsite lies within the Camp Baker put-in site where rafters initiate their launch for Smith River State Park floats.  The main access road, employee housing, storage building, office building, two vault toilets and a campground are located within the site vicinity and human activity in the area is high.  As a result, the site is vulnerable to vandalism and inadvertent FWP development activities.   

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 1000

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 1000

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Monitoring (non-documented/non-reported upon).  Park Manager visited the small rock quarry area twice in 2013 where extensive lithic scatter is located.  Regular monitoring occurs during each visit to the Camp Baker administrative site by the manager and park staff.  These visits were not officially or documented.    

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site needs to be monitored by park and heritage resource staff to ensure its condition does not deteriorate further.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Colin Maas 

		Date_Recorded: 10/23/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Site has been disturbed but the extent of intact cultural deposits is unknown.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Use: 
Historic Use:  
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Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
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Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Historic hard rock mining

		Current Use: Abandoned and largely reclaimed

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24FR0777

		Property_Name: Crystal Cave Mine

		Property_Town: Lewistown

		Property_Date/Year: 1904

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Crystal Cave Mine-- a historic but minor hard rock mine in the Judith Mountains.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: Crystal Cave Mine proper is situated on DNRC administered state owned land, but the mine shaft has been closed by the BLM.  

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the site lacks integrity, further consideration of this Heritage Property for preservation purposes is unwarranted. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  Most of the associated features have been obliterated and reclaimed.  The Crystal Cave Mine is closed to public access.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24FH0080

		Property_Name: Swan River Bridge 

		Property_Town: Bigfork 

		Property_Date/Year: 1963

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is a representative example of a prestressed concrete structure.  Unlike the Interstate bridges, prestressed bridges on primary and secondary highways didn't present the same uniformity of appearance.  This particular bridge has not been modified or otherwise altered since its construction.  All of the key components of the bridge are intact and functioning.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Swan River Bridge is a 4-span reinforced concrete structure that was constructed in 1963.  It is eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places under Criteria A and C for its association with the post-WWII highway program and because it retains a high degree of integrity.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has programmed the bridge for replacement in 2017 or beyond (depending on funding).  The bridge structure is failing and the cost of repairs exceeds the cost of replacing the structure.  Until it is replaced, the MDT will continue to maintain and inspect the structure.  

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs to it on an as-needed basis.  The department also inspects the bridge every two years with the last inspection occurring in September 2013.  The bridge was not scheduled for an inspection until November 2014, but the failing condition of the structure required an accelerated inspection schedule.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has programmed this bridge for replacement.  The severity of the structural condition outweighs the cost effectiveness of building a new bridge.  Consequently, the bridge will be replaced and not rehabilitated.  The MDT will continue to maintain and inspect it until replacement.  The bridge was treated under the Historic Roads & Bridges Programmatic Agreement and mitigated.  

		Other_Comment: A HAER document (HAER No. MT-147) was submitted to the National Park Service in September 2013.

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in poor condition and has some significant structural deficiencies.  The concrete deck of the bridge is failing and needs to be replaced.  There is considerable cracking and spalling on the piers and abutments with rebar exposed and corroded.  At least one of the piers is not in alignment with the bridge.  The prestressed concrete beams are badly cracked and spalled with exposed and corroded cables.    

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 4

		Historic Use: Hydroelectric generator

		Current Use: Hydroelectric generator

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BW0126

		Property_Name: Toston Dam

		Property_Town: Townsend

		Property_Date/Year: 1940

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site consists of a concrete gravity dam, a ten megawatt hydropower facility, a powerhouse, and a concrete spillway.  It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Toston hydroelectric dam.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Status_Comment: The hydroelectric system is owned and operated by the state of Montana.  Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make improvements or repairs.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/08/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  A major rehabilitation of the facility occurred in 1989.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Galen State Hospital

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24DL0289

		Property_Name: Galen State Hospital Buildings on DNRC administered land

		Property_Town: Galen/Deer Lodge

		Property_Date/Year: ca. 1920-1960

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The portion of site 24DL0289 relevant to DNRC administered School Trust land consists of five structures associated with on-site dairy, beef, poultry, and pork production used to feed staff and clients at the Galen State Hospital in the early and mid 20th Century.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: There is a massive dairy barn complex, a chicken barn, a hog barn (later converted to nurses quarters); and two wood framed sheds.  All are currently abandoned.

		Status: [Endangered]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Estimated cost of fully restoring the dairy barn complex is $1,000,000.  Restoration of the chicken barn and hog barn is estimated to be $150,000.  Restoration of the two wood framed structures is $40,000.  Once restored, DNRC would have to actively market these five structures for lease and to advertise them as tourist destinations.  An estimated 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Anaconda Unit staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage (continued below)

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #4 in rank because it is difficult to maintain and effectively market for livestock or dairy production, or any other use.

		Other_Comment: (continued) Property quarterly, and to identify maintenance needs as they arise.  Marketing and administrative costs are additional and are outlined in the corresponding report to be presented to the Historic Preservation Review Board in February of 2011.  The five structures on School Trust land associated with the Galen State Hospital are well designed and were once impressive structures.  Restoring them and actively marketing the state owned portion of the Heritage Property as a tourist destination could generate an additional $10,000 dollars each year in tourist dollars that would otherwise not  be spent in the Deer Lodge and Anaconda areas.Because the structures on School Trust land are not listed in the County tax roles, if $1,190,000 is invested into the restoration of the State owned structures in 24DL0289, the appraised market value is estimated to be $1,190,00 for the first year of restoration, followed by rapidly declining market values if the property is not regularly maintained (T. Konency pers. comm 2011).  

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 08/08/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 5

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos. The five structures are fully abandoned and are rapidly deteriorating.  The dairy barn complex, hog barn, and chicken barn are impressive brick structures, and currently retain adequate levels of integrity (i.e., they look much as they did when operational over 40 years ago).

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Irrigation system

		Current Use: Irrigation system

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BL2008

		Property_Name: Fort Belknap Irrigation District

		Property_Town: Harlem

		Property_Date/Year: 1905-1911

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The irrigation system is actively used and maintained.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Fort Belknap Irrigation Project in Blaine County.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The irrigation system (canals, lateral ditches, headgates, and the Fort Belknap Diversion Dam) is Federally owned, but in part, passes through DNRC administered state land in Blaine County.   It is actively used and maintained by a series of irrigation sub-districts.  The state does not own any part of this resource, and so has no management jurisdiction.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the DNRC has no legal authority to manage the irrigation system on state land, no further consideration of this Heritage Property is currently warranted. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not any management jurisdiction over the resource.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/09/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The irrigation system is actively used and maintained.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: Fishing Access Site

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PA0975

		Property_Name:  Dailey Lake FAS Archeological Site

		Property_Town: Emigrant

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: As part of the design and construction of Dailey Lake FAS and Dome Mountain WMA from 1991 to 1995, under the direction of SHPO, considerable effort was made to ensure protection and preservation of this site. The facilities were located in areas to minimize disturbance, destruction, and vandalism of the site. The records do not indicate that the site has been monitored since 1995. The historic integrity of the site is considered Fair because the historic fabric has been disturbed to some extent by public use of the site.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: A moderate scatter of lithic detritus and finished tools is found on the Dailey Lake FAS. This includes three projectile point fragments, including one Paleoindian of obsidian. This site is significant for its potential to contribute data toward understanding the prehistory of the Paradise Valley. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site is considered to have at least a Watch status because, even though the site covers a large area that is not close to FAS or WMA facilities or public highways, two-track roads cross the site in locations that could then open the site up to vandalism and disturbance in the future.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: FWP has done no stewardship activities on the site in the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance or preservation is planned for this archeological site in the next two years. FWP will contact SHPO any time FAS construction or maintenance projects are proposed to ensure protection of the site and the site will be re-evaluated prior to any ground-disturbing activity.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/07/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The condition of this site is unknown. The campground and other FAS facilities are heavily used at Dailey Lake FAS. In addition, off-road vehicle use has caused erosion in areas and few undisturbed areas are found in the north and east portions of the FAS. It is not known if the site has deteriorated due to public use of the FAS. The archeological site is not located near FAS facilities so it is possible that routine maintenance or public use of the facilities would not affect the site.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24BH2872

		Property_Name: Little Bighorn River Bridge

		Property_Town: Milepost 8.6 on Secondary Rte 451 about 8 Miles south of Gary Owen

		Property_Date/Year: 1955

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains all the integrity criteria specified under Criterion C.  It is in its original location and still functions in its historic capacity.  The setting has not been altered dramatically since 1955 and it retains integrity of workmanship, feeling, materials and association with the post-WWII highway building boom in Montana.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is a 4-span reinforced concrete T-beam bridge.  It was constructed in 1955 and originally located on US Highway 87 before it was bypassed by I-90 and the road redesignated as a secondary route.  The bridge is eligible for the National Register because it retains excellent integrity and has not been altered since its construction.  It is associated with the MDT's post-WWII highway building program

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has not programmed the bridge for rehabilitation or replacement within this two-year reporting cycle.  The bridge is still functional and adequately handles the traffic demanded of it.  Unless there is a catastrophic flood on the Little Bighorn River, the bridge will not be closed to traffic.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely monitors and examines the bridge.   There have been no significant maintenance issues needed on the bridge.  The bridge was last inspected in February 2013 and no significant structural issues were identified.   The bridge will be inspected again in 2015.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained and inspected.  There are no issues associated with the structure that would result in its rehabilitation or replacement during this reporting period.  The bridge will continue to function in its historic capacity.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/02/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition considering its age.  There are no significant structural issues with the bridge.   

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
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Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: Fishing Access Site

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24SW0276

		Property_Name: Boulder Forks FAS Archeological Site

		Property_Town: McLeod

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site has not been monitored or visited since the FAS was developed in 1977 so its integrity is unknown. It is likely that the site has remained undisturbed since the site is not located near FAS facilities, the artifacts are buried and the FAS is large, minimizing vandalism, destruction or other disturbance.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Buried, prehistoric artifacts are found on the alluvial terrace on the Boulder Forks FAS. Artifacts found include bone fragments, charcoal, fire-cracked rocks, flakes, and projectile point tips. No cultural strata were clearly visible but artifacts were found in two zones, 20 to 30 cm below the surface and 40 to 60 cm below the surface 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site has not been monitored since 1977 so the status of the site is unknown. 

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: FWP has done no stewardship activities of the site in the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance or preservation is planned for this archeological site in the next two years. FWP will contact SHPO any time FAS construction or maintenance projects are proposed to ensure protection of the site and the site will be re-evaluated prior to any ground-disturbing activity.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/07/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: It is assumed that the site is in the same condition as it was when it was originally recorded, though the condition of the site is unknown. The site is not located near FAS facilities or fencing so it is unlikely that routine maintenance or public use of the facilities would affect the site.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: Wildlife Management Area

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MA1695

		Property_Name: Wall Creek Barn, Madison-Wall Creek WMA

		Property_Town: Ennis

		Property_Date/Year: 1933

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The historic integrity of the property is considered fair because the barn has been moved from its original location. The barn was moved sometime after 1960, when FWP acquired the property, but the exact date is unknown.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Little is known about the historic significance of the Wall Creek Barn. The barn was built by Clarence Leicht in 1933 and was later moved by FWP to the Madison-Wall Creek WMA administrative headquarters sometime after 1960. The concrete foundation and associated root cellar remain in its original location. The interior was later remodeled for use as a workshop, storage area, and garage.

		Use_Comment: FWP currently uses the Wall Creek Barn as a workshop and for storage.

		Status_Comment: The barn is considered to have a satisfactory status because the barn is located at the WMA administrative headquarters and is not subject to vandalism.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Other than minor repairs as needed, no significant maintenance, repairs, restoration, or heritage stewardship activities have been done in the last two years to the Wall Creek Barn. The Madison Valley Historical Society included this barn in their “Barn Tour” this past summer

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: FWP plans to make minor repairs to the roof for an approximate cost of $400.  No other maintenance, preservation, or restoration projects are planned for the Wall Creek Barn in the next two years.

		Other_Comment: Because the barn was moved from its original location sometime after 1960, FWP may hire a cultural resource consultant  to re-evaluate the eligibility of the Wall Creek Barn.

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/06/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The Wall Creek Barn is in good condition. In 1997, several improvements were made to the barn, including new metal siding, replacement of windows on the north side, and replacement of the front sliding doors.  FWP also remodeled the interior of the barn to be used as a workshop and storage area.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Indian agency site

		Current Use: Archaeological site

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24ST0089

		Property_Name: Crow Agency II

		Property_Town: Five Miles South of Absarokee

		Property_Date/Year: 1875-1881

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site is, essentially, an unpotted archaeological site.  As such it has the potential to provide rich information on the transition of the Crow people from the nomadic lifestyle to one confined to the reservation.  Much of the site is intact.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Crow Agency II is the site of the second agency for the Crow Indians that was to move the agency away from the negative impact of Euro-American traders.  It is eligible for the NRHP under Criterion A and D for its association with the Crow tribe and for its potential to yield important information about the transition of the nomadic Crow Indians to the more sedentary reservation lifeway.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: A portion of the site is bisected by Montana Highway 78.  The MDT has programmed a project to reconstruct Montana 78 through the site.  The MDT conducted extensive excavations there in the summer of 2011 and the report is in progress.  Since 2011, however, the MDT has redesigned the segment that passes through the site to avoid as much as possible impacts to it.  

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: +

		Interpretation: +

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: +

		Stewardship_Comment: The site has been mitigated in the vicinity of the roadway and the final report is in progress.  The MDT and Project Archaeology developed a school curiculum for students in Stillwater County and the Crow Agency using information obtained from the site.  The MDT redesigned the roadway to minimize as much as possible impacts to the site.  The MDT will be interpreting the site and will continue to work with the Crow Tribe in interpreting the site.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The archaeological mitigation of the Crow Agency II site within the MDT ROW was and is a high priority for the MDT.  The roadway through the site has been redesigned to minimize impacts to the site.  The MDT will also install roadside interpretive markers at the site and is planning on listing it in the NRHP.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site is in good condition.  Most of the site is located outside the MDT ROW on private property.  An intensive archaeological investigation was conducted in 2011 on the parts of the site that were then going to be impacted by the project.  Since then, the MDT has redesigned the highway to minimize impacts to the site in proximity to the roadway.  The condition of the site outside the ROW is not known.  

		Designed_Redesigned: +

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: Fishing Access Site

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24YL0643

		Property_Name: Van Duzer Homestead; Captain Clark FAS

		Property_Town: Custer

		Property_Date/Year: 1907-1914

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The historic integrity of the property is considered good because the nearly all of the original structures and buildings remain intact in their original locations. In addition, the same family continuously owned the property from the time the property was homesteaded to the time it was sold to FWP in 1980. However, many of the structures are in poor condition and some sheds have collapsed.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This historic Van Duzer Homestead was part of the "Farmers Frontier" homesteading boom of 1900 to 1918. The Van Duzer family filed a claim in 1907 and received the land patent in 1914. The Van Duzer family raised winter wheat and alfalfa and planted an orchard.  Though it is uncertain exactly when each structure was built, the house, shed, garage, chicken coop, log shed, and barn were likely built between 1907 and 1914. The Van Duzer Homestead is significant because it is a homestead that is associated with the original homestead patent and remained continuously in the Van Duzer family until 1980, when it was sold to FWP. Eleven buildings were on the property in 1985 when the property was first surveyed. In addition to the house, two sheds, garage, chicken coop, and barn mentioned above, three sheds, a cattle shed, and feeder were present and likely part of the original homestead. The property is fence and located very close to a neighbor's house so vandalism is minimized.

		Use_Comment: None of the structures at the Van Duzer Homestead are currently being used, though the house has been occupied sometime in the last ten years.

		Status_Comment: The status of the Van Duzer Homestead is considered watch because there is the potential for significant deterioration of the property from vandalism and neglect.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: FWP has done no stabilization, repair, restoration, maintenance, or preservation to any structures on the Van Duzer Homestead. No work was done in the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance, restoration, or preservation is planned for any of the historic structures on the Van Duzer Homestead in the next two years. Vandalism is a significant issue for the long-term integrity of the property and will need to be addressed in order to preserve the historic structures on the homestead. Significant restoration work is necessary to prevent further deterioration of the buildings. However, funds are not currently available for this work.

		Other_Comment: The Captain Clark FAS is a very popular and heavily used FAS near Billings. Without restoration, the buildings will continue to deteriorate over time and become an increasing safety hazard, though funds are not currently available for this work.

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: o1/09/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 11

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: In 1985 SHPO classified all eleven buildings to be in fair condition. FWP has since classified all of the buildings to be in poor to failed condition, including the barn and house.  Most of the sheds have collapsed or have almost collapsed. The house and barn are still standing but in poor condition. The property has been fenced and signs posted to reduce vandalism and the safety hazard. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Office Space

		Current Use: Office Space

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Old Board of Health - 1301 East Lockey Avenue

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1919

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Excellent]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Exterior masonry veneer needs re-pointing

		Other_Comment: The property is listed in the Montana Complex Master Plan as a "significant structure potentially eligible for listing in the National Register of Historical Places for architectural significance".

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: college student union  

		Current Use: college student union 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1763

		Property_Name: Strand Union Building 

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman 

		Property_Date/Year: 1939; 1957; 1967; 1971; 1983; 2008

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The 1939 original Jacobethan Revival style building was designed by Montana architect Fred F. Willson with assistance from the Cottier & Harrington firm. Subsequent addiitons (1957, 1967, 1971, 1983 and  2008) have been in the Modern and International styles (including New Formalist branch). The 1957 and 1971 Additions designed by Montana architecture firm Hoilland & Zocconi used the same brick.   

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: As the student union, the Strand Union Building has expanded over time to accommodate the growing campus community and varied student services and activities. The SUB has played a significant role in the student community at MSU. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 1,158,769

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 54,858.94

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: The location of the SUB at the heart of the campus core (and Historic District) adds to the overall integrity of the building. As part of a renovation project, the north elevation includes three large ceramic reliefs/panels done by the famous Montana artist, Rudy Autio.    

		Reported_By: Victoria Drummond 

		Date_Recorded: 12/18/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The original north and east elevations include oak, brass and glass double doors.  The brass is embellished with the stacked "MSC" letters. It was the first use of this emblem and since then its updated version of stacked "MSU" has been incorporated in the wayfinding system and building signs.  Roman arches at the south entrance also show cast stone quoins mimicking tooled sandstone.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 264,441.90

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Office Space

		Current Use: Office Space

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Capitol Annex - 118 North Roberts

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1922

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Built in 1922 - Montana State Highway Patrol Headquarters 1935 to 1965.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Excellent]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Needs a new roof coveringExterior masonry veneer needs re-pointing

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Utilitarian shop and administration building 

		Current Use: Utilitarian shop and administration building 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1880

		Property_Name: Plew Building

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman

		Property_Date/Year: 1952

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Some of its most striking architectural feature - its large multi-light steel windows with central pivots have been replaced; specifically some of the second floor south elevation and east elevation of the "L" shaped buildings. These industrial windows and flat-roofed canopy over the main entrance is supported by chains create the limited industrial style of the campus.   

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Designed by Montana architect Fred F. Willson, as an early mid-century utilitarian building in response to the post WWII expansion of campus and paid by the 1948 Bond Issue. . The Physical Plant served as general contractor.  The service shops were not included in the Carsley/Gilbert 1917 Campus Plan.     

		Use_Comment: Designed as a utilitarian building - some shop-type functions have migrated out and additional ew sapce is vacated    

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 114,330

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 65007.37

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Has a low Facilities Condition Index of 0.8% indicating deferred maintenance is being attended.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: victoria drummond

		Date_Recorded: 12/18/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 37,364.66

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1511

		Property_Name: Gallatin River Bridge

		Property_Town: North of Big Sky on US 191

		Property_Date/Year: 1953

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity, retaining the unusual concrete and steel guardrails.  Although uncommon in most of Montana, the rails were standard on bridges constructed in National Forests at the time.  The bridge retains all of its original structural components.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Gallatin River Bridge is a 3-span reinforced concrete T-beam structure that was constructed in 1953.  The bridge is significant for its association with the MDT's post-WWII building boom to update the state's highways and it retains significant integrity, making it a good example of the type.  The bridge is eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition with no significant structural issues.  The MDT has not programmed the bridge for rehabilitation or replacement.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained by the MDT and repaired on an as-needed basis.  The MDT inspects the bridge every two years with the last inspection occurring in January 2013.  The inspection revealed no significant structural issues with the bridge.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is in good structural condition.  The MDT has no plans to program a project to rehabilitate or replace the bridge.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/17/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition and is routinely maintained and inspected. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: College instruction, research and office spaces 

		Current Use: College research and office spaces

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1887

		Property_Name: Taylor Hall

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman

		Property_Date/Year: 1894

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: In 1970 a brick single story addition was added to the east elevation.  The wooden fire escape also on the east elevation added in the 1980's was approved in 2013 for removal following the installation of a fire suppression sprinkler system throughout the building. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: A simple building that combines elements from the Italinate, Queen Ann and Colonial Revival styles, all popular in 1880's. It is the oldest building on campus whose design is attributed to Montana architect, Charles S. Haire.  

		Use_Comment: Constructed in 1894 as the Experiment Station Building, it is currently occupied by Extension Services

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 56,837

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 30,456.64

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: It requires stewardship and maintenance above its current priority due to its Facilities Condition Index of 20.5% - but because it as a small building, the current occupants, MSU Extension Services, are able to continue its functional operation at this time. 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Victoria Drummond

		Date_Recorded: 01/02/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 20,386.12

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Men's Residence Hall 

		Current Use: Men's Residence Hall

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1797

		Property_Name: Langford Hall

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman 

		Property_Date/Year: 1960

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The building retains integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and association. The main entrance was altered in 2012 - with materials and design sympathetic to the historical architecture and delineates addition from the original.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The main entrance of Langford was altered significantly in 2012 - to modernize it and increase square footage of the common areas - lobby, kitchen, and ADA restrooms. Egress modernization followed exterior windows replacement with updated energy efficient and complimentary units. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 667,193

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1,011.90

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Recent upgrades classify this building as a low priority for additional stewardship needs.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: victoria drummond

		Date_Recorded: 01/05/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 3,135,256.55

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agricultural

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24CT0845

		Property_Name: Medicine Rocks Tipi Rings Archaeological Site/NRHP-eligible

		Property_Town: Ekalaka

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Site appears to have integrity based on what is visible on the surface.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: An overview survey of the park was conducted in 1994 and this site was identified but not recorded. It was evidenced by 6 tipi rings. The site was revisited as part of additional survey work in 2010. The 6 tipi rings were difficult to see and were obscured by vegetation. A bone fragment and fire-cracked rock were found. 

		Use_Comment: Site is protected within a state park where further development is not planned.

		Status_Comment: Park development including a picnic and camping area has occurred nearby but did not disturb the site. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: All costs that benefited this site are listed under those for 24CT0022 also located within the park. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site needs to monitored by a local site steward or park employee to ensure no vandalism or artifact collecting or illegal digging is occurring. The resources within the park are worthy of a National Register of Historic Places nomination.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Sara Scott 

		Date_Recorded: 12/2/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site and surrounding area were reported in 2010 to be in good condition. Visitors are camping and picnicking nearby which could result in artifact collection and site damage if the site is not regularly monitored.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24CA0395

		Property_Name: Fort Shaw Canal Bridge

		Property_Town: 3 miles west of Simms on MT Highway 21

		Property_Date/Year: 1934

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains integrity of location, setting, materials, and association.  It is in its original location and the rural setting has not changed since 1934.  It retains its original design with no alterations or modifications.  No incompatible materials (i.e. steel guardrails) have been attached to it.  Because the design is unaltered, its association with this particular bridge type is intact.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The property is a one-span reinforced concrete T-beam bridge.  It is eligible for the NRHP because of its association with the New Deal "make work" programs of the Great Depression and because it is an intact example of a standard MDT-designed reinforced concrete T-beam bridge.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has programmed the bridge to be widened to better accommodate existing and projected traffic demands and to better accommodate farm equipment that commonly uses this road.  The existing reinforced concrete guardrails would be removed and replaced.  It is not known yet what they would be replaced with.  The bridge will not, however, be widened during this reporting cycle.  The proposed changes would likely occur sometime after 2017.  

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained by the Great Falls District maintenance crew on an as-needed basis.  No maintenance work was conducted on the bridge (other than plowing snow and removing debris under the structure) since 2011.  The MDT inspected the bridge in January 2013.  No significant structural problems were detected during the course of the inspection.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is not included in the MDT's Historic Bridge Rehabilitation Program.   

		Other_Comment: The bridge is being treated under the terms of the MDT's Historic Roads & Bridges Programmatic Agreement.  A determination of the level of HAER documentation for this structure has been requested from the National Park Service.  

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 09/19/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained and inspected on two-year cycles.  It was last inspected in January 2013 and no significant structural problems were detected.  The bridge still carries traffic across the Fort  Shaw Canal on Montana Highway 21.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: Wildlife Management Area

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24PW0402

		Property_Name: Matt Little Barn; Aunt Molly WMA

		Property_Town: Helmville

		Property_Date/Year: 1900 est.

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The historic integrity of the property is considered fair to poor because the integrity has been altered with the removal of the barn from its original location and its poor condition.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Matt Little Barn, the only building remaining from the Little Farm, is located in a rural area of the Nevada Valley. The Matt Little Barn is significant because it is a product of the early settlement period and is characteristic of the types of outbuildings that were constructed by the valley's first settlers. The Matt Little Barn is one of a relatively small number of remaining homestead-era structures in the area.  The barn is also a surviving example of vernacular log construction commonly used during the settlement era in the Nevada Valley. The barn retains it original massing and walls. While the roof is not original, it is clearly from the historic period. The surviving door components are also not original, but are historic. The building's interior configuration is historic and probably largely original. No non-historic changes are apparent, and overall, the barn's historic function, design, and workmanship all remain strongly evident. It remains uncertain whether or not the Matt Little Barn is in its original location and what was its original use. Because it appears to have been removed from the remainder of the Little Farm buildings, it is difficult to determine the original use. It may have been used as part of a small-scale dairy, since they were common in the valley. The building has not been used in recent decades. 

		Use_Comment: The barn has not been used in decades and its original function is uncertain.

		Status_Comment: The status of the Matt Little Barn is considered endangered because its condition is worsening. The condition of the barn has deteriorated to the point that it is beyond repair and the barn may need to be removed for public safety. 

		Status: [Endangered]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: No restoration or preservation activities have been done on the Matt Little Barn in the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: FWP does not plan any restoration or preservation of the Matt Little Barn in the next two years. Continued deterioration of the structural integrity of the barn poses a safety risk to the public. Signs are posted to warn the public of the safety risk.

		Other_Comment: The building has not been used in recent decades. In 2010, FWP received permission from SHPO to remove the barn from the WMA property to eliminate the safety risk to the public. FWP currently has no immediate plans to remove the structure. 

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/09/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Failed]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the barn is considered failed because it has lost much of its heritage value and may have deteriorated beyond repair. The center of the roof has bowed inward and collapsed. The roof failure has pushed the outer courses of some wall logs outward, and caused the upper log course on the south elevation to fall. As a result, the walls are crooked, unstable, and close to collapsing. The barn is close to completely collapsing. It appears likely that the barn was moved from its original location. The move may have compromised its structural integrity, which led to its accelerated failure.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24YL0698

		Property_Name: Mossmain Overpass

		Property_Town: Laurel

		Property_Date/Year: 1936

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The overpass has good integrity.  It combined the MDT's policy of creating efficient grade separation structures while maintaining a degree of aesthetics.  It was the longest overpass in Montana when completed in 1936.  All of the original structural components are intact as is the appearance of the bridge.  The guardrails, however, were replaced in 1988.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Mossmain Overpass crosses the BNSF Railway Company tracks just east of Laurel.  It is a 3-span steel stringer bridge that was constructed in 1936.  It is the longest railroad overpass constructed in Montana during the 1930s and is listed in the National Register of Historic Places under Criteria A and C for its association with the federal/state grade separation program in the 1930s.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge is in good condition and is still in use in its original capacity.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the overpass for the foreseeable future.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The bridge is inspected every two years with the last inspection occurring in April 2013.  The inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies, nothing that would warrant its rehabilitation of replacement.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The Mossmain Overpass is listed in the National Register of Historic Places.  The bridge is in good condition.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the structure for the foreseeable future.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/29/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The overpass is in excellent condition.  It is routinely maintained and inspected every two years.  There are no significant structural deficiencies with the bridge.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Prehistoric campsite. Later used for agriculture.

		Current Use: Wildlife Management Area

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24DL0151

		Property_Name: Lincoln Creek Archeological Site; Mount Haggin WMA

		Property_Town: Anaconda

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The historic integrity is considered good because the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered and the features are intact, based upon surveys conducted by cultural resource professionals in both 2005 and 2012. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is a prehistoric campsite with widespread and abundant lithic artifacts, including points, knives, scrapers, cores, flakes, a cairn, fire cracked rocks, and lithic debitage. The variety of projectile points suggests a broad timeframe for site occupation and leads to interpretation of the site as including possibly the Paleo-Indian Period and Early Archaic Period components as well as Late Archaic Period, all combined on and near the surface. Soil conditions are poor for well-preserved archeological deposits. But a large amount of cultural material, including tools, suggests there is the potential for: 1) organic, dateable materials; 2) diagnostic artifacts; 3) interpretation of site function and identification of activity in the area;  4) intact features; and5) good archeological integrity and possible cultural stratigraphy. Based upon recent surveys, the site was a field camp for small bands with repeated occupations for hunting, food processing, and tool making. It has been determined that the site is part of a very large site that extends as much as 200 m.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site is considered to have a Satisfactory status because negative impacts to the site’s historic integrity are unlikely to occur. The site is not located in a heavily used area of the WMA so it has not been disturbed. WMA staff regularly monitor the site for disturbance.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: FWP has done no heritage stewardship activities on this site in the last two years. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance or preservation is planned for this archeological site. FWP will contact SHPO any time WMA construction or maintenance projects are proposed. Preservation and protection measures may be needed in the future to ensure preservation of the site.

		Other_Comment: This site was surveyed and monitored by cultural resource professionals in 2005 and 2012 in response to a proposed Highway 569 realignment. Because of the site’s significance in adding to the understanding of the prehistoric use of Southwestern Montana, preservation and protection measures may need to be used to protect the site from future disturbance, destruction and vandalism.

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/07/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site is considered to be in Good condition because it is stable and regularly monitored for disturbance.   

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Prehistoric mine and campsite. Later used for agriculture

		Current Use: Wildlife Management Area

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24DL0154

		Property_Name: :  Moose Creek Archeological Site; Mount Haggin WMA

		Property_Town: Anaconda

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The historic integrity is considered good because the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered and the features are intact, based upon surveys conducted by cultural resource professionals in both 2005 and 2012. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is a prehistoric placer mining site with widespread and abundant lithic artifacts, including points, knives, scrapers, cores, flakes, a cairn, fire cracked rocks, and lithic debitage. The variety of projectile points suggests a broad timeframe for site occupation and leads to interpretation of the site as including possibly the Paleo-Indian Period and Early Archaic Period components as well as Late Archaic Period, all combined on and near the surface. Soil conditions are poor for well-preserved archeological deposits. But a large amount of cultural material, including tools, suggests there is the potential for: 1) organic, dateable materials; 2) diagnostic artifacts; 3) interpretation of site function and identification of activity in the area;  4) intact features; and5) good archeological integrity and possible cultural stratigraphy. Based upon recent surveys, the site is a prehistoric placer mining site, with many placer gravel piles in the area. The site was also a field camp for small bands with repeated occupations for hunting, food processing, and tool making. It has been determined that the site is part of a very large site that extends as much as 200 m. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site is considered to have a Satisfactory status because negative impacts to the site’s historic integrity are unlikely to occur. The site is not located in a heavily used area of the WMA so it has not been disturbed. WMA staff regularly monitor the site for disturbance.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: FWP has done no heritage stewardship activities on this site in the last two years. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance or preservation is planned for this archeological site. FWP will contact SHPO any time WMA construction or maintenance projects are proposed. Preservation and protection measures may be needed in the future to ensure preservation of the site.

		Other_Comment: This site was surveyed and monitored by cultural resource professionals in 2005 and 2012 in response to a proposed Highway 569 realignment. Because of the site’s significance in adding to the understanding of the prehistoric use of Southwestern Montana, preservation and protection measures may need to be used to protect the site from future disturbance, destruction and vandalism.

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/07/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site is considered to be in Good condition because it is stable and regularly monitored for disturbance. The prehistoric placer mining and dredging greatly impacted the prehistoric component, leaving little undisturbed area. Many placer gravel piles are on the site. However, the effects from the placer mining are still part of the prehistory of the site.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: :  Wildlife Management Area

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PA0779

		Property_Name:   Paradise Valley Rock Alignment Archeological Site; Dome Mountain WMA

		Property_Town: Emigrant

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: As part of the design and construction of Dailey Lake FAS and Dome Mountain WMA from 1991 to 1995, under the direction of SHPO, considerable effort was made to ensure protection and preservation of this site. The facilities were located in areas to minimize disturbance, destruction, and vandalism of the site. The records do not indicate that the site has been monitored since 1995. It is likely that the site has remained undisturbed since the site is not located near FAS facilities or public highways. The historic integrity of the site is considered Good because the majority of the historic fabric of the site remains intact.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Paradise Valley Rock Alignment is located on the Dome Mountain WMA. This site consists of a portion of the hunting drive system and includes large rocks, 2m X 3.2m, positioned on a ridge overlooking a wide basin.  It is uncertain the exact use of this structure but it is thought that it was either used as a hunting lookout station or a shooting blind. Projectile points were found around the structure, supporting the theory that it was used as a hunting blind. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The alignment is considered to have at least a watch status because, even though the site covers a large area that is not close to FAS or WMA facilities or public highways, two-track roads cross the site in locations that could then open the site up to vandalism and disturbance in the future.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: FWP has done no stewardship activities on the site in the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance or preservation is planned for this archeological site in the next two years. FWP will contact SHPO any time FAS construction or maintenance projects are proposed to ensure protection of the site and the site will be re-evaluated prior to any ground-disturbing activity.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/07/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: FWP cultural resource specialists have identified the condition and integrity of this site as good. The site is not located near FAS or WMA facilities so it is unlikely that routine maintenance or public use of the facilities would affect the site.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Property Name:  
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State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
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Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
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Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
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Condition (Choose One): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24RB1878

		Property_Name: Musselshell River Bridge

		Property_Town: 2 miles NE of Melstone on US Highway 12

		Property_Date/Year: 1942

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity with all of its original structural components intact and unchanged.  Because of the concrete guardrails, the bridge's association with the MDT's 1930s building program is strong and the setting is essentially the same as it was when the bridge was constructed in 1942.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The bridge is a 5-span steel stringer structure that was constructed in 1942.  It is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places because of its association with the MDT's New Deal bridge-building program during the 1930s and under Criterion C as a good example of a simple steel stringer bridge with all of its original structural components intact.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge has been programmed for replacement by the MDT.  It does not meet current traffic standards and the foundation of the structure was badly damaged during flooding in 2011.  The bridge has been recorded and treated under the terms of the MDT's Historic Roads and Bridges Programmatic Agreement.  

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs to it on an as-needed basis.  The MDT also inspects the bridge every two years.  The last inspection occurred in October 2012 and revealed significant structural deficiencies with the bridge that would warrant its replacement.  The MDT has programmed a project to replace the bridge, but that will not occur during this reporting cycle. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has programmed the bridge for replacement because of structural problems with the bridge.  It will not, however, be replaced during this reporting cycle.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge was damaged during the 2011 flooding on the Musselshell River.  Although all of the structural components are intact, there was considerable erosion to the bridge piers and abutments.  The steel stringers are badly corroded.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 600.00

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Property Type (Choose One):  
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Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agricultural

		Current Use: Primitive State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24GA0314

		Property_Name: Madison Buffalo Jump/HRHP

		Property_Town: Three Forks Montana

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact 

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The overall site area is undeveloped. Portions of the site have been excavated by archaeologists and many areas of the site were pot hunted since the early 1900s. Collections from the site are housed at MSU and at U of M. The Bozeman Gem and Mineral society also have a large artifact collection from the site. The Three Forks Historical Society also has a collection of artifacts in their museum.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This large archaeological site was excavated in the 1960s by the University of Montana. The site contained a vast array of stone tools, fire hearths and tipi rings.  Little development has occurred on or near the site with the exception of user created trails. The site is leased by FWP from DNRC.

		Use_Comment: This property is leased from the DNRC by FWP. Given tight budgets, FWP considered giving up the lease on the property. After overwhelming public support to keep the park, FWP has enlisted donors and the help of a Friends group to raise money to pay the lease on the property.

		Status_Comment: Without a secure line of funding or a relief from lease payments the future status of this park to remain open and protected for the public good is questionable.  

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 19,121

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 1656

		Promotion: 3294

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 500

		Monitoring: 750

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Many school groups are now coming to the park for interpretative educational tours. The park manager regularly visits the park and monitors the site.

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The entire park needs to be resurveyed and features mapped with GPS technology. A partnership between UM and state parks is established so that the entire park will be surveyed in May of 2014.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: David Andrus and Sara Scott

		Date_Recorded: 11/5/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Site is in fair shape as it has not been developed and is mainly accessed for recreational use.  Surface collecting has been extensive over the years.  Very few artifacts can be found today on the surface.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC0131

		Property_Name: Missouri River Bridge 

		Property_Town: NE of Wolf Creek

		Property_Date/Year: 1933

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge was the first of a new type of bridge designed and built by the MDT between 1933 and 1946.  It retains excellent integrity and is virtually unaltered or modified since its construction.  The bridge has a strong association with 1930s-era steel truss bridges and the setting of the property is virtually unchanged.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Missouri River Bridge is a 5-span continuous Warren through truss bridge built in 1933.  It is individually listed in the National Register of Historic Places and is a contributing component of the Old US Highway 91 Historic District (24CA0386/24LC2112).  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and inspects it every two years.  There are no significant structural deficiencies with the bridge that would warrant its rehabilitation or replacement during this reporting cycle.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The department also inspects the bridge every two years with the last inspection occurring in September 2012.  The inspection revealed some cracking and spalling of concrete on the structure's foundation, but, overall, the condition of the bridge is excellent.  Consequently, the MDT will not be programming a rehabilitation or replacement project involving this bridge for the foreseeable future.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The last bridge inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies.  Consequently, there will be no MDT projects for at least this reporting cycle that would involve the rehabilitation or replacement of the bridge.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/24/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained and inspected.  It is open for traffic.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Use: 
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Current Use:  
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Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Prehistoric occupation

		Current Use: NHL/State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24YL0002

		Property_Name: Ghost Cave NHL

		Property_Town: Billings

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The cave and surrounding park land are well maintained and protected by park staff. A visitor center, trails and parking lot have been constructed to allow better access and enjoyment of the site. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This incredibly significant site provided the information upon which the chronological sequence of northwestern prehistory was based. The contents of the cave were almost completely excavated between 1937-1941 by WPA workers. The cave is open to the public but visitors view the cave from a viewing platform just outside the cave.  

		Use_Comment: Park staff has spent much time and effort to better equip the area with sign's and information to deter negative impacts and inform visitors of the importance of preservation at the birthplace of Montana archeology. Visitation at Pictograph Cave State Park increased over 39% from 2012 to 2013 with over 39,000 people. 

		Status_Comment: Site is in satisfactory condition and because it is a state park, it is protected and has a good human presence which helps ensure its preservation.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 10977

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 2743

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 700

		Monitoring: 2000

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Costs are compiled via personnel services & operations budget for Pictograph Cave State Park.  Other costs shown on Pictograph Cave form (24YL0001).

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Interpretive signs at Ghost cave are outdated and need to be replaced. 

		Other_Comment: Information that will be provided from the University of Montana Field school will play a very important role in the development of new interpretive materials and displays.

		Reported_By: Jarret Kostrba

		Date_Recorded: 11/7/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Site is in good condition and intact prehistoric remains are located outside the caves on the terrace. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24PA0841

		Property_Name: Carter Bridge 

		Property_Town: South of Livingston on Secondary 540

		Property_Date/Year: 1921

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity and is a good example of a multi-span open-spandrel arch structure.  The arches are intact and unchanged.  The bridge has, however, been widened and the original guardrails replaced with the existing rails in the 1950s.   

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Carter Bridge is a multi-span open-spandrel multi-arch bridge.  It is listed in the National Register of Historic Places.  The bridge is significant as the last of the architect-design concrete arch bridges built by the MDT and because it retains excellent integrity.   

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge is in good condition and is routinely maintained and inspected.  The MDT has no plans to further rehabilitate or replace the bridge for the foreseeable future.   

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and conducts repairs to it on an as-needed basis.  The bridge was last inspected in November 2011 and is scheduled for inspection again in November 2013.  The 2011 inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies and the bridge will continue to function its current capacity for the foreseeable future.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is in good condition and the MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge for the foreseeable future.  The bridge is NRHP listed and that will be taken into account during the planning process.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/15/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition and is routinely maintained and inspected.  All of the significant structural details of the bridge are intact and unchanged.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
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Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Ranching/grazing

		Current Use: Ranching/grazing/ highway right of way

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24PW0308

		Property_Name: Black Bear Coulee Site

		Property_Town: Located along Highway 271 between Drummond and Helmville.

		Property_Date/Year: Pre-contact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The portion of the site outside of MDT right of way has excellent integrity.  Most of the site within MDT right of way is disturbed.    

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Site 24PW308 is a very large, deeply stratified archaeological site that dates from the Late Paleo-Indian Period up to Late Pre-contact times.  Most of the site is located on private lands outside of MDT right of way.   There are still some intact deposits in MDT right of way.

		Use_Comment: The site is less heavily grazed today than it has been for most of the last 100 years.  

		Status_Comment: The Sturgeon Creek stream channel is relatively stable.  If it were to begin further downcutting it might threaten to erode significant archaeological materials.  

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT Archaeologists visits this site and c hats with the landowner once or twice a year.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Steve Platt

		Date_Recorded: 01/08/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Data recovery at 24PW308 in 2004-2006 produced evidence of long-term site occupations from Paleo-Indian to Late Period times.   Fully 99% of tyhe stratified deposits at the site are still there, undisturbed.   

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Habitation (precontact)

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24HL0191

		Property_Name: Stone circles and cairns

		Property_Town: Havre

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site, for reasons not articulated in the corresponding site form, was determined to be a Heritage Property by FERC and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not a part of this discussion.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of 18 tipi ring size stone circles, six low-profile cairns, and six stone arcs partially on a tract of state land in Hill County.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site was rudely mapped in the early 1980's, so metric and nonmetric observations about the cultural features in the site are not available.  The stone features appear to be largely undisturbed, but are visually similar to the majority of these ubiquitous features that appear throughout Montana-- and in fact, throughout the world (see Rennie 2004; Rennie and Lahren 2004).  Age of the site is presently unknown, as is its potential to contribute meaningful information to the archaeological record. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The state tract containing the site is not legally accessible, so an easement or other permission would have to be obtained from adjoining landowners if the site were to be development for tourism.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because it is currently in no danger of disturbance,and because of the likely difficulty to obtain a public easement across private land to access the resource.

		Other_Comment: Establishing an all weather road to the site is imperative in order to make the resource available to the traveling public.  Construction of a 24 ft wide road grade with a crushed gravel surface is estimated to cost $2 per square foot or $506,880.  Visitor parking (approximately 165 ft x 85 ft or $28,050) will be needed to accommodate 6 sedans and 3 motor homes.  Establishment of a 1.5 mile long x 2 ft wide walking trail with strategically placed interpretive signage is estimated to cost $7,920 or $.50 per square foot (Paul Valle pers. comm. 2011).  Additionally, an estimated 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Havre Unit Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify maintenance needs as they arise.  The above noted costs are limited to initial development and management over a ten year period.    Perpetual maintenance costs (currently not calculated) will be required to adequately preserve and manage this property long term as a  tourist destination.  Once an estimated $543,150 is invested to cover initial construction and maintenance for a ten year period, the development will actually appraise as an encumbrance to the land, and the raw land value will decrease slightly.  Because of the remote location of the Heritage Property, estimating additional tourist dollars that might be captured at the local economic level is difficult.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/4/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photo.   

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
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State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: College dormitory

		Current Use: College dormitory 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1885

		Property_Name: Roskie Hall

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman

		Property_Date/Year: 1966

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Retains its integrity of setting, location, design, workmanship and materials. Roskie Hall conveys a significant example of exaggerated Modernism. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: An 11-story dormitory constructed in 1966. The exaggerated modern style was designed by Montana architects O. Berg and William E. Grabow.  It's unique design of three nine-sided column providing trapezoidal and octagonal shaped interior spaces. Intended to be a complex of three towers, it's first phase was the only one built. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 557,436

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Currently has a 12.1% Facilities Condition Index - indicating deferred maintenance is accumulating. 

		Other_Comment: In 2010 the crumbling pre-cast concrete parapet was removed. The building's full perimeter of existing pre-cast concrete parapet walls at the perimeter of the 2nd floor deck, including those surrounding the three tower sections, the connecting sections between the tower sections, and those at the entry canopy were removed. Parapet sections were cut loose from anchorages and each other and removed without damaging the concrete deck.  Its non-standard doors and windows increases maintenance costs.   A failing concrete architectural facia was removed. 

		Reported_By: Victoria Drummond

		Date_Recorded: 12/30/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 116,337.13

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: House

		Current Use: Interpretive and static display.

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MA1925

		Property_Name: The Finney House ( Nevada City) 

		Property_Town: Nevada City

		Property_Date/Year: 1863-64

		State_Agency: [Commerce/Heritage Commision]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: No money was spent on the Finney House in 2012-2013. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The Finney House has been identified as a top priority for the next reporting season which is contingent on us receiving Long Range Building funds. 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Elijah Allen

		Date_Recorded: 3/2/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The last major work was completed in 2008. This included a conditions assessment and contextual analysis by the University of Oregon's School of Architecture and Allied Arts. A new roof was placed, using existing materials, on the original 1863 Fehring cabin portion of the building. Some archaeological testing was performed. No know work has been reported in this reporting period. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BE0178

		Property_Name: Gilmore and Pittsburgh Railroad Route in Beaverhead County

		Property_Town: Grant

		Property_Date/Year: 1909

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The railroad was constructed from its intersection with the Oregon Short Line north of Red Rock siding to Salmon, Idaho.  It was primarily funded by the Northern Pacific Railroad.  The purpose was to capture mining markets in the region.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Gilmore and Pacific Railroad Route in Beaverhead County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24BE0178 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act responsibilities consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments on state land in Beaverhead County, Montana, that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.  

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the abandoned segments of railroad on DNRC administered state land have been adequately documented, no additional preservation activities are planned. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because the DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/12/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  Today, the grade of the railroad is salvaged, abandoned, and typically covered with vegetation.   Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Beaverhead County.  The site is slowly being reclaimed through natural and cultural processes.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Student Dorm

		Current Use: Student Dorm

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Craig Hall

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1953

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Building has had no significant architectural change in the exterior. Hallways have tectum board ceilings to cover addition of sprinkler system throughout building. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Designed by Architect Fred A. Brinkman, Craig Hall was built in 1953 and an addition,was completed in 1955. It was named in honor of the University's founding president. The Lomasson Center was originally named Craig Hall but, since it no longer housed students, the name Craig Hall was transferred to the new men's dorm.

		Use_Comment: Exterior and interior of building has remained intact except for typical maintenance.

		Status_Comment: Craig Hall is still being actively used for it's original intent, as a dorm, and there are no planned changes aside from routine maintenance.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The exterior of this building has remained architecturally intact. Some minor changes have been done to the interior, most notably the addition of a fire sprinkler system hidden by a tectum board shroud ceiling throughout the building.

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1) Exterior windows are all single pane and should be replaced with double pane low E.2) Exterior brick needs to be tuck pointed and sealed.3) Interior walls are failing at doors jambs and need to be reinforced.4) Carpet and VCT need to be replaced in various locations throughout building.

		Other_Comment: 5) Patch and paint plaster interior where cracked.6) About 60% of toilet partitions are original and at end of useful life.7) Built-in cabinets in dorm rooms require routine maintenance.8) Heating and ventilation systems in building need renovation.

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Building does not meet ADA but there are no plans to add an elevator or retrofit rooms or bathrooms. Building has had a sprinkler system installed, which alters the ceiling somewhat, and data improvements and floor finish renovations. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
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Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Co-ed Residence Hall and Dining Hall 

		Current Use: Co-ed residence Hall and Dining Hall 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1876

		Property_Name: Johnstone Center  

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman 

		Property_Date/Year: 1955

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The buildings retain excellent architectural and associational integrity.  In 2009 the concrete cover over the sidewalk connection the four wings was removed due to deterioration and safety hazard.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Reinforced concrete clad in smooth concrete, the commons area wing is perpendicular to four residence halls wings that radiate towards College Avenue. Modern style designed by Montana architects Sigvald L. Berg and L.O. Bradford. Constructed in two phases at the northern edge of campus adjacent to the Bozeman historic neighborhoods and the original S. 8th Avenue entrance to the University.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 750,252

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The Center is scheduled for modernization (2014-2015) of the dining hall, which may affect the south elevation. 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: victoria drummond

		Date_Recorded: 01/08/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 216,760.84

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Historic Use:  
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Status (Choose one): 
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Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MA0779

		Property_Name: Varney Bridge

		Property_Town: South of Ennis

		Property_Date/Year: 1897

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is 117 years old and retains good integrity.  It is located at its original site and the setting has not changed appreciably since its construction.  The bridge retains integrity of workmanship, feeling, and association with the pre-1915 bridge-building era in Montana.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Varney Bridge was constructed in 1897 and is located on Secondary 249 south of Ennis.  It is a 2-span pin-connected Pratt through truss.  The bridge was constructed by the King Bridge Company and is NRHP-eligible under Criterion for its association with Madison County's bridge-building boom in the late 19th century and under Criterion C for its high degree of integrity.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge continues to function in its historic capacity.  It is routinely maintained and regularly inspected by both Madison County and the MDT.  The bridge has not been programmed for replacement or rehabilitation.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained and inspected every two years by the MDT.  The last inspection occurred in 2013.  The inspection showed significantly deteriorated structural members and considerable jury-rigging by Madison County to keep the bridge functioning.  The MDT has not yet, however, programmed the structure for rehabilitation or replacement.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has not programmed this bridge for rehabilitation or replacement.  However, it is showing considerable wear and tear and it does not meet current design standards.  This bridge was designed to function for at least 50 years and it has surpassed its anticipated design life.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 01/14/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge was constructed in 1897 and, despite routine maintenance and inspection, is showing its age.  The narrow bridge does not meet current traffic demands or standards.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
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Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Communal bison hunting (precontact)

		Current Use: Grazing

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24JT0296

		Property_Name: Surprise Creek

		Property_Town: Stanford

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site contains tipi ring-size stone circles, alignments of low-profile cairns between which bison were herded into a shallow and narrow coulee where they were subsequently killed.  Adjoining the kill site is the locale on the remnant terrace of Surprise Creek where the dispatched bison were processed for food, clothing, shelter, and other materials.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The resource is a Native American bison kill and processing site on a tract of state land in Judith Basin County.  The site dates to approximately 1550 A.D.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The processing site remains are in a stratified context and consist of hearth features, heavily processed bone, firecracked rock, and simple stone tools, as well as one unique antler tine artifact.  Archaeological excavation work was carried out in the site in 2000 and 2001 with the intention of saving a small amount of important information that was being rapidly destroyed by extensive and perpetual lateral erosion by Surprise Creek. 

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Archaeological work was conducted using volunteers in 2000 & 2001.  Funds for specialized archaeological analyses($4,000) were provided by DNRC and the Montana Department of Transportation.  An estimated 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Lewistown Unit Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify maintenance needs as they arise.

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #2 rank in DNRC priority for its preservation needs and educational development potential.

		Other_Comment: The site is a good example of the kind of archaeological resource that could be easily developed for tourism purposes.  It is legally accessible via a well maintained, graveled, county road.  It is located approximately 9 miles north of Stanford, Montana.  In order to develop the site for tourism, a parking lot with a crushed gravel surface of sufficient size to accommodate 6 sedans and 3 motor homes will be needed for visitor parking at the site locale (approximately 165 ft x 85 ft or $28,050).  Establishment of a 1 mile long x 2 ft wide walking trail with strategically placed interpretive signage is estimated to cost $5,280 or $.50 per square foot and $35,000 for kiosk display development (Paul Valle pers. comm. 2011).    The above noted costs are limited to initial development and management over a ten year period.  Perpetual maintenance costs (currently not calculated) will be required to adequately preserve and manage this property long term.  Once an estimated $68,330 is invested to cover initial construction and maintenance for a ten year period, the development will actually appraise as an encumbrance to the land, and the raw land value will decrease slightly (T. Konency pers. comm 2011).  It is also expected that development of the resource could generate an additional $5,000 tourist dollars per year to the economy of Stanford.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/15/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photo.  The processing portion of the site is largely destroyed as a result of lateral erosion from Surprise Creek.  The stone features on the upper prairie surface are intact and stable.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 
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Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
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Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BE0855

		Property_Name: Buffalo Bar alignment

		Property_Town: Dillon

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of an alignment of cairns in the vicinity of Clark Canyon Reservoir in Beaverhead County.  The site was determined to be a Heritage Property through consultation between an unknown entity and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not a part of that discussion.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site was only examined at the ground surface level.  Age of the site is presently unknown, as is its potential to contribute meaningful information of the archaeological record.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because no preservation measures or stabilization work is currently required.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/12/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.   The site is located on a stable landform and is currently in no danger of being disturbed.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Highway 

		Current Use: Highway 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24CB1964

		Property_Name: Beartooth Highway 

		Property_Town: South of Red Lodge on US 212

		Property_Date/Year: 1936

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Montana segment of the Beartooth Highway retains excellent integrity.  The highway is on the 1936 alignment that includes switchbacks and other features particularly identifiable with the road.  Other than the periodic replacement of guardrails, surfacing, and the reconstruction of a curve after a wash-out about eight years ago, there have been no significant changes made to the highway.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Beartooth Highway consists of about 15 miles of alpine roadway that climbs up the side of the Beartooth Plateau in Carbon County.  This segment of the roadway is on the Montana side of the border with Wyoming.  The highway is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places under Criteria A and C.  The National Park Service is in the process of listing the highway in the National Register.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The Beartooth Highway is a unique roadway where the substantial change of anything special to it would be difficult and expensive.  The MDT routinely maintains the road, which is open only from around the first of June to around October 1st.  The MDT has no projects programmed to rehabilitate, widen or reconstruct the Beartooth Highway.  It is not known the status of the highway on the Wyoming side of the border.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains and inspects the Montana side of the Beartooth Highway.  Repairs, such as patching potholes and replacing damaged guardrail sections, are done on an as-needed basis.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT currently has no plans to rehabilitate, widen or reconstruct the Beartooth Highway on the Montana side of the Wyoming border.  The NPS is currently working on a National Register of Historic Places nomination for the entire length of the highway.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 11/01/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the Montana portion of the Beartooth Highway.  Except for a short section that washed out in the mid-2000s, theer have been no changed in the alignment of the highway or its width since its construction in 1936.  The guardrails were replaced in 1964 when the MDT assumed responsibility for the Montana side of the highway.  The National Park Service recently rehabilitated the Vista Point turn-out after heavy snow damaged many of the features there.  The MDT maintains the Vista Point, but it is under the jurisdiction of the NPS.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: House

		Current Use: Interpretive and static display.

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MA1926

		Property_Name: Dr. Don L. Byam House  ( Nevada City) 

		Property_Town: Nevada City

		Property_Date/Year: 1863-64

		State_Agency: [Commerce/Heritage Commision]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The 2006 Buildings Assesment Survey from 2006 states that the roof of this structure was repalced in 1997 and is therefore in good condition. However, it states that drainage is inadequate. Immediate work slated in 2006 includes excavation and regrading of the site, installation of a french drain, painting the building to protect the board and batten facade, and replacement of the current foundation. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: No money was spent on the Dr. Don L. Byam House  in 2012-2013. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The Dr. Don L. Byan House has been identified as a top priority for the next reporting season which is contingent on us receiving Long Range Building funds. 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Elijah Allen

		Date_Recorded: 3/2/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The Dr. Don L. Byan House is one of the few structures in Nevada City which is original to the site. It also sits outside of the fenced-in Nevada City Museum, near to the Star Bakery, which is the only restaurant in Nevada City. The building is closed to the public, and therefore there is no access to the displays inside. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Music classroom and office building

		Current Use: Music classroom and office building

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Music Building

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1953

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Building has remained virtually unchanged since it was built. Some interior flooring and paint have been updated. HVAC system has been updated somewhat.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Designed by Architects Fox, Ballas of Missoula, building looks like a grand piano from the air. Acoustical efficiency is a large factor in the design, from felt wrapped framing to insulated walls throughout. 

		Use_Comment: Functionally, this building serves the same purpose today as it did in 1953. 

		Status_Comment: There is a proposal to put an addition on this building which would change the appearance from the air of looking like a grand piano. 

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: No major remodels have occurred in the building in the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1) Exterior windows are all single pane and need to be replaced. 2) Exterior doors are a continual problem needing frequent repair. 3) Ballasted roof needs to be replaced with a single ply membrane.4) Replace ACT flooring throughout building. 

		Other_Comment: 5) Improve ventilation system.6) Plumbing supply piping is galvanized and needs to be replaced.7) Electrical distribution throughout building is old and should be updated.8) Service elevator should be replaced with ADA compliant unit.

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Building does not meet current ADA because it only has a service elevator. Exterior and interior are in good condition and receive routine maintenance.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: The railroad is fully abandoned and salvaged.  Some segments have been obiterated.

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24ME0297

		Property_Name: White Sulphur Springs and Yellowstone Park Railway in Meagher County

		Property_Town: Ringling

		Property_Date/Year: 1910

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The White Sulphur Springs and Yellowstone Park Railway was constructed to connect White Sulphur Springs with the Northern pacific Railroad and ultimately, Yellowstone Park.  The railroad is fully abandoned and some segments are fully obliterated.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the route of the White Sulphur Springs and Yellowstone Park Railway in Meagher County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: Associated structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on state land.    

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the abandoned segments of railroad on DNRC administered state land have been adequately documented, no additional preservation activities are planned. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because the DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/10/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos.  The abandoned segments of the site that still exist are slowly being reclaimed through natural and cultural processes.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Native American campsite

		Current Use: Grazing

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24JF0110

		Property_Name: Quinn Creek

		Property_Town: Boulder

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Cultural remains exist in a semi-stratified context, extend back in time approximately 3,000 years, and represent three distinct archaeologically defined cultures.  Archaeological investigative work was conducted in 1996 and 1997, and revealed a tremendous amount of information about past Native American occupants of the region (see Rennie and Hughes 1999).

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of a multi-component Native American campsite on a tract of state land in Jefferson County.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: Largely unchanged since 1994. However, meadow vole activity and root development will continue to disturb cultural materials in the site. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: 1996-1997: Archaeological work conducted using volunteers.  Specialized analyses cost ca. $5,000.  These funds  obtained from the party responsible for illegal road construction.  Estimated cost of a museum display and the generation of 500 copies of the corresponding archaeological report is $6,000. An estimated 3 hours ($100) will be required annually of DNRC's Central Land Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property, and identify maintenance needs.

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Because of the public educational opportunities that the information collected from site 24JF0110 provides, the proposed museum display project is ranked #2 in priority for DNRC. 

		Other_Comment: The site is probably not suitable for development as a tourist destination.  The state tract containing the site is not legally accessible, so an easement or other permission would have to be obtained from the adjoining landowner across whose property the majority of the access road passes.  Additionally, the large amount of chipped stone artifacts on and beneath the ground surface would likely entice uncontrolled artifact collecting.  Instead, it is recommended here that funds be made available to develop a professional quality display in the Montana State Historical Society Museum of selected artifacts recovered from site 24JF0110, as well as interpretive signage and photographs. In addition to the display materials, copies of the archaeological report can be made available for public consumption.  The above noted costs are limited to initial development and management over a ten year period.  Perpetual maintenance costs (currently not calculated) will be required to maintain a museum quality display long term.  

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/14/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photo.   The reason for the 1996-1997 work in site 24JF0110 resulted from a road that was illegally constructed through the site boundary.  The DNRC resolved to determine whether or not the archaeological resource met the definition of a Heritage Property, and if it did what mitigation was reasonable to offset the damage caused by road construction.    

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
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Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24BL1050

		Property_Name: Lodge Creek Bridge 

		Property_Town: Milepost 404.5 on US Highway 2 just east of Chinook city limits

		Property_Date/Year: 1942

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is a good example of the type.  All of the original design components are intact and unchanged.  There have been no modifications or alterations to the structure.  It retains integrity of location, workmanship, feeling, and association with the Great Depression era highway program.  The setting is diminished somewhat with Chinook's growth.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The historic property consists of a 3-span reinforced concrete T-beam bridge that was constructed in 1942.  The contract for the bridge was let before the US joined WWII and this is among the last T-beam bridges of this type built in Montana.  It retains excellent integrity and is a good example of the type.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has programmed this section of US Highway 2 for reconstruction.  A cultural resource survey was conducted for the project in the 1990s and updated in the early 2000s.  The bridge is eligible for the National Register.  Currently, however, the MDT lacks funding to reconstruct this section of the highway.  Therefore, although threatened, the bridge will not likely be replaced within this reporting cycle.  

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained on a busy section of US 2 between Havre and Chinook.  Maintenance occurs on an as-needed basis.  There have not been any significant maintenance activities to the bridge since 2011.  The bridge is regularly inspected for its structural condition.  The last inspection occurred in March 2012.  The inspection found no significant structural problems with the bridge.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge will likely be replaced sometime within the next ten years, but it will not be replaced within this reporting cycle.  The bridge will not be replaced within this reporting cycle.  Until then, it will continue to function in its historic capacity.  The MDT will continue to routinely maintain and inspect the bridge until its replaced.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/03/2012

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition.  There has been some weathering to the structure since its construction in 1942, but its components are all in good condition and the bridge will continue to function in its historic capacity for the foreseeable future.  There are no reasons to accelerate the replacement of this bridge.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 5

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24CB1702

		Property_Name: Cooney Reservoir, Dam, Gate House, Spillway, and Canal

		Property_Town: Laurel 

		Property_Date/Year: 1934-1938

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Cooney Reservoir, Dam, Gate House, Spillway, and Canal.  It was the first project financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: This historic dam, reservoir, gate house, ditch and spillway are administered by DNRC but portions of the ditch and reservoir border or pass through Cooney State Park which is administered by FWP.  

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/6/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: Fishing Access Site and Wildlife Management Area

		Sites: 21

		Site_Number: 24PA0749

		Property_Name: Paradise Valley Rock Alignment Drive Archeological Site; Dailey Lake FAS and Dome Mountain WMA

		Property_Town: Emigrant

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: As part of the design and construction of Dailey Lake FAS and Dome Mountain WMA from 1991 to 1995, under the direction of SHPO, considerable effort was made to ensure protection and preservation of this site. The facilities were located in areas to minimize disturbance, destruction, and vandalism of the site. The records do not indicate that the site has been monitored since 1995. It is likely that the site has remained undisturbed since the site is not located near FAS facilities or public highways. The historic integrity of the site is considered Good because the majority of the historic fabric of the site remains intact.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Paradise Valley Rock Alignment District crosses both the Dailey Lake FAS and Dome Mountain WMA. The alignment is a hunting drive system. There is a widespread distribution of isolated projectile points, flaked stone debitage, rock hunting-blind structures, rock alignments, game drive structures, game trails, and petroforms, with considerable time-depth, across both the Dailey Lake FAS and Dome Mountain WMA. In addition, semi-circular rock structures, cairns, rock and rock pile alignments, and a large circular petroform are found on this site. Three descending ridges are also part of the system. This system is slightly different from other rock alignment hunting systems known in the Northwest Plains. The diversity of prehistoric resources and time-depth makes this site significant. Information on prehistoric subsistence activities, hunting methods, settlement patterns, and the distinctive type and method of prehistory construction unique to this region can be obtained from this site.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The drive is considered to have at least a watch status because, even though the site covers a large area that is not close to FAS or WMA facilities or public highways, two-track roads cross the site in locations that could then open the site up to vandalism and disturbance in the future.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: FWP has done no stewardship activities on the site in the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance or preservation is planned for this archeological site in the next two years. FWP will contact SHPO any time FAS construction or maintenance projects are proposed to ensure protection of the site and the site will be re-evaluated prior to any ground-disturbing activity.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/07/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: FWP cultural resource specialists have identified the condition and integrity of this site as good. The site is not located near FAS or WMA facilities so it is unlikely that routine maintenance or public use of the facilities would affect the site. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Camp Site

		Current Use: Archaeological Site

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24ME0806

		Property_Name: Cooper Creek Site

		Property_Town: Near Checkerboard

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site was not impacted by the MDT's Checkerboard-Martinsdale project and is in the same condition as when discovered.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of a campsite with associated lithic materials located on a terrace above Cooper Creek west of Checkerboard.  It is eligible for the NRHP under Criterion D.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site was discovered and recorded during the cultural resource survey for the MDT's Checkerboard-Martinsdale project.  The department's engineers designed the project to avoid impacting the site.   No mitigation was needed for the site.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The site was recorded as part of the MDT's Checkerboard-Martinsdale reconstruction project.  Construction of the project was completed in 2012.  The MDT designed the project to avoid impacting the archaeological site.  No mitigation of the site was necessary.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT avoided impacting the site with the reconstruction project.  The MDT will occasionally monitor the site now that the project is completed.  Because the site is well off the highway, the potential for future MDT maintenance projects to impact the site are minimal.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/25/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site is in the condition it was when found in the early 2000s.  The MDT's Checkerboard-Martinsdale project did not impact the site and no mitigation was necessary.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
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Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Academic classrooms and offices

		Current Use: Academic classrooms and offices

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1798

		Property_Name: Reid Hall

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman

		Property_Date/Year: 1959

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The renovation of the building is a high priority for 2015 following the relocation of the Jake Jabs College of Business and Entrepreneurship, one of two current occupant colleges. Renovation may cost $20 to $38 million.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The ~91gsf building was designed by Montana architectural firm of CTA as an instructional and office building.  The four-story "L" shaped building was the first building on the campus financed exclusively by student fees.    

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 563,412

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 140,426.65

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Restoration includes upgrades to original classrooms. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: High priority on the MSU LRBP. Currently has an 8.0% Facilities Condition Index.   

		Other_Comment: Within the central core and historic area of campus, Reid Hall has building entrances off of the Malone Centennial Mall and Romney Greenspace, and as significant features in master plan layout of the campus will be preserved as pedestrian corridors and open space for recreation.      

		Reported_By: Victoria Drummond

		Date_Recorded: 12/27/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 240,840.32

		SubmitButton1: 
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Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Historic Use:  
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Condition (Choose One): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Housing

		Current Use: Interpretive and is being rented our to MHC/State Concessionaires

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC0883

		Property_Name: Reeder's Alley/Pioneer Cabin ( part of Helena HD) 

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1864-1893

		State_Agency: [Commerce/Heritage Commision]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Reeder's Alley is the oldest intact piece of early Helena, and on the National Register of Historic Places. The Montana Heritage Commission oversees 16 individual units, the Pioneer Cabin, Caretakers Cabin, and the Stone House. Most of the structures are made from brick and stone, yet the Pioneer and Caretaker's are log structures. The status chosen for the entire site is Watch. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 15000

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: We spent funds to repair and replace the flooring along with painting the stonehouse building and turning it into the Interpretive and Convention Center that will contribute to the historical interpretation but can also be used for office meetings, weddings, and educational outreach programs. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: We have earmarked $125k from the Department of Commerce to help with the damage associated with needed repairs at Reeder's Alley and the Pioneer Cabin. These funds will be available in July 2014. 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Elijah Allen

		Date_Recorded: 3/2/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 19

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The condition rated is fair, however since the last biennium we have had to close down stairway going to the upper section of Reeder's Alley. We have had a engineering report completed by Stahly Engineering that has identified the phases of which to complete and repair the structure and the needed masonry work. We will be in consultation with SHPO before and during the construction begins. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 36,000

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PH3457

		Property_Name: 

		Property_Town: Whitewater

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site was formally evaluated through archaeological investigative methods and demonstrated to contain intact, subsurface, culturally/temporally diagnostic and dateable cultural remains.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of five tipi ring size stone circles and a limited scattering of chipped stone debitage on a low-lying ridge in Philips County.  The site was determined to be a Heritage Property through consultation between an unknown entity and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not a part of this discussion.  

		Use_Comment: The site was partially destroyed with highway reconstruction work in 2010.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  Partially intact.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDoT paid for the cost of archaeological evaluation and partial mitigation of adverse effects.  Two of the seven stone circles were destroyed with highway reconstruction work in 2010.

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #3 in rank because it is currently in a stable environment and no additional adverse effects are presently identified.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/09/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Dormitory

		Current Use: Dormitory

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Knowles Hall, UM-Missoula

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1963

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Remains relatively unchanged and exterior has remained largely intact with architectural features well preserved.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Designed in the "International Modern" style by Taylor, Thon, Schwartz and Kirkpatrick of Kalispell, Knowles was completed in 1963 and was identical to Miller Hall which was completed in 1965. Miller has since gone through a significant  change with the addition of two stories. Building was named after Elise Knowles, whom, along with Ella Robb comprised the University's first graduating class of 1898.

		Use_Comment: Connectivity has been updated. Some rooms have been modified for ADA compatibility.

		Status_Comment: There are no plans to alter exterior of this building. It's current state suits the use of this building satisfactorily.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: ADA compliant rooms and bathrooms were created within existing rooms in 2012.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1) South East corner of building is settling and is cracking.2) Exterior windows are single pane and should be replaced for energy savings.3) Stairs are worn and need edge caps.4) Ballasted roof needs to be replaced with singly ply membrane and insulation added.

		Other_Comment: 5) Asbestos containing tile throughout building needs to be replaced.6) Built-in cabinets require continual maintenance.7) Heating and ventilation system in building requires complete renewal.8) Plumbing in building requires updating.9) Electrical system in building requires updating.10) Building needs a new fire alarm system.

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Building receives regular maintenance and there is no current need to alter its historical appearance.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Academic library 

		Current Use: Academic library 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1882

		Property_Name: Renne Library 

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman

		Property_Date/Year: 1949; 1960

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment:  The entrance of the 1949 original building was filled in with salvaged brick from the construction of the 1960 addition. The addition covers one-third of the buildings western exterior. The 2001 renovations altered the remaining elevations leaving it mostly as an example of Fred F. Willson's work and no longer eligible under Criterion C.    

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Ronald R. Renne Library's original eastern half of the building was designed by Montana architect Fred F. Willson, simplified Renaissance Revival style, and the eastern addition in the modern style was designed by Montana architectural firm McIver & Hess. The 1960 renovation includes three ceramic panels embedded in the north elevation created by Montana artist Rudy Autio.      

		Use_Comment: Requires a new roof. 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 939,885

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 155,347.74

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Roof work is scheduled.  

		Other_Comment: The limestone exoskeleton of thin piers supporting a continuous fascia is a hallmark of the New Formalist branch of Modernism.  Overall the building retains sufficient integrity to convey associational significance with the growth of MSU following WWII. 

		Reported_By: Victoria Drummond

		Date_Recorded: 12/27/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 431,964.69

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24FR0411

		Property_Name: Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad route in Fergus County

		Property_Town: Lewistown-Roy

		Property_Date/Year: 1906-1970

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad route in Fergus County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24FR0411 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act responsibilities consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments on state land in Fergus County, Montana, that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.    

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Identifying a legally accessible, abandoned segment of railroad grade and fully restoring a 1/4 mile representative segment on state land is estimated to cost $215,000.  This is based on discussions with Montana Rail Link engineer, Nick Bailey (pers. comm. November 2011).  Included in the estimate is the cost of tracks and ties ($135 per linear foot), reconstruction of the grade where needed to provide structural integrity and to match original historic dimensions and materials, (continued below) 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: (continued) and denuding the grade of vegetation to match its original historic appearance.  Additionally, approximately 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Northeastern Land Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify maintenance needs as they arise.  Current appraised value of this Heritage Property is zero dollars.  If $215,000 is invested into the restoration of 1/4 mile of railroad, the appraised market value is estimated to be the cost of the salvage price of the tracks and ties (approx. $20,000 at current scrap metal prices). The restored segment of railroad would appraise as an encumbrance to the land (T. Konency pers. comm 2011) on which it it located, and would probably result in a slight depreciation of real estate value.  Because it is unlikely that a restored segment of railroad would be attractive to the touring public, it is difficult to estimate if any additional tourist dollars would be spent locally if the Heritage Property is developed as proposed.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/1/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 1

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  Today, the grade of the railroad is salvaged, abandoned, and typically covered with vegetation.  Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Fergus County. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Camp site

		Current Use: Archaeological site

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24DN0057/24SH0633

		Property_Name: County Line Archaeological Site

		Property_Town: Scobey

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The majority of the archaeological site was intact and in good condition in 2001.  The north end of the site had been impacted by road construction and agricultural activities.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of 36 stone circles and associated lithic materials, stone-lined depressions and cairns.  The site was determined eligible for the National Register of Historic Places under Criterion D.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site was originally recorded in 1983 and re-recorded in 2001.  The undisturbed portion of the site is located outside the existing MDT ROW on private land.  The small portion of it within the ROW has been heavily disturbed and does not contain any features that contribute to the site.  The MDT has not had reason to revisit the site since 2001.  

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The site was originally recorded in 1983 and re-recorded as part of a planned highway project in 2001.  At that time, it was determined eligible for the National Register.  No mitigation work was necessary for the site as the MDT project did not impact it.  The vast majority of the site and the part that is still relatively intact is located outside the MDT ROW and is privately owned.  The portion of the site within the ROW has been significantly disturbed.  The MDT has no projects programmed for the area.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The relatively intact portion of the site is located on private land outside the MDT ROW.  No projects have been programmed by the MDT in that area since 2001.  When that happens, the MDT will re-investigate the site.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/15/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See Status above.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
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Condition (Choose One): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 8

		Historic Use: Multiple features developed to enhance park area and viewing of the spring

		Current Use: same as historic

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24CA0620

		Property_Name: Giant Springs CCC-era features/NRHP-eligible

		Property_Town: Great Falls

		Property_Date/Year: 1930's

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 7 features still hold good historic integrity and have been minimally altered. One feature, Roe Island Bridge was replaced due to failure, but still resembles the original structure.  SHPO concurrence was obtained for that work.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site features 8 historic features: a 4 span viewing bridge in between the spring and the Missouri River, 2 stone retaining walls around the shore and  Roe island, a bridge to Roe Island, a cantilevered viewing platform above the spring, arched walls and sandstone steps, a Lewis & Clark monument and a stone bench. Most of the features were constructed by the CCC & WPA.

		Use_Comment: None at this time

		Status_Comment: Negative impacts to features have the ability to occur due to age and location of features. The features are constantly in the elements from wind, snow, river fluctuations and rain. In addition the State Park has approximately 250,000 visitors a year that utilize the features during their visit. 

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 500

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 1500

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 2,000

		Monitoring: 1,000

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Montana State Parks received a PPLM River Fund grant and rehabilitated the Roe Island Rock Wall historic feature in 2012.Montana State Parks was awarded a PPLM River Fund Grant to rehabilitate the sandstone steps leading up the hill from the springs. Work will take place in the Spring of 2014.  Cost is estimated to be $31,000.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Historic features associated with this site will be maintained by Montana State Parks.  Current maintenance needs include the following: Re-pointing and resetting of stone steps and archway, resetting of stones in rock walls surrounding the Springs and Roe River, rehabilitation of the large viewing bridge.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jason Pignanelli

		Date_Recorded: 10/31/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: college gymnasium and physical education classrooms  

		Current Use: decommissioned gym - awaiting whole building renovation to re purpose as an academic and student services building 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1884

		Property_Name: Romney Gymnasium

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman

		Property_Date/Year: 1922

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: In excellent condition, it remains nearly intact except the enclosure of the south staircase.  It retains  much of its original ornamental detailing. The axial relationship to Montana Hall is a remnant of the 1917 Carsley/Gilbert Campus Master Plan. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: 1922 Italian Renaissance Revival style served as a terminus for the north/south axis in the 1917 Carsley/Gilbert Campus Plan and its placement compliments its classical layout. Designed by Montana architects Shanley & Baker. One of the buildings constructed Post WWI in what has been the greatest building period for the university. 

		Use_Comment: It's space is under utilized and much is non-accessible.  It needs to be re purposed so that the core location supports the students now that the gymnasium uses transited to the Marga Hoseaus Fitness Center. It is a structurally sound building - but lacks the mechanical and electrical systems necessary for academic uses.      

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 327,997

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 30,893.64

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: A high MSU priority for LRBP funding to accommodate a comprehensive building renovation to repurpose the building for a non-gymnasium, academic uses.      

		Other_Comment: Originally the roof was covered in copper. 

		Reported_By: victoria drummond

		Date_Recorded: 12/13/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 44,770.13

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned and actively used segments

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24DN0136

		Property_Name: Great Northern Railroad route in Daniels County

		Property_Town: Scobey/Opheim

		Property_Date/Year: 1913-1914

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Great Northern Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Great Northern Railroad (the Plentywood to Scobey branchline and the Scobey to Opheim branchline) in Daniels County, Montana.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24DN0136 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act requirements consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments of the Great Northern Railroad (the Plentywood to Scobey branchline and the Scobey to Opheim branchline) on state land in Daniels County, Montana that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad. 

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Identifying a legally accessible, abandoned segment of railroad grade and fully restoring a 1/4 mile representative segment on state land is estimated to cost $215,000.  This is based on discussions with Montana Rail Link engineer, Nick Bailey (pers. comm. November 2011).  Included in the estimate is the cost of tracks and ties ($135 per linear foot), reconstruction of the grade where needed to provide structural integrity and to match original historic dimensions and materials, (continued below)

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: (continued) and denuding the grade of vegetation to match its original historic appearance.  Additionally, approximately 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Glasgow Unit Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify maintenance needs as they arise.  Current appraised value of this Heritage Property is zero dollars.  If $215,000 is invested into the restoration of 1/4 mile of railroad, the appraised market value is estimated to be the cost of the salvage price of the tracks and ties (approx. $20,000 at current scrap metal prices). The restored segment of railroad would appraise as an encumbrance to the land (T. Konency pers. comm 2011) on which it it located, and would probably result in a slight depreciation of real estate value.  Because it is unlikely that a restored segment of railroad would be attractive to the touring public, it is difficult to estimate if any additional tourist dollars would be spent locally if the Heritage Property is developed as proposed.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/8/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 1

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  Some segments of the railroad are abandoned and some are still actively used.  Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties (for the most part) no longer exist, and the grade is typically covered with vegetation.  Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Daniels County, although other structures such as water tanks and pump stations for filling steam engines are present. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Property Town/Vicinity of:  
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 3

		Historic Use: Highway 

		Current Use: Highway 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24VL1865

		Property_Name: Theodore Roosevelt Highway/Secondary 246

		Property_Town: Glasgow to Vandalia

		Property_Date/Year: 1919-1928

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The roadway segment retains good integrity.  The road is on its original alignment with the original roadway width.  Three structures (culverts) associated with the historic highway are intact and functioning.  Other than routine maintenance, there have been no changes to the highway segment.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The district consists of approximately 15 miles of gravel-surfaced roadway that served as an original alignment of the Roosevelt Highway and, for a time, US Highway 2.  The road is NRHP eligible under Criteria A and C.  The route was selected for preservation under the Montana Historic Highway Program as one of the conditions of the MDT's Historic Roads & Bridges Programmatic Agreement.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The historic roadway now serves as a state secondary highway and is routinely maintained by the MDT.  Other than routine maintenance, there are no other undertakings planned for this highway.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the roadway and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The department also grades the route when needed to eliminate ruts and washboarding. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The roadway is routinely maintained.  There are no plans to reconstruct, widen, or otherwise rehabilitate the roadway.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/30/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The condition of the roadway is good.  It is routinely maintained by the MDT and repairs are made when needed.  Repairs usually consist of filling potholes, grading the gravel surface, and cleaning out culverts.  The roadway is plowed during the winters.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Gold Rush Town 

		Current Use: A balance between historical interpretation and concessionaires that rent buildings from MHC/State of Montana. 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MA0723

		Property_Name: Virginia City Historic District

		Property_Town: Virginia City

		Property_Date/Year: 1863

		State_Agency: [Commerce/Heritage Commision]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Montana Heritage Commission strives to help keep the historic integrity of its buildings through proactive relationships with the Town of Virginia City, A programmatic agreement with the State Historic Preservation Office and have a consulting contract withe the Montana Preservation Alliance. This will always be a top priority.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: In 1863, Virginia City was the site of one of the greatest gold strikes in the West. Within weeks, it turned into a boomtown and became the first capital of the Montana Territory from 1864-75. More than 200 historic buildings and some one million authentic artifacts of its history remain. Virginia City is an outdoor living history museum, and one of the largest national historic landmark districts in Montana.

		Use_Comment: The MHC governing statute indicates that the Montana Heritage Commission must strive to become self-sustaining based on earned revenue. We have not received any Long Range Preservation funds for close to 8 years and have been reliant on our earned revenue that helps with the needed maintenance and repairs but is falling short on long range repairs and preservation of its many structures. 

		Status_Comment: MHC does employ two full time preservation specialists that have close to 30 years of combined experience. This experience helps to make sure the buildings remain satisfactory and hopefully will continue to improve the condition of this historic landmark. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 15,000

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 90,000

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 120,000

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: These are estimates based on the financial information from financial reports for the past 2 years. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Please reference specific maintenance needs on the summary section of the SB3 report. These structures have been identified as top priorities to repair and preserve based on historic integrity, addressing dangerous structures that could danger on of the large amount of tourists visiting our site and to also help increase revenue streams to help with the ongoing costs associated with running this site. 

		Other_Comment: The following are the top 20% of structures that we will be focusing on in the next biennium, however this is subject to receiving necessary funds in the Long Range Building Program.V014 Aunt Julia’s House, V029 Tobacco Shop, V030 Jewelry Store, V032 Toy Store, V035 City Bakery, V036 Kiskadden Barn, V038 Fairweather Inn, V039Fairweather Inn Annex, V040 Montana Post and Stone Print Shop, V042Brewery, V044 Gilbert House, V057 Village Pump, V058 Bickford House, V065 Content’s Corner, V075 Buford Center Part (Wells Fargo Coffee House), V081Barber Shop, V084 Sauerbier Blacksmith Shop, V085 Bale of Hay Saloon, V087 Opera House, V094 Green Front Hotel, V095 Green Front Restaurant, V113 North Jack Taylor Cabin, V114 South Jack Taylor Cabin, V118 Governor Thomas Francis Meagher House, V121 Methodist Church, V124Hickman House (Fairchild), N008 Dr. Byam House, N030 Finney House, Reeder’s Alley (16 Individual Units) 

		Reported_By: Elijah Allen

		Date_Recorded: 3/2/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 183

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 430000

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24FH0350

		Property_Name: Great Northern Railroad route in Flathead County

		Property_Town: Kalispell

		Property_Date/Year: 1887

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Great Northern Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Great Northern Railroad in Flathead County, Montana.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as hiking trails.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24FH0350 relevant to DNRC consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments of the Great Northern Railroad on state land in Flathead County, Montana that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.   

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Identifying a legally accessible, abandoned segment of railroad grade and fully restoring a 1/4 mile representative segment on state land is estimated to cost $215,000.  This is based on discussions with Montana Rail Link engineer, Nick Bailey (pers. comm. November 2011).  Included in the estimate is the cost of tracks and ties ($135 per linear foot), reconstruction of the grade where needed to provide structural integrity and to match original historic dimensions and materials, (continued below)

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #4 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of restoration, but it may be feasible and consistent with the School Trust mandates to authorize an outside party to maintain and allow public utilization of selected segments of abandoned railroad grade for hiking/biking purposes. 

		Other_Comment: (continued) and denuding the grade of vegetation to match its original historic appearance.  Additionally, approximately 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Northwest Land Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify maintenance needs as they arise.  Current appraised value of this Heritage Property is zero dollars.  If $215,000 is invested into the restoration of 1/4 mile of railroad, the appraised market value is estimated to be the cost of the salvage price of the tracks and ties (approx. $20,000 at current scrap metal prices). The restored segment of railroad would appraise as an encumbrance to the land (T. Konency pers. comm 2011) on which it it located, and would probably result in a slight depreciation of real estate value.  Because it is unlikely that a restored segment of railroad would be attractive to the touring public, it is difficult to estimate if any additional tourist dollars would be spent locally if the Heritage Property is developed as proposed.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 10/28/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 1

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos. The abandoned grade is typically covered with vegetation, but some segments have been converted to hiking and biking trails.  This appears to be a reasonable alternative to restoration.Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Flathead County. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Prehistoric occupation

		Current Use: NHL/State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24YL0001

		Property_Name: Pictograph Cave NHL

		Property_Town: Billings

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The cave and surrounding park land are well maintained and protected by park staff. A visitor center, trails and parking lot have been constructed to allow better access and enjoyment of the site. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This incredibly significant site provided the information upon which the chronological sequence of northwestern prehistory was based. The contents of the cave were almost completely excavated between 1937-1941 by WPA workers. The cave is open to the public but visitors view the cave and what  remains of the over 100 pictographs from a viewing platform just outside the cave.  

		Use_Comment: Park staff has spent much time and effort to better equip the area with sign's and information to deter negative impacts and inform visitors of the importance of preservation at the birthplace of Montana archeology. Visitation at Pictograph Cave State Park increased over 39% from 2012 to 2013 with over 39,000 people. 

		Status_Comment: Site is in satisfactory condition and because it is a state park, it is protected and has a good human presence which helps ensure its preservation.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 208,682

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 16269

		Interpretation: 5998

		Promotion: 3135

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 5046

		Monitoring: 2000

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Costs are compiled via personnel services & operations budget for Pictograph Cave State Park. In addition the purchase of a new museum display, Past Perfect software and rockfall mitigation equipment are included. The University of Montana also hosted a field school at the park this season which included documenting pictograph figures, WPA inscriptions and 3-D scanning of the landscape surrounding the caves.  State parks sponsored two interns who are cataloguing the site's artifact collection ($10,600).

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The partial retaining wall and back fill project that took place during the spring of 2004 needs to be completed. This was recommended in a 2011 report "Damage Assessment and Recommended Conservation Measures at Pictograph Cave" by Stratum Unlimited. 

		Other_Comment: A rockfall that took place in January of 2013 removed three pictographs from the back wall of the cave. This included a turtle pictograph that was radio carbon dated to 2,145 B.P. 

		Reported_By: Jarret Kostrba

		Date_Recorded: 11/07/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Site is in good condition and intact prehistoric remains are located outside the caves on the terrace. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Automobile travel

		Current Use: Automobile travel

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24HL1128

		Property_Name: Abandoned and actively used segments of Highway 2 in Hill County

		Property_Town: Havre

		Property_Date/Year: 1927

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of abandoned and actively used segments of Highway 2 in Hill County.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: Because the MDoT owns the actively used segments of Highway 2, the DNRC is only concerned with those abandoned segments on School Trust land.   Associated structures such as tunnels, bridges, or culverts have not been identified on any of the state tracts containing the abandoned road routes in Hill County.   

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because much in the way of construction/maintenance records and general history already exists, no further consideration of this Heritage Property is currently warranted. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that the abandoned segments are worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/10/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos.   All abandoned segments of Highway 2 on DNRC administered state land are largely covered with vegetation, and are slowly being reclaimed by natural and cultural processes. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Property Town/Vicinity of:  
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State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Governors Residence

		Current Use: Governors Residence

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Executive Residence - 2 Carson Street

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1957

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Governors Residence

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Excellent]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Infrastructure has been continually upgraded since 2002

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: The property is listed in the Montana Capitol Complex Master Plan as "significant structure, potentially eligible for individual listing in the National Register of Historic Places for its association with the Governor's role in State government. This property needs to be recorded on a Historic Property Record Inventory form, registered with a property number (Smithsonian trinomial), and evaluated for eligibility as a state-owned heritage property, in consultation with SHPO.

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]
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Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Stagecoach travel

		Current Use: private ranch access

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PW0666

		Property_Name: Helena and Blackfoot City Stage Road Route

		Property_Town: Avon

		Property_Date/Year: ca.1870-1883

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site was originally a two track trail, or at best an unimproved dirt trail.  Today it has been bladed and incorporated into a local private road.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the abandoned route of the Helena and Blackfoot City Stage Road as determined by the 1872-1873 GLO Survey Plats.  The resource was determined potentially eligible for NR listing during consultation between the DNRC and the SHPO.

		Use_Comment: The site follows its original route, and at least some segments likely appear much as they did when the resoruce was used for stagecoach travel.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form and photos. The original route is still visible, even if contemporary road work has slightly modified the width of the original trail in some places.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The site was generally documented by the DNRC, no additional work is currently recommended.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because most of the road route is not on state land.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/11/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The original route is still visible, even if contemporary road work has slightly modified the width of the original trail in some places.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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State Agency (Choose One):  
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Historic Use:  
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Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: The site was formerly a precontact campsite.

		Current Use: The site has been destroyed by transportation projects.

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24YL1607

		Property_Name: Alkali Creek Site

		Property_Town: Billings Airport Road/Heights/Alkali Creek Road

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: An excavation report was prepared by ACRCS.  It is titled, "Airport Road Archaeological and Geoarchaeological Investigations and Data Recovery at 24YL1607 (Alkali Creek Site) in the City of Billings, Yellowstone County, Montana."  The report was completed in 2011.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site was mitigated by Aaberg Cultural Resource Consulting Service (ACRCS) during the 2007 and 2008 field seasons.  This large site has been virtually 100% destroyed by transportation-related construction since 2008.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site is destroyed.

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: N/A

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Steve Platt

		Date_Recorded: 02/24/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site no longer exists.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Chert extraction locality (marginal)

		Current Use: None

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24LC0864

		Property_Name: Prehistoric chert quarry

		Property_Town: Lincoln

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of a natural exposure of a chert (red, purple, tan, white, brown) west of Lincoln, MT, at the east side of the Landers Fork drainage.  The chert material was minimally exploited by past Native American occupants of the region for use in stone tool manufacture.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site has been mapped and examined using a series of auger tests, shovel tests, and formal excavation units.  The chert material is only marginal for use in stone tool production, so it was not heavily exploited by past Native American occupants. Subsurface examination  indicates a lack of deeply buried cultural materials that retain contextual integrity.  The time periods of site use are unknown.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The DNRC should make an effort to periodically monitor the site (5 year intervals) in order to assess site condition and any potential threats to its integrity.

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #4 in rank because it is in no immediate danger of natural or man-caused disturbance.  As such, no preservation measures or stabilization work is currently recommended.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/23/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The resource is on a stable landform and is currently in little danger of being disturbed by natural or cultural forces.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Actively used and abandoned segments, too.

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24RV0746

		Property_Name: Northern Pacific Railroad Route in Roosevelt County

		Property_Town: Bainville

		Property_Date/Year: 1902

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Northern Pacific Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the route of the Northern Pacific Railroad Route in Roosevelt County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24RV0746 on state land are actively used, maintained, owned, and operated by Burlington Northern.  Because the segments of 24RV0746 on state land are privately owned, the DNRC has no legal authority to manage the site.  It should be noted that the Snowden Bridge is located at the south end of the site.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the DNRC has no legal authority to manage the actively used railroad segments on state land in Roosevelt County, no further consideration of this Heritage Property is currently warranted. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not have administrative authority over the site.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/8/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site forms and photos.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Precontact Native American campsite

		Current Use: None

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24LC1210

		Property_Name: Prehistoric campsite

		Property_Town: Lincoln

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site has been mapped and examined using a series of auger tests, shovel tests, and formal excavation units.  Buried cultural materials that retain contextual integrity exist in small, isolated portions of the site.  The site may in part date to the latter part of the Middle Prehistoric Period based on the presence of a corner-notched projectile point found on the site surface.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of a thin scattering of chipped stone materials in the vicinity of the confluence of Landers Fork and the Blackfoot River. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment:  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The DNRC should make an effort to periodically monitor the site (5 year intervals) in order to assess site condition and any potential threats to its integrity.

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #3 in rank because it has been demonstrated to contain stratified cultural materials representative of different time spans.  However, no preservation measures or stabilization work is currently recommended.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/26/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is bisected by Highway 2.  A Montana Power Company/Northwest Energy substation, a former MDoT asphalt/road surfacing materials storage site, and the local landfill access road are located in the S1/2 of the site and have caused significant disturbance.  The resource is on a stable landform and is currently in little danger of being further disturbed.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24CA0389

		Property_Name: Hardy Bridge

		Property_Town: Cascade

		Property_Date/Year: 1931

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity of location, setting, design, materials, workmanship and feeling.  It is a contributing component of the Old US Highway 91 Historic District (24CA0386/24LC2112).  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Hardy Bridge is a multi-span steel Warren through truss structure.  The bridge is listed in the National Register of Historic Places.  It is an excellent example of one of the last through truss bridges of this design built by the MDT.  It also retains excellent integrity and has not been significantly modified since its construction in 1931.   

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge has not been programmed for rehabilitation or replacement during this two-year reporting cycle.  The bridge continues to function in its historic capacity.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The bridge is regularly maintained on an as-needed basis.  There have been no significant maintenance required during this reporting cycle.  The bridge is inspected every two years with the last inspection occurring in March 2012.  The inspection (which included an underwater component) did not discover any significant structural problems with the bridge.  It will be inspected again in March 2014.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has not programmed the bridge for replacement or rehabilitation during this reporting cycle.  The bridge is listed in the National Register of Historic Places and is included in the MDT's Historic Bridge Rehabilitation Program.  That program makes the bridge a priority for rehabilitation by the MDT.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/04/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition and is well maintained.  There have been no significant modifications or alterations to the structure since it was constructed in 1931.  It is a good example of an early Great Depression era steel highway through truss bridge.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
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Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Use: 
Historic Use:  
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Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
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Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24ME0703

		Property_Name: Jawbone Line of the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad in Meagher County

		Property_Town: Ringling

		Property_Date/Year: 1895

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Jawbone Line of the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad in Meagher County.

		Use_Comment: The Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.  The Jawbone line was a significant contributing element to the railroad in central Montana.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24ME0703 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act responsibilities consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments on state land in Meagher County, Montana, that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.   

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the abandoned segments of railroad on DNRC administered state land have been adequately documented, no additional preservation activities are planned. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because the DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/12/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  Today, the grade of the railroad is salvaged, abandoned, and typically covered with vegetation.   Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Meagher County.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Academic classrooms, labs, offices

		Current Use: Labs and offices 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1799

		Property_Name: McCall Hall 

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman

		Property_Date/Year: 1952

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment:  The building retains integrity of location, design, setting, workmanship, feeling and association. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The small scale building occupies prime corner real property that in the university's master plan (Long Range Campus Development Plan 2009) is suited for a parking structure (possibly combined with retail and/or residence units) to accommodate growth & the continued use of the Brick Breeden Fieldhouse &  high-rise residential facilities.  As a small footprint, single level building. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 64,816

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 37,649.27

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Over the years, McCall Hall has been used for research and diagnostic operations related to animal diseases that would require extensive remediation and renovation of the building to use it for teaching and non-research uses. Work Order projects including upgrading building lighting to T8 efficiency, and replacing exhaust units and related occupancy controls. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Fair.  The building and it's limited uses are becoming obsolete.  Note the brick unidentified in the Property Record is confirmed to be Lewistown Brick.  The Property Record suggests that the satellites on the south side are abandoned from the prior communication use of the building, when in fact they are still operational and in use.  

		Other_Comment: Note request for correction to the Montana Historic Property Record dated July 20, 2010.  According to the As-Built drawings (dated 3-31-52, Facilities Services) the building was originally called "Veterinary Research Laboratory, MSC",and the Architect was Edwin G. Osness, Billings, MT. Please correct date of construction and dispel the suggestion that Fred Willson was the architect. Also, correct the legal location as NW1/4 and NE 1/4 SW 1/4 of Section 13, T2S, R5E, COS 2727. The eventual Marsh Labs (west of S. 19th Ave) was originally called the Montana Veterinary Center (see attached architectural drawing from Presidents file) and Western Regional Animal Disease Research Lab and was confused by the similar name of Veterinary Research Lab - a former name of McCall Hall.  Also correct Record to show MT State Diagnostics & MSU Veterinary as the purpose for its construction.

		Reported_By: victoria drummond

		Date_Recorded: 12/20/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: `Currently shows a 11.2% Facilities Condition Index - over 10 falls in the poor category with accumulated deferred maintenance. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 18,670.40

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BH1583

		Property_Name: (Sites 24BH1583 and 24BH1584 combined)

		Property_Town: Decker

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Subsequent to the site being determined a Heritage Property, it was formally evaluated through archaeological investigative methods and recommended at that later time to lack the criteria of a Heritage Property-- primarily because it lacks subsurface, culturally/temporally diagnostic, and dateable cultural remains.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of a limited scattering of chipped stone debitage on a low-lying ridge in Bighorn County.  The site was determined to be a Heritage Property through consultation between an unknown entity and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not a part of this discussion.  

		Use_Comment: The site is within the boundaries of a future coal mine expansion.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  At the time of formal evaluation work, sites 24BH1583 and 24BH1584 were combined and designated as 24BH1583.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Spring Creek Coal Company has spent approximately $15,000 (G. Munson pers. comm. 2011) to date to identify and evaluate this cultural resource.  Although the site has been determined to be a Heritage Property, it is difficult to justify spending any additional money or resources to preserve or research it.  The site is located within the proposed Spring Creek Coal Mine expansion area and will probably be destroyed in the near future.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 8/12/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Academic classroom, lab, and office space 

		Current Use: Academic classroom, lab, and office space  

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1874

		Property_Name: Herrick Hall

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman 

		Property_Date/Year: 1959

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: It retains much of its historical appearance and detailing; little of the exterior has been altered. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Three-story reinforced concrete with a granite water table, terra cotta detailing and red tile roof.  An Italian Renaissance style credited to Fred F. Willson but MSC supervising architect W. R. Plew was the general contractor and drew final plans . One of six buildings constructed in early 1920's.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 249,592

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 31,437.25

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Conceptual plans are being developed to finish the attic space for instructional and office space.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: victoria drummond

		Date_Recorded: 12/27/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 159,630.56

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Employee housing

		Current Use: Student and employee housing

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Lexington, Missoula North, Missoula South Apartment Buildings

		Property_Town: Butte

		Property_Date/Year: 1950

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Buildings are greater than 50 years old.  Typical construction methods and materials used for 1950 light duty wood framed apartment housing.  No significant design elements.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Constructed in 1950 as three similar apartment buildings for Anaconda Copper Company employee housing.  Buildings were aquired by Montana Tech and serve as university student and employee family housing.

		Use_Comment: Buildings have been partially remodeled and well maintained over the years.

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Michael Allen

		Date_Recorded: 12/20/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 3

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Buildings were designed and constructed as light duty wood framed apartment housing.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Historic Portage Trail

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24CA0238

		Property_Name: Lewis and Clark Portage Trail/NHL

		Property_Town: Great Falls

		Property_Date/Year: 1805-1806

		State_Agency: [FWP]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The area surrounding the park is in fairly good condition and the landscape is changed but not significantly--it is mostly farmland.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This site was the portage trail used by Lewis and Clark in July of 1805.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: Portions of the portage trail are near Giant Springs State Park and are included on parts of State Parks property and easements. Most of the route is on private land; numerous roads cross the trail location and development has occurred in many areas thus obliterating the trail. An overall assessment of the trail on all lands is needed to properly assess the status of the portage trail. USFS, National Trail Heritage Foundation, and Portage Route Chapter are the primary stewards of the route.

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 108,824

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 6,632

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: No stewardship efforts have been undertaken at this site in the past two years by State Parks.  The USFS, Portage Route Chapter , and Trail Heritage Foundation have undertaken monitoring and preservation efforts on private lands and in areas where they have easements.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Since the trail is outside Giant Springs State Park and included only on State Parks easements (where another agency would likely be the responsible land managing agency), maintenance and preservation of the portage trail are not a high priority.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Sara Scott and Matt Marcinek

		Date_Recorded: 11/5/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Numerous roads cross the trail location and development has occurred in many areas thus obliterating the portage trail. An overall assessment of the trail on all lands is needed to properly assess the condition and integrity of the entire portage trail.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Athletic events, student recreation and community activities.

		Current Use: Student recreation and community activities.  Official athletic events use other facilities today.

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Leonard Field

		Property_Town: Butte

		Property_Date/Year: 1931

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Structure is greater than 50 years old.  Grass field surface and stone retaining walls essentially unchanged from original construction.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Athletic field construction was originally approved in 1911, however lack of funding delayed the project until 1931.  Work began under the supervision of the Silver Bow County Emergency Relief Committee. Work on the field continued in 1934 as part of the Civil Works Administration program.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Michael Allen

		Date_Recorded: 12/20/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Field surface in good condition.  Stone and masonry elements will need attention.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24TL0401

		Property_Name: Marias River Bridge 

		Property_Town: I-15 frontage road 4 miles south of Shelby

		Property_Date/Year: 1936

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is an excellent and relatively rare example of a 1930s era steel girder bridge.  The retains its original configuration and all of its original structural components are intact and unchanged.  The concrete guardrails strengthen its association with the type of bridge guardrails utilized by the MDT during the 1930s.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Marias River Bridge is a 6 span steel girder bridge that was constructed in 1936.  It is listed in the National Register of Historic Places under the Historic Steel Stringer and Steel Girder Bridge MPD.  It is listed under Criterion A for its association with the New Deal-funded highway program of the Great Depression and under C for its high degree of integrity. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge is listed in the National Register.  It is in good condition with no significant structural deficiencies that would warrant either its rehabilitation or replacement.  The MDT has no plans to conduct any kind of work to the structure other than routine maintenance.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The department also inspects the bridge every two years with the last inspection occurring in 2012.  The inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies that would warrant the programming of a rehabilitation or replacement project by the MDT.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is in good condition with no significant structural deficiencies.  The MDT does not anticipate programming a project to rehabilitate or replace the bridge in the foreseeable future.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/22/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition with all its original structural components intact.  The bridge functions in its historic capacity.  There are no significant structural deficiencies. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Highway rest area

		Current Use: Highway rest area

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24MA0549

		Property_Name: Raynolds Pass Rest Area

		Property_Town: 33 Miles South of Ennis

		Property_Date/Year: 1966

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The rest area was constructed in 1966 from a standardized design developed by the MDT.  The original layout of the site is intact as is the primary building - the restrooms.  The picnic shelters appear to be historic age, but all but one of the benches are replacements as is the trash can receptacle.  The setting of the site and its association as a 1960s-era rest area is intact.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Raynolds Pass Rest Area consists of 9 features associated with the operation of the rest area beginning in 1966.  The rest area was constructed during a period in the 1960s when the rest area system expanded to include both Interstate and primary highway sites.  They all utilized a standard  restroom building and landscape design.  The site is eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has programmed a project to reconstruct the rest area, including the restroom building.  The building is not ADA compliant, nor does it meet current security standards.  The basic landscape design of the rest area, however, will not be changed by the project, but some new appurtenances, such as the trash cans, will be replaced with bear proof containers.  The MDT determined the site NRHP eligible and has submitted the site form to the NPS to determine if HABS recordation is warranted for the site.   

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 5,000

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the site and make repairs on an as-needed basis.  The MDT also contracts with individuals to clean the rest rooms and prevent vandalism of the site.  The MDT will be reconstructing the site, but not in this reporting cycle. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has programmed this rest area for reconstruction.  The restroom building will be demolished and replaced with a building that is open year-round and meets current ADA and security standards.  The MDT has submitted a copy of the site form to the National Park Service to determine the level of HABS recordation, if any, necessary for this property.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/25/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site is in good condition.  It is open only seasonally and is routinely maintained by the MDT and by a contractor.  The restroom building is in good condition and is functional, but it doesn't meet ADA and security standards.  The remaining features at the site are in good condition.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Dormitory

		Current Use: Classroom/Office

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: North Corbin Hall

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1956

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Aside from the roof being replaced, which you can't be seen from the ground, this buildings exterior has remained relatively unchanged since it was built. The interior, however, has changed since it was designed as a men's dorm but is now utilized essentially as an office building with some classrooms. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Completed in 1956, North Corbin linked Corbin and Brantly Halls and was designed by Brinkman and Lenon architects and engineers. While Corbin and Brantly both have hipped roofs, North Corbin's is flat, and was replace with a single ply membrane within the last ten years.

		Use_Comment: Originally built as a Dorm, is now mostly being used as an office complex for overflow from various campus departments. Also houses the MSU school of Nursing with some small class rooms in the basement.

		Status_Comment: While all of the dorm rooms are now being used as offices, the interior features, such as plumbing, has been left in place. Exterior hasn't been altered at all. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Interior has changed somewhat to accommodate use change from dormitory to Office/classroom building.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1) Replace exterior steps and retaining walls. 2) Exterior brick and tile needs to be tuck pointed and sealed. 3) Exterior single pane windows need to be replaced.4) Floors throughout building need to be replaced. 

		Other_Comment: 5) Replace vinyl wall covering in hallways.6) Heating system controls need to be replaced.7) Plumbing fixtures and piping need to be replaced. 8) Lighting and electrical distribution throughout building is old/obsolete and needs to be upgraded.9) Remove/replace ACT flooring. 

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Building has retained most of its original exterior character and has been satisfactorily maintained. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Heating Plant for campus.

		Current Use: Heating Plant for campus. 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1629

		Property_Name: Heating Plant

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman 

		Property_Date/Year: 1922

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The building retains good historic integrity of design, materials and workmanship despite the removal of its iconic smokestack in 2003 and the small addition of 1990. The building;s brick cladding, terra cotta ornamentation and granite foundation are still  in tact, along with the its massive industrial-style steel windows.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Designed by Fred F. Willson, the 1922 Italian Renissance Revival Heating Plant is reinforced concrete clad in red brick and pink granite terra cotta ornamentation. The rectangular building originally included a 175 foot smoke stack that was removed in 2003 and sky lights that were removed in c. 2000. One of six buildings constructed early 1920's funded by a special property tax that transformed the campus.   

		Use_Comment: Fuels have changed - but it is still the central location for the creation of steam heat that is distributed throughout the campus core providing heat and heated water for the buildings. While still operating three boilers, natural gas (propane as back up) replaced the coal fired operations.   

		Status_Comment: The removal of the stack had an adverse effect on the original architecture of the building. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 59,415

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 18,404.07

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The 50% of the repair project expense was to upgrade the Heating Plant Data Recorder, provide surge protectors and testing equipment.    

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: A percentage of the brick envelope requires repointing and resealing.    

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: victoria drummond

		Date_Recorded: 01/09/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 2

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The Facilities Condition rating is 1.9%. The deferred maintenance is related to masonry repairs.     

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 266,883.85

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: residence

		Current Use: Office Space

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC2260

		Property_Name: Old Stone House - 1219 8th Avenue

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1892/1895

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Laura Howey house from 1901 to 1920.  She was a librarian at the Montana Historical Society and a professor of civics and economics at the Montana Wesleyan University in Helena.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Improving]

		Dropdown14: [Good]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 10,000

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Front porch re-built do to failed foundation and rotten wood framing materials.$10,000

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: The property is listed in the Montana Capitol Complex Master Plan as a significant structure with the potential to be listed on the National Register of Historic Places.

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]
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(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Academic classrooms and labs 

		Current Use: Academic classrooms and labs 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1877

		Property_Name: Lewis Hall 

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman 

		Property_Date/Year: 1922

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Building is in  good condition and retains its massing and detailing.  It is classic Italian Renaissance Revival style typical of academic buildings in the early 20th century.  The 1960 addition to the west and 1985 addition to the north detracts from its original appearance and promnance but they do not obscure the elevations.   

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Designed by Montana architects Shanley & Baker as Italian Renaissance Revival style with terra cotta ornamentation and a red tile roof and paired pilasters evoking the Corinthian order of classical architecture. Carved rafter tails are visible under the exaggerated overhanging eaves. The iron and oak open staircase is visible through bronze and glass main entrance.   

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 260,370

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Lewis Hall is a high priority for conceptual planning to increase utilization of spaces with upgraded instructional and research labs.   Terra cotta urns graced the main entrance - one damaged urn survives and project may include reproduction of the urns to return to the building. 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: victoria drummond

		Date_Recorded: 01/30/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 26,948.87

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Aboriginal/historic trail

		Current Use: Unknown

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24SA0343

		Property_Name: Bad Rock Trail

		Property_Town: Thompson Falls 

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site's integrity is good outside of where construction of the NPRR and the highway (MT200) impacted the trail.  The trail is well documented beginning in the second decade of the 19th century by David Thompson and by travelers who followed him and left written accounts of the trail.  The trail has been impacted by railroad and highway construction, but portions of it are intact.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of the historic Bad Rock Trail, which was established during precontact and used up through the completion of the Northern Pacific Railway in 1883.  The site is eligible for the National Register under Criterion A.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT recently completed a highway reconstruction project on MT 200 that does not encompass Bad Rock Trail.  The steep cliff upon which the trail is located along with wildlife issues compelled the MDT to reconstruct the highway to the east and west of the trail, but not the section involving the trail itself.  The trail is an issue in the current preliminary designs for the highway, but the plans are not complete and there is no funding to reconstruct this section available for many years.  

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT is in the process of designing the section of MT 200 encompassing the Bad Rock Trail.   The original plans attempted to minimize impacts to the trail.  Additional cultural resource work at the site was conducted by the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes Historic Preservation Office.  The report included oral histories of the trail.  The MDT has installed an interpretive marker in the vicinity of the Bad Rock Trail.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site has not been impacted by highway construction activities as reported in 2012.  The MDT is in the process of redesigning the MT 200 section encompassing the trail and will endeavor to minimize any impacts to it.  The MDT will work in conjunction with the CSKT TPO to ensure that minimization or avoidance of impacts to Bad Rock Trail is accomplished.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The existing condition of the Bad Rock Trail is unknown.  It is likely that at some point in the near future, the MDT will need to revisit the site to determine its current condition.  

		Designed_Redesigned: +

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1796

		Property_Name: Danforth Chapel

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman 

		Property_Date/Year: 1952

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The 40 foot long 7 foot high free standing wall that extends into the chapel uses native stone due to economy and for student participation in construction. MSU student and faculty participated in designing and constructing it under the College's supervising architect, Professor H.C. Cheever.  The chapel's purpose was to provide a definite place set aside for individual meditation.   

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 15,685

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The greatest concern and potential for loss is the large memorial strained glass window that requires professional stabilization and repair. It is called a memorial glass piece because it was donated by the parents of MSC sons who died in WWII.  

		Other_Comment: Note request for correction of the Montana Historic Property Record dated March 11, 2010: in two places the document states that Danforth Park was formerly called Iris Garden.  The correct description is that the larger landscaped area is officially called Danforth Park and within the park area is Danforth Chapel AND the older Iris Garden (constructed 1929-1930) that has been in continual existence as a destination garden and in 2011 was completely renovated. Also correct Record to credit H.C. Cheever, arch professor as local project manager working with designer Emanuel Milstein and MSU volunteers, including Sam Cox, Ag Engineering and industrial arts students, Ken Harlen electrical engineering, Cyril Conrad's applied arts students constructed all interior furnishings; all glass was donated by the Anaconda Copper Mining Co.  The chapel was constructed by the people of Montana.  Collection2245.  

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 1

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
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Status (Choose one): 
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Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agricultural

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24GA0212

		Property_Name: Three Forks of the Missouri/NHL/Lewis and Clark Campsite

		Property_Town: Three Forks

		Property_Date/Year: 1805

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The area surrounding this significant Lewis and Clark camp has been altered by the construction of roads, parking areas, picnic and camping facilities and a highway that passes through the landmark on its west side. Despite some development, the majority of the park is undeveloped and the scenery east of the landmark looks similar to what the Corps of Discovery experienced.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Lewis and Clark expedition traveled through and stayed in this area in July of 1805 on their westward bound journey. The Three Forks of the Missouri has been an important crossroads for many people including early Native Americans and the Lewis and Clark expedition. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: Because the site is within a state park, it is not threatened with development.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 116,114

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 7900

		Interpretation: 4752

		Promotion: 2666

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 2000

		Monitoring: 500

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Missouri Headwaters State Park is growing in popularity with local schools coming out for field trips, and guided tours by parks staff, this is reflected in  Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project costs.

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Interpretation through out much of the park was revised and upgraded in the mid 1990's although some of the interpretation within the park is out-dated and needs to be replaced. All sites recorded in the park should be monitored by park and heritage resource staff. 

		Other_Comment:  Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness efforts and cost pertain to accommodating numerous school groups including staff time involved in giving interpretive talks. The Summer speaker series and special events like our brown bag community breakfast commemorating Lewis's arrival at the Headwaters on July 27th is oriented towards interpretation education and cultural awareness. Brochure costs printing costs are also included. Regular/routine maintenance activities are conducted to stabilize historic buildings (2), manage vegetation, pick up litter, etc. 

		Reported_By: David Andrus 

		Date_Recorded: 11/7/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Much of this significant landmark looks similar to the landscape seen by Lewis and Clark. The condition is fair but could be comprised by further  modern development on the vast private land that surrounds the site. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Private residence

		Current Use: Historic House Museum

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24YL0263

		Property_Name: Moss Mansion

		Property_Town: Billings

		Property_Date/Year: 1903

		State_Agency: [Historical Society]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Because the home did not change hands, it appears nearly the same outside and inside as it did upon completion. When Preston Moss arrived in Billings in 1892, en route to Butte from Missouri, the town’s bustling activity made him decide to stay. He soon took control of the First National Bank of Billings and astutely considered the area’s future.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Built in1902-1903 the 25-room red stone structure was home to Preston B. Moss and his family. Designed by New York architect R. J. Hardenburgh, and decorated by W. P. Nelson of Chicago, it contains original lighting fixtures still in use. Mahogany and walnut woodwork, an onyx fireplace, rose silk and gold leaf wall coverings, and stained glass windows.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: A representative from the Montana Historical Society performs a walk through of the facility once every biennium. The Billings Preservation Society has completed an  conditions assessment  in 2008. MHS conducted a walk-through in 2009 and found things to be satisfactory. MHS has performed another walk-through in 2012. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The Moss Mansion is owned by the City of Billings (38.5% ownership) and the Montana Historical Society (61.5% ownership). Montana Historical Society and the Billings Preservation Society 501(c) (3) have a contractual agreement covered under MCA 22-3-603. "Management of historic sites and buildings -- contracts" that states that the Billings Preservation Society administers, operates, maintains, and restores the Moss Mansion Historic House Museum. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The Billings Preservation Society has completed a conditions assessment  in 2008.A document with priorities has been developed for the sites maintenance needs.

		Other_Comment: The Billings Preservation Society is responsible for the care of this building. Therefore we rate this property as a 3 on MHS’s preservation priority scale. 

		Reported_By: Denise King

		Date_Recorded: 1/31/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: A representative from the Montana Historical Society performs a walk through of the facility once every biennium. The Billings Preservation Society has completed an  conditions assessment  in 2008. MHS conducted a walk-through in 2009 and found things to be satisfactory. MHS has performed another walk-through in 2012. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: First instructional classrooms and laboratories, first library, presidents office, assembly hall, faculty and admin offices.  

		Current Use: Executive offices, Admin and Finance offices, Registrar  

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1879

		Property_Name: Montana Hall

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman

		Property_Date/Year: 1896

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The original gothic cupola was removed in 1911 due to wind damage, the lower base removed in 1927. Upper gable brick damaged by the 1959 Hebgen earthquake.  The copula was accurately reconstructed in 1993 and brick veneer repaired in 2005. East elevation significantly altered in 1926 and no longer matches west elevation and entrance. Vault addition impacts the original west elevation.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The second oldest building on the MSU campus. Occupied 7 years after Montana was granted statehood. As MSU's iconic building it captures the 19th century craftsmanship and ideals of higher education. Designed by Montana's first state architect JC Paulsen. A unique example on the campus of Collegiate Gothic. It established the ongoing brick vernacular of the campus.    

		Use_Comment: In continued use since constructed. It is the second oldest building on campus - an iconic structure that has been included in various iterations of the university logo.  

		Status_Comment: Montana Hall is the center of the historic core. It survived even though it was identified for removal in the 1917 Carsley/Gilbert Campus Plan and to be replaced with a reflective pool feature. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 245,501

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 113,672.63

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Over last decade, complete building restoration has been an MSU priority on the Long Range Building Program.   

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Montana Hall continues to be in the highest priority for LRBP appropriations for a comprehensive building renovation including all new mechanical, electrical and plumbing systems.  ADA compliance is a concern - with limited ADA accessibility into the building and none throughout the building. Renovation concepts include an elevator tower addition to the south elevation - or back side of building.  

		Other_Comment: Montana Hall is a historic anchor in the campus core. It represents a tradition of serving the education needs of Montanans – a symbol of struggles, growth, and triumphs. In 1994 President Malone introduced the new name of the University and with it a new emblem, which depicted Montana Hall – emphasizing the cupola.  The Montana Hall cupola emblem was used for 10 years before being superseded by the current “M” emblem as part of a comprehensive branding program instituted by President Gamble in 2005.  Montana Hall meets specific criteria used by the National Registrar of Historic Places to designate primary structures of significance, such as: 1. Embodies distinctive characteristics of the collegiate movement of the 20th Century – to make higher education accessible to more than the privileged few and is a physical reminder of how citizen’s benefited from the Morrill Land Grant Act. 2. Is significant for its associations with the foundation and growth of the university, and for its architectural style and architect.3. Possesses artistic value making it a distinguishable entity within the college campus, Bozeman Community, and State on Montana.4. Remains on its original site.

		Reported_By: Victoria Drummond

		Date_Recorded: 12/01/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Roof was replaced in 2006 - using new materials to appear like original dark slate.  Copula was restored in architecturally sympathetic materiels and design. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 156,065.05

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24FR0804/24PH1059

		Property_Name: Fred Robinson Bridge

		Property_Town: North of Lewistown on US HIghway 191

		Property_Date/Year: 1959

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity.  The guardrails have been changed to reflect modern traffic standards, but the sub and superstructure is intact and unchanged.  The setting of the site is unchanged as is its association with the MDT's 1950s bridge-building program.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Fred Robinson Bridge is a 4-span continuous steel girder bridge that crosses the Missouri River on the border of Fergus and Phillips counties.  The bridge is listed in the National Register of Historic Places because of its significance to central Montana and because it is an excellent example of a 1950s-era steel girder bridge.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge is a significant component of US Highway 91 and it is routinely maintained and regularly inspected.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge.  It will continue to serve in its historic function.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The bridge is also inspected every two years.  The last inspection occurred in September 2013.  The inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies.  The bridge will continue to serve in its existing function.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace this structure for the foreseeable future.  Routine maintenance and regular inspections will continue.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/15/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition.  It is routinely maintained and regularly inspected.  The last bridge inspection revealed no significant structural problems and it is in no danger of failing.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 19

		Historic Use: Highway 

		Current Use: Abandoned 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24FH0490

		Property_Name: Old US Highway 2 Segments

		Property_Town: Marias Pass, Kalispell, Ashley Creek Valley

		Property_Date/Year: 1930s

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The segments are representative of the MDT's highway construction program of the 1930s.  Most are in poor condition and haven't been maintained for decades.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of 19 abandoned and bypassed segments of US Highway 2 in various locations in Flathead County.  The segments, which were constructed in the 1930s and abandoned later, are eligible for the NRHP under Criterion A.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT currently has no plans to reconstruct, widen or rehabilitate US 2 in the vicinity of the abandoned segments.  Any work that would be done in proximity to the segments would involve the maintenance or resurfacing of the existing roadway. None of these activities have the potential to impact the abandoned highway segments.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT does not maintain these 19 bypassed segments of US Highway 2.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT bypassed and abandoned these 19 road segments when the reconstruction of US 2 was completed.  Although within the existing MDT ROW, they are not maintained by the department and not likely to be maintained by the department in the future.  The road segments have been documented and will not be included in the MDT's Historic Roads & Bridges Programmatic Agreement.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/28/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The 19 bypassed road segments are not maintained by the MDT.  Most of the segments are overgrown with vegetation and badly cracked and potholed.  Some segments are used by local residents as access roads and may be minimally maintained by them.  They have not been identified for potential inclusion in the MDT's Historic Roads and Bridges Programmatic Agreement.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Prehistoric Occupation

		Current Use: MDT ROW

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BH2902

		Property_Name: Unnamed Archaeological Site

		Property_Town: Hardin

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site was determined National Register eligible in 2002.  Testing was conducted at the site in 2001 to assist in that determination.  The site was determined eligible because much of it appears to be intact and undisturbed in areas where the ground has not been disturbed.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of a light scatter of lithic debris and fire-broken rock that is apparent on the surface and in the eroding edges of an alluvial fan.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT conducted a cultural resources survey along MT Highway 47 in 2001 (report date 2002).  24BH2902 was discovered during the course of the survey.  The bulk of the site is located outside the MDT ROW.  The project was originally programmed to widen the roadway, but, in 2009, it was changed to a pavement preservation project.  All work was conducted within the existing road prism and there were no earth-moving activities off the roadway.  

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: A cultural resource survey in 2001 discovered the site and testing resulted in a determination that it is eligible for the National Register under Criterion D.  No other work has been done to the site since then.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT completed its resurfacing project in the vicinity of this site in 2009.  No work was done off the road prism and the site remains in the same condition as when discovered in 2001.  The bulk of the site, moreover, is outside the MDT ROW on private property and the agency has no jurisdiction over it.  If a project is programmed on MT 47 in the future, the MDT will revisit the site.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/02/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: It is not known the condition of the site within and outside the MDT ROW.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Condition (Choose One): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Residence Hall and Dining Hall 

		Current Use: Residence Hall and Dining Hall  

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1873

		Property_Name: Hedges Complex

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman 

		Property_Date/Year: 1964-1967

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Although minor alterations over time, the buildings retain excellent integrity of design, materials and workmanship.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Complex consists of two virtually identical exaggerated modern eleven-story residence halls connected by a food service building (Miller Dining Hall) a round building with a 162 foot diameter. Reinforced concrete and structural steel designed by Montana architects O. Berg & Assoc and William E. Grabow. The complex replaced the colleges extensive farm that evolved from the County Poor Farm property.      

		Use_Comment: Three buildings - Hedges South (residential tower- 11 stories and a basement), Hedges South (residential tower - 11 stories and a basement) and Miller Dining Hall, all connected. 

		Status_Comment: The Miller Dining Hall is scheduled for major renovation of the north and south entrances and an addition to the south elevation.  The project is to improve the accessibility compliant with ADA. A creek  was culverted for the original construction and the egress upgrades will also restore the creek area.   

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 1,949,475.

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 606.29

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Egress upgrades are planned for 2014. 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: victoria drummond 

		Date_Recorded: 01/29/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 3

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 849,773.11

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
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Comment (Explain): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Gold Mining Town

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24BE0169

		Property_Name: Bannack NHL

		Property_Town: Dillon

		Property_Date/Year: 1862-1930

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Many building stabilization and restoration projects have occurred at Bannack.  The Hotel Meade and the Masonic lodge/school house have both received some restoration work.  Two building condition assessments have been performed by architects. Maintenance employees repair what they can, including replacing roofs and sill logs that protect buildings from rain, snow and wind.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Bannack consists of over 50 structures and is the site of Montana's first gold rush.  Under the direction of Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks, the ghost town remains a very fragile piece of our heritage. Bannack is a moment frozen in time. 

		Use_Comment: Because Bannack is managed as a state park park and has two staff members that reside on-site, building vandalism is kept at a minimum. The park also employs a maintenance staff that are trained in historic preservation maintenance techniques. However, many of the buildings are over 100 years old and are weathering and decaying as they age.  

		Status_Comment: Continual maintenance is on-going to keep Bannack NHL in good condition and keep buildings upright and in stable and satisfactory condition.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 306,027

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 11,630

		Interpretation: 10,350

		Promotion: 6,355

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 22,000

		Monitoring: 45,000

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Over the past two years, the various structures had work completed on the roofs, windows and doors.  In July, 2013 we had a flash flood at Bannack which effected much of the infrastructure of 80% of the buildings. Restoration for the cleanup and repair efforts is over 1.1 million dollars to date. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Hendrich's Mill Roof, Upper level of the Hotel Meade, State House Foundation and interior insulation and remodel for administrative purposes (approximate cost: $250,000), fire detection/suppression system upgrade which includes a detection system for the Hendricks Mill (approximate cost 1.5 million).Also redaub and chink flood damaged buildings and finish any needed structural repairs.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Dale Carlson and Sara Scott

		Date_Recorded: 11-14-2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 50

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: During the summer of 2013, a severe flash moved through Bannack and damaged approximately 80% of its 50 buildings.  Buildings received structural damage as well as interior damage.  A&E architects were hired to assist in determining clean up procedures that would not further damage building interiors.  Beaudette Engineering was hired to assess structure damage.  Historic preservation carpenter, Richard Teer is accomplishing needed structural repairs.

		Designed_Redesigned: 12,000

		Resoration: 1,102,322

		SubmitButton1: 
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Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Governor's Residence

		Current Use: Museum

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC0883

		Property_Name: Original Governor's Mansion - 304 North Ewing Street

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1885

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Building: 2

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Excellent]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: +

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: +

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Interior painting - ongoing

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Exterior painting, Masonry re-pointing, repairing balcony box beams, stabilize porch decking and repair and paint basement rug room wall.

		Other_Comment: The property is listed on the National Register of Historic Places. See also Montana Historical Society. 

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]
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(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Use: 
Historic Use:  
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Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BH0406

		Property_Name: Kobold Petroglyph-Rosebud Battlefield State Park

		Property_Town: Decker, MT

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Site is in fair shape.  A barbed wire fence was built around the site to keep cows out and way from it int he event that grazing would be allowed (which it has not). The area needs land management implementation programs to hold historical conditions and improve quality of site and of NHL in general.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: National Historical Landmark commemorating The Battle of the Rosebud/Where Sister Saved Her Brother.  This petroglyph site is located within the NHL.  The site was fully recorded by Larry Loendorf and a volunteer crew four years ago.  the site contains several distinctive shield and morning star figures.

		Use_Comment: Site is away from roads and does not have any developed access to it.  Those that visit the site already know the site and associated buffalo jump are there.

		Status_Comment: Coal Bed Methane development could occur as Montana State Parks has no mineral rights, they only own the surface rights to the park.

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 230

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 500

		Monitoring: 1500

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: This site is monitored at least two times per year by the park's site steward, Jim Busse. The site is also visited periodically by the park manager and maintenance staff. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: State Parks owns only surface rights on the park. Private ownership of mineral rights is in excess of 80% with the BLM owning the remaining. Montana State Parks is working with the Kobold family who owns the leases to have them retired, donated or purchased by the state of Montana.  If the leases were developed for coal bed methane, gas and well sites placed throughout the park would have a severe adverse effect on this site.  Parks lacks the funding to purchase the mineral rights from the Kobold's.

		Reported_By: Bob Peterson and Sara Scott

		Date_Recorded: 11/12/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: A small portion of the park (150 acres) burned in a wildfire in August 2013.  Fire lines were constructed through the area where the petroglyphs are located.  Approximately 1.9 miles of line about 10 feet wide were constructed to stop fire advancement.  A large restoration effort to reclaim the landscape impacts to the area. Equipment and hand crews were used to accomplish this.A fire management plan is needed so that in the event of another fire, park staff will be ready and equipped to handle the situation.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24FH0517

		Property_Name: Flathead River Bridge

		Property_Town: West of Bigfork on MT Highway 82

		Property_Date/Year: 1955

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The integrity of the bridge is excellent.  It displays the standard steel girder design utilized throughout Montana over particularly wide river crossings.  All of the original structural components are intact as is the historic appearance of the bridge.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Flathead River Bridge is a 4-span steel girder structure that was built in 1955.  It is eligible for the NRHP under Criterion A because of its association with the post-WWII highway program in Montana and under Criterion C because it retains a high degree of integrity.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has programmed this bridge for replacement.  It will likely be replaced during this Senate Bill 3 reporting cycle.  Until it is replaced, the MDT will continue to maintain and inspect the structure.  The bridge was treated under the Historic Roads & Bridges Programmatic Agreement and mitigated.  The National Park Service determined that HAER recordation was not warranted for this bridge.  

		Status: [Mitigated]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains this bridge and makes repairs to it on an as-needed basis.  The bridge is inspected every two years with the last inspection occurring in October 2012.  The inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies.  Despite that, the MDT has programmed the bridge for replacement because of safety issues.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has programmed the bridge for replacement.  It may be replaced during this reporting period.  The bridge was treated under the terms of the MDT's Historic Roads & Bridges Programmatic Agreement and was recorded and mitigated.  The National Park Service determined that HAER recordation was not necessary for this bridge.  

		Other_Comment: Once demolished and replaced, the Flathead River Bridge (24FH0517) will need to be removed from the list of state-owned heritage properties to report upon.

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/25/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The Flathead River Bridge is in good condition.  The last bridge inspection did not discover any significant structural problems.  However, the bridge is fracture critical, meaning that if one of the steel girders fails, the entire structure will fail.  The MDT has been endeavoring to replace fracture critical bridges because of potential safety issues.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Stack

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24DL0290

		Property_Name: Anaconda Smoke Stack/NRHP

		Property_Town: Anaconda

		Property_Date/Year: 1918

		State_Agency: [FWP]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The stack continues to lose bricks each year and it is not maintained.  Since it is a superfund site it is an inappropriate state park as no one can really use or visit it.  The stack still stands as a monument over Anaconda.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This circular brick structure is 585 feet tall and is located southeast of Anaconda and lies within a current Superfund site. The stack was built in 1918. Viewing of the stack occurs at the "short stack" interpretive site below the stack. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: Because the soils around the stack are contaminated, and active clean-up is occurring, access to the stack is discouraged unless arrangements are made and haz-mat requirements are met.   No threats to the site currently exist from park visitors or from FWP development. 

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 292

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 132

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 16,000

		Monitoring: 350

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The height of the stack, at 585 feet, make it a concern to the Federal Aviation Agency (FAA) as a potential aviation hazard.  FWP is required to light the stack to a specific brightness by the FAA.  Lighting costs are incurred on a yearly basis along with the associated consumption of energy.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Although the stack is a significant historic structure that warrants preservation from an industrial architecture perspective, its location, unsuitability for public visitation, potential costs and potential hazards make it a low priority in terms of preservation/maintenance needs for state parks.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Sara Scott 

		Date_Recorded: 11/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The stack is overall in fair condition. Occasionally bricks and/or metal bands become dislodged from the stack and fall to the ground presenting safety concerns.  No rehabilitation or stabilization work has occurred at the stack since FWP began managing it in 1986.  The only work conducted in conjunction with the stack is upgrading the lighting system to more efficient bulbs and the replacement of some of the power line poles.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agricultural

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24CT0022

		Property_Name: Medicine Rocks Historic/Prehistoric Inscriptions/NRHP-eligible

		Property_Town: Ekalaka

		Property_Date/Year: Historic/prehistoric

		State_Agency: [FWP]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The integrity of the site is good. Modern inscriptions are being placed over historic inscriptions and prehistoric images which somewhat impacts the integrity of the site but the site is expansive and quite large.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: An overview survey of the site was conducted in 2010 showing that a thousand historic and limited (100) prehistoric images have been placed on rocks within the park. This extensive site was recently recorded in detail and photographed as part of a field school sponsored by MSU-Billings. The work, completed in 2012, and indicates over 1,000 historic inscriptions lie within the park on sandstone hoodoos. 

		Use_Comment: Site is a state park which receives regular visits by maintenance employees who keep it in good shape.  Park is used for recreational purposes including camping.

		Status_Comment: The site will be maintained as a state park. Recent documentation work by MSU- Billings by Tim Urbaniak will help state parks monitor significant images because we now know which areas these images are located in.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 12,476

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 7,000

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 2,000

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Montana State Parks sponsored an MSU-Billings field school to record and document all images at the site ($7000). Information obtained from the site will be used as part of a doctoral dissertation written by Tim Urbaniak, Anthropology Department, University of Montana. The park manager took site stewardship training to help monitor site condition, maintenance staff help monitor the site as well ($1K). Volunteers Tim Urbaniak and Jim Busse visit the site 1-2 times per year to check on its condition.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site needs to be continually monitored to prevent vandalism as we recently experienced.The resources within the park are worthy of a National Register nomination which state parks should sponsor.

		Other_Comment: Site was vandalized and spray paint was sprayed on hoodoos.  The paint was removed ($1500) and damage was cleaned up.

		Reported_By: Sara Scott 

		Date_Recorded: 12/2/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: There are literally over a 1000 historic inscriptions that are intact and in good condition. Recent vandalism at the park included the spray painting (black) of several of the sandstone hoodoos in the park.  Thankfully, no historic inscriptions were damaged and the paint was removed by maintenance staff. Continual visitation by park maintenance staff help keep the park in good condition.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 1500

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Bison Kill Site

		Current Use: MDT ROW/Private

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BE1002

		Property_Name: Old AIrport Road Bison Kill

		Property_Town: Dillon

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Most of the site lies outside the MDT's right-of-way on private land.  Only the portion inside the ROW fence has been disturbed.  It is not known the condition of the site under the fill slopes of the highway.   

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of a bison kill site and is eligible for the NRHP under Criterion D for its potential to yield information important to our understanding of precontact life in the Rocky Mountains.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: Most of the site lies outside MDT ROW, with only a minimal portion within MDT ROW.  The MDT has not plans to conduct any kind of reconstruction or maintenance work on this section of Highway 41.  The will remain in its current condition for the foreseeable future.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: +

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT currently has no plans to reconstruct this section of MT Highway 41.  The department will re-investigate the site when it is programmed for some kind of undertaking, but, at this point, the MDT is not monitoring the site and is unable to investigate it under the existing roadway fill slope.  We have no reason to check on the site out the ROW boundary.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT currently has no plans to reconstruct this section of Montana Highway 41.  When a reconstruction or maintenance project is programmed for this section, the MDT will re-investigate this site.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 09/20/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The property is an archaeological site with only a portion located on MDT ROW.  The agency has not done any work in that area for many years and it is unlikely to do so during the 2014-2016 reporting cycle.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BH2317

		Property_Name: Rattlesnake Point Site/NRHP-eligible

		Property_Town: Decker

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site has not been monitored or visited since 1998 so its integrity is unknown.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This prehistoric site contains eight tipi rings and a buried archaeological component.  The site was tested in 1998 and a radiocarbon date of approximately 3900 years before present was obtained on a buried fire hearth. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site has not been visited since 1998. The status of the site is unknown.

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: No stewardship efforts were performed at this site over the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Over the next two years, the site should be monitored and its condition assessed by state parks heritage resource staff.  This site is a 7-hour drive from Missoula so difficult to get to given there is only one heritage resource staff person.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Sara Scott and Bob Peterson

		Date_Recorded: 11/28/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: When the site was last observed in 1998 it contained eight poorly defined tipi rings, lithic debitage and buried features.  Portions of the site were excavated to mitigate the adverse effects of the Tongue River Dam rehabilitation project.  How much of the site still remains is unknown.  Site condition is  unknown.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Precontact Campsite 

		Current Use: Archaeological Site

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24YL0251

		Property_Name: Unnamed Archaeological Site

		Property_Town: Billings 

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The portion of the site within the MDT ROW has been significantly disturbed by highway construction in the 1930s and 1940s.  The portion outside the MDT ROW was undisturbed at the time of the MDT highway project in the late 1980s.  However, the MDT does not currently know the condition of the site outside the ROW and has no jurisdiction over it.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The archaeological site is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places under Criterion D for its potential to yield information.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDTdoes not know the status of the site outside the MDT ROW.  It is on privately owned land and MDT has no jurisdiction over it.  The department, moreover, has no projects programmed that are in the vicinity of the site that would warrant us taking another look at it.  

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The site was recorded in 1986 and the MDT was able to avoid impacting the undisturbed portions of the site.  No Determination of Adverse Effect was necessary and no mitigation measures were carried out.  The section of the site within the ROW lacks integrity and does not contribute to the overall integrity of the site.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT will re-investigate the site when a highway reconstruction or widening project is programmed that could potentially impact it.  The portion of the site outside the ROW is on private property and not under MDT jurisdiction.  

		Other_Comment: As the portion of 24YL0251 within MDT ROW has been determined to be non-contributing and lack integrity, it is suggested that the property be excused from further biennial reporting as a state-owned heritage property. 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/29/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The undisturbed portion of the site is outside the MDT ROW on privately owned land.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agricultural

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24MO0176

		Property_Name: Travelers Rest/NHL

		Property_Town: Lolo

		Property_Date/Year: 1805-1806

		State_Agency: [FWP]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The campsite of L&C retains its integrity and the landscape around it in the immediate area around it is undisturbed. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Travelers Rest is an NHL and is the site of a Lewis and Clark encampment that was used in September of 1805 and again in June of 1806.  The latrine area used by the explorers was discovered through archaeological investigation and detected by mercury vapors.  It is one of the very few L&C campsites that have been identified. 

		Use_Comment: An interpretive trail leads visitors by the famous campsite of L&C.

		Status_Comment: This National Historic Landmark is the site where the Corps of Discovery camped twice once in 1805 and then again in 1806. The landscape within the site as well as that around it is well preserved in its natural state but modern development occurs all around the park.  There are no development plans for the site.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 108,629

		Preservation_Protection: 3217

		Research: 4500

		Interpretation: 20,537

		Promotion: 5197

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 8200

		Monitoring: 2000

		Other_Effort/Activity: 97,025

		Stewardship_Comment: A new interpretive display was developed for the visitor center ($5,000).  Numerous programs are presented at the park related to the history of the site and the area ($15,000).  The Travelers’ Rest Heritage Preservations Association (a non-profit) is responsible for the cost of the educational programming and presentations at the park ($50,000).  Volunteers provide daily interpretation ($47,025).

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Fencing to control illegal access (OHV's and other motorized vehicles) to the park is needed.  The Lewis and Clark campsite needs to be monitored on a continuing basis. 

		Other_Comment: Stewardship Effort and Cost (Continued) Maintenance includes trail construction and equipment for trail maintenance and snow/ice management ($8,200).  Marketing efforts include brochure printing and ads ($2,500).  The site is monitored at least once a month by heritage staff ($1,000).In-house staff time and operations and maintenance related to this site totaled $232,860 including $2,000 in monitoring efforts (unreported). 

		Reported_By: Sara Scott and Loren Flynn

		Date_Recorded: 11/08/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The actual camp site is in good condition and is undisturbed.  A modern trail passes through the meadow where the camp was once occupied by the expedition.The park employs a full time manager and site interpreter.  The visitor center on the site helps prevent vandalism in the park. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Armory Gymnasium

		Current Use: Gymnasium

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24HL1382

		Property_Name: MSU-Northern Gymnasium  

		Property_Town: Havre

		Property_Date/Year: 1955-56

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: It retains integrity of location, design, setting, materials, feeling and association.  A three-part window wa added to the north elevation - but that was shortly after original construction.  Significantly intact.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: It is rare Montana example of a hyperbolic paraboloid with a saddle roof. It is a result of experiments in form, structure and materials. A progressive building for Montana of the mid-century.     

		Use_Comment: The natatorium and classroom wing was added and is of poor integrity.  The pool was filled in. The addition is subservient to the gymnasium original building.  

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 118,949.05

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Rates a 9.3% Facilities Condition Index - accumulating deferred maintenance that needs to be addressed.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Victoria Drummond 

		Date_Recorded: 01/30/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 473,345.

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
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State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: The initial purpose of thehome was to serve veterans of the Civil and Indian Wars.

		Current Use: The home is a 105-bed skilled nursing facility that includes a 15-bed Special Care Unit for those with dementia and Alzheimer's disease.

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24FH0356

		Property_Name: Montana State Soldiers (Veterans) Home HD

		Property_Town: Columbia Falls

		Property_Date/Year: 1896

		State_Agency: [DPHHS]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Building is in the National Register of Historic Places, Item No. 94000385 NRIS. It was added to the Register on April 21, 1994.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: In 1896, the state laid the cornerstone for Old Main, designed by Montana architect C. S. Haire and built by Montana builder and politician Fred Whiteside. Haire also designed a small hospital, which became the Superintendent's Residence when a larger hospital (since demolished) was built in 1908. Constructed in 1919, the Service Building provided a chapel for religious services.

		Use_Comment: Admission to MVH nursing program is for honorably discharged veterans who have served in the armed forces of the United States and who qualify for skilled/intermediate nursing care or domiciliary self-care living. Spouses of veterans will be admitted on a space-available basis. 

		Status_Comment: Buildings:  Chapel/Service building and Superintendent's Residence are satisfactory. Structure:  Old Main's status is watch.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Chapel/Service building and Superintendent's Residence have received regular/routine maintenance. Old Main none.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1) General maintenance in Chapel/Service building and Superintendent's Residence due to continued current use of the buildings. 2) Old Main is not maintained and has no practical use at this time, only requires maintenance as needed to prevent further deterioration of the structure.

		Other_Comment: Chapel/Service Building and Superintendent's Residence are currently in use. Old Main is not used and would require extensive renovation in order for any type of use.

		Reported_By: Joren Underdahl

		Date_Recorded: 12/20/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 3

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Chapel/Service building and Superintendent's Residence are good by definition. Old Main is fair.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24CA0642

		Property_Name: Prewitt Creek Bridge 

		Property_Town: South of Cascade on Old US Highway 91

		Property_Date/Year: 1931

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity.  There have been no significant changes or alterations to it except for a periodic asphalt overlay of the concrete deck.  It retains all of its original components, which are intact and unchanged.  Its association with 1930s era concrete bridges is strong and the setting has not significantly changed.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Prewitt Creek Bridge is a 3-span reinforced concrete T-beam bridge.  It is eligible for the National Register under Criteria A and C for its association with the Great Depression era work relief programs and because it retains a high degree of integrity.  The bridge is a contributing component of the Old US Highway 91 Historic District (24CA0386/24LC2112). 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains and inspects the bridge.  There are no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge for the foreseeable future.  It remains an important component of the highway.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge on an as-needed basis. The MDT inspects the bridge every two years to determine if there are any significant structural problems with the structure. The Prewitt Creek Bridge was researched and nominated for listing in the National Register of Historic Places in 2013 as part of the US Highway 91 Historic District.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains and inspects the bridge. The last inspection was conducted in January 2013 and it did not reveal any significant structural problems with the bridge. It is not in imminent danger of failing and is in good condition considering its age.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge for the foreseeable future.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/07/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in good condition.  It exhibits some cracking and spalling concrete and some rebar is exposed on the piers.  The bridge, however, is not in imminent danger of failing.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
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$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Habitation (pre-contact)

		Current Use: Active Coal Mine

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24RB0882

		Property_Name: Gar Vader Site: Stone Circle

		Property_Town: Colstrip

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site was excavated and now is destroyed by mining activities. Site should be removed from list of heritage properties.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consisted of chipped stone artifacts and tipi ring size stone circles on a tract of state land in Rosebud County.  The site was determined to be a Heritage Property by an unknown entity and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not part of this discussion.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site was fully excavated in 2002 by GCM Services of Butte, MT.  

		Status: [Mitigated]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The Spring Creek Coal Company spent approximately $85,000 toward archaeological studies in the site.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because it no longer exists.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 8/14/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Failed]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site has been destroyed with coal mine operations (G. Munson pers. comm. 2011).  

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1069

		Property_Name: US Highway 10 Drainage Bridge

		Property_Town: West of Manhattan on Secondary 205

		Property_Date/Year: 1931

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity.  There have been no significant modifications or alterations made to the structure since its construction in 1931.   It is an excellent example of the type and representative of the design.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The US Highway 10 Drainage Bridge is a single-span reinforced concrete slab bridge that was constructed in 1931.  The bridge is associated with the early federal relief efforts to mitigate the effects of the Great Depression.  It also retains excellent integrity.  The bridge is eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains and inspects the bridge.  There are not sufficient structural deficiencies with it to warrant its rehabilitation or replacement.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs to it on an as-needed basis.  The bridge is inspected every two years with the last inspection occurring in May 2012 (the next inspection will occur in May 2014).  The inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies outside what would normally be expected for a bridge of this age.  Because of that, the MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge in the near future.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is in good condition with no serious structural issues.  Consequently, the MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge in the near future.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/17/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition and is one of the best examples of an early 1930s concrete slab bridge on Montana's highway system.  Although narrow, the bridge still meets current highway standards.  There are no significant structural issues with the bridge.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Property Type (Choose One):  
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
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Use: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Irrigation

		Current Use: Irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24SA0557

		Property_Name: Jocko Valley Division Irrigation System of the Flathead Irrigation Project

		Property_Town: Dixon

		Property_Date/Year: 1928

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Jocko Valley Division Irrigation System of the Flathead Irrigation Project which diverts water from the Revais Creek and the Jocko River for irrigation purposes in the Jocko River valley.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is federally owned, but in part, passes through DNRC administered state land in Lake and Sanders Counties Counties.   It is actively used and maintained by the Jocko Valley Irrigation District.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the DNRC has no legal authority to manage the canal segments on state land, no further consideration of this Heritage Property is warranted. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC has no management authority over it.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/06/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos.  It is actively used and maintained by the Jocko Valley Irrigation District.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24PW0607

		Property_Name: Main Street Bridge

		Property_Town: Deer Lodge

		Property_Date/Year: 1933

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains good integrity.  It retains its historic configuration and appearance.  The setting of the property has not changed appreciably since its construction in 1932.  It retains integrity of location, workmanship and feeling as an early 1930s-style reinforced concrete bridge.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Main Street Bridge is a single-span skewed reinforced concrete slab bridge that crosses Cottonwood Creek in Deer Lodge.  It is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places under Criterion A for its association with New Deal recovery programs and under Criterion C as an excellent example of this simple type of bridge.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has programmed the bridge for replacement.  The bridge is functionally obsolete and is badly deteriorated.  

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT regularly monitors and maintains the bridge.  It is subject to inspections every two years by the MDT.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has programmed the bridge for replacement because of its deteriorated structural condition.  Bridges like this are difficult to restore and restoration wasn't economically feasible.  Building a new bridge adjacent to this structure isn't feasible either as that would impact other historic properties that have better integrity and significance to the history of Deer Lodge.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 02/24/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in good condition, although it is exhibiting signs of its age.  The concrete is spalled and cracked with exposed rebar.  The retaining walls lining the creek upon which the bridge rests are in poor condition.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Academic classrooms, labs, and offices 

		Current Use: Academic classrooms, labs, and offices 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1883

		Property_Name: Roberts Hall

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman

		Property_Date/Year: 1922

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Roberts Hall retains much of its historical appearance and detailing both exterior and interior.  It retains its brick and tile cladding, granite column entrance, and red tile roof. Its character defining features are a good example of Renaissance revival style on campus.  It is an early location implementing the 1917 Carsley/Gilbert Campus Master Plan.    

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Designed in the Italian Renaissance Revival style by Fred F. Wilson with then MSC supervising architect W. R. Plew.  s

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 305,261

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 447.65

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 80,710.66

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The Classroom Committee has ranked several of its classrooms as a high priority for modernization and renovations.  The entire building requires mechanical air conditioning to accommodate the increased scientific technology and electronics and 12-month instruction.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: victoria Drummond

		Date_Recorded: 01/27/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 446,442.38

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24FA0231

		Property_Name: Cottonwood Creek Bridge

		Property_Town: Ismay 

		Property_Date/Year: 1934

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge displays excellent integrity and is a good example of the type.  All of the bridge's original components are intact, including the characteristic (and increasingly rare) double-railed guardrails.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Cottonwood Creek Bridge is a 5-span treated timber stringer structure.  It is eligible for the NRHP under Criterion A for its association with the MDT's timber bridge-building program in the 1930s and under Criterion C as an excellent example of a timber bridge with all of its original components intact.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains and inspects the bridge.  It has been selected for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places as part of the MDT's Historic Timber Stringer Bridge MPD.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace this bridge within the foreseeable future.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: +

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The MDT also routinely inspects the bridge every two years. A nomination to the National Register of Historic Places was prepared by the MDT Historian in 2013.  This nomination was passed by the State Preservation Review Board in January, 2014.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge within the next two years.  A project has not been programmed to treat the structure. The last inspection was conducted in October 2012 and will be conducted again in October 2014.  The inspection revealed cracked stringers, but nothing that would warrant the rehabilitation or replacement of the bridge during this reporting period.    

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/15/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in good condition considering its age.  All of the stringers appear to be suffering various degrees of cracking, but the bents are in reasonably good condition.  The bridge is not in danger of failing.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 9

		Historic Use: Highway 

		Current Use: Highway 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24JF1884/24MA2202

		Property_Name: Yellowstone Trail

		Property_Town: Secondary Rte 359 between Cardwell & Harrison

		Property_Date/Year: 1914-1928

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The highway segment retains its original alignment and roadway width.  However, there are short segments that have been realigned to improve substandard curves.  The route's historic significance is shown by the large number of historic buildings and structures located along its length.  The historic integrity of the route is good and indicative of a pre-1930s highway.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This Yellowstone Trail segment consists of 15 miles of paved roadway between Cardwell and Harrison in Jefferson and Madison counties.  The roadway is largely on its original alignment with many of its original structures still present and functioning.  The segment is NRHP eligible under Criteria A and C.    

		Use_Comment: This segment was the original main route between Whitehall and Three Forks.  In 1928 it was bypassed by the existing Jefferson Canyon Highway (24JF1883).  It continues to function as a secondary highway.

		Status_Comment: The route is an active secondary highway that is maintained by the MDT.  It is routinely maintained and included in the MDT's secondary highway system.  There are no plans to reconstruct the route during this reporting cycle or for the foreseeable future.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The route is routinely patrolled and maintained by the MDT.  Maintenance activities usually consist of patching potholes, crack/seal projects, and resurfacing.  Maintenance activities would not undermine the historic significance of the property.  The route is also included in the MDT's Historic Roads & Bridges Programmatic Agreement as an historic highway.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT currently has no plans to rehabilitate, widen or reconstruct this section of Secondary Highway 359.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/24/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The route is in excellent condition.  The MDT routinely maintains this secondary highway.  Maintenance generally consists of patching potholes, replacing damaged sections of guardrail, and occasionally resurfacing short sections of highway.  None the maintenance activities involved have the potential to diminish the historic significance of the highway.  Maintenance is also important to the safety of the traveling public.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Prehistoric occupation

		Current Use: MDT ROW/Private grazing land

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PW0308

		Property_Name: Black Bear Coulee Site

		Property_Town: Helmville

		Property_Date/Year: Pre-contact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The portion of the site outside of MDT right of way has excellent integrity.  Most of the site within MDT right of way is disturbed.    

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Site 24PW308 is a very large, deeply stratified archaeological site that dates from the Late Paleo-Indian Period up to Late Pre-contact times.  Most of the site is located on private lands outside of MDT right of way.   There are still some intact deposits in MDT right of way.

		Use_Comment: The site is less heavily grazed today than it has been for most of the last 100 years.  

		Status_Comment: The Sturgeon Creek stream channel is relatively stable.  If it were to begin further downcutting it might threaten to erode significant archaeological materials.  

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT Archaeologists visits this site and c hats with the landowner once or twice a year.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Steve Platt

		Date_Recorded: 01/08/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Data recovery at 24PW308 in 2004-2006 produced evidence of long-term site occupations from Paleo-Indian to Late Period times.   Fully 99% of tyhe stratified deposits at the site are still there, undisturbed.   

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 5

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24JT0329

		Property_Name: Ackley Lake

		Property_Town: Hobson

		Property_Date/Year: 1938

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site consists of an earthfill dam, an outlet, slide gate, and an unregulated trapezoidal earthen spillway, and outlet canals.  Controls for the slide gate are in a small gatehouse.   It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is Ackley Lake.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is owned by the state of Montana and operated by Ackley Lake Water Users Association.  Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make improvements or repairs to the irrigation system.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  However, the overall look and nature of the resource has not been modified since its construction in 1938.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: A College Chemistry Building - laboratory and instruction 

		Current Use: A College science building (Psychology and Earth Science) 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1889

		Property_Name: Traphagen Hall

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman

		Property_Date/Year: 1919

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Italian Renaissance style retains its its red tile roof.  No major alterations - however, the setting has been impacted by Reid Hall - and it no longer demonstrates its axial connection to Roberts Hall as designed in the Carlsey/Gilbert 1917 Campus Plan.  Traphagen Hall is one of five major buildings constructed in the 1920's boom that remains on campus. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Montana Architect, Fred F. Willson's rectangular building was never completed. The truncated building's southern elevation shows its temporary intention with lower quality brick. It was constructed to replace the first Chemistry building destroyed by fire and to meet the increased post WWI student population. It's location and era of building began the implementation of the Carsley/Gilbert 1917 campus plan.   

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 228,747

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 62,446.51

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The basement requires improved access. Past water penetration has damaged portions of the basement.  The basement houses an extensive collection of mineral, rock, fossil, and dinosaur bone specimens.  The entire building requires fire extinguishing sprinklers. 

		Other_Comment: Symmetry is lacking - the building was not completed leaving the south end truncated.  Once balanced by the Engineering Building (Roberts hall) it is blocked by the proximity of Reid Hall - somewhat disturbing the setting.  

		Reported_By: Victoria Drummond

		Date_Recorded: 01/27/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Needs mechanical improvements, fire sprinklers, ADA compliance including new stairwells and an elevator. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Habitation (Pre-contact)

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24CH0781

		Property_Name: 

		Property_Town: Big Sandy

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site, for reasons not articulated in the corresponding site form, was determined to be a Heritage Property by FERC and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not a part of this discussion.  No dateable organic materials, sourceable lithic raw materials, or typeable artifacts were recovered during archaeological investigation work.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of 48 tipi ring size stone circles, 43 low-profile cairns (including an alignment of 14 cairns), and 36 stone arcs partially on a tract of state land in Hill County.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site was mapped in 1995, and reasonable metric and nonmetric observations about the cultural features in the site were taken.  Express Pipeline invested approximately $50,000 into the documentation and assessment (11 square meters of excavation) of the site.  The stone features appear to be largely undisturbed, but are visually similar to the majority of these ubiquitous features that appear throughout Montana-- and in fact, throughout the world (see Rennie 2004; Rennie and Lahren 2004).  Age of the site is presently unknown.

		Status: [Mitigated]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The state tract containing the site is not legally accessible, so an easement or other permission would have to be obtained from adjoining landowners if the site were to be development for tourism.   

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because it is currently in no danger of disturbance, the qualities that make the site a Heritage Property have not been articulated, it is in a remote location,and it is unlikely that a public easement across private land to access the resource could be obtained.  

		Other_Comment: Establishing an all weather road to the site is imperative in order to make the resource available to the traveling public.  Construction of a 24 ft wide road grade with a crushed gravel surface is estimated to cost $2 per square foot or $506,880.  Visitor parking (approximately 165 ft x 85 ft or $28,050) will be needed to accommodate 6 sedans and 3 motor homes.  Establishment of a 1.5 mile long x 2 ft wide walking trail with strategically placed interpretive signage is estimated to cost $7,920 or $.50 per square foot (Paul Valle pers. comm. 2011).  Additionally, an estimated 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Lewistown Unit Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify maintenance needs as they arise.  The above noted costs are limited to initial development and management over a ten year period.    Perpetual maintenance costs (currently not calculated) will be required to adequately preserve and manage this property long term as a  tourist destination.  Once an estimated $543,150 is invested to cover initial construction and maintenance for a ten year period, the development will actually appraise as an encumbrance to the land, and the raw land value will decrease slightly.  Because of the remote location of the Heritage Property, estimating additional tourist dollars that might be captured at the local economic level is difficult. 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 10/4/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC0550

		Property_Name: Elk Creek Bridge 

		Property_Town: Augusta Vicinity on MT 21

		Property_Date/Year: 1935

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity and has not been altered since its construction in 1935.  All of the critical structural components, including the distinctive concrete guardrails, are present and in good condition.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Elk Creek Bridge is a 2-span reinforced concrete T-beam built in 1935.  The bridge is an excellent example of a multi-span reinforced concrete T-beam bridge that has not been altered or otherwise modified since its construction.  It is, moreover, associated with the New Deal funding programs of the Great Depression.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has programmed the bridge for rehabilitation.  The rehabilitation will include the removal of the original concrete guardrails and the widening of the structure.  The work will not occur until after 2017.  The MDT will mitigate the structure under the terms of the Historic Roads & Bridges Programmatic Agreement.  

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs to it on an as-needed basis.  The department also inspects the bridge every two years with the last inspection occurring in April 2012.  The inspection did not reveal any significant structural deficiencies.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge has been programmed for rehabilitation that will result in the loss of the concrete guardrails.  The project is not scheduled to occur until after 2017.  Until that time, the MDT will maintain the bridge and inspect it on two year cycles.  The MDT is in the process of mitigating the bridge under the Historic Roads & Bridges Programmatic Agreement.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/24/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in good condition.  The last bridge inspection did not reveal any significant structural deficiencies.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Homestead

		Current Use: Horse pasture 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24GA1839

		Property_Name: Missouri Headwaters Campbell Homestead- NRHP-eligible

		Property_Town: Three Forks

		Property_Date/Year: 1865

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: "The site retains integrity of location and setting; but has lost integrity of design, materials,workmanship, feeling and association" (S. Wagers and  Blain Fandrich. 2012)

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: " the Gallaltin County commissioners rented the Campbell Homestead in June of 1865 to conduct county business. The first county elections were held at the Campbell residence . The first district court was also held at the Campbell residence in July 1867".  (S. Wagers and  Blain Fandrich. 2012)

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: No stranding structures exist at the site so its status is watch as there still is historic archaeology left at the site which could be damaged.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 550

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 100

		Monitoring: 100

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Park staff to monitor  and patrol site to prevent park visitors with metal detectors from prospecting on the site looking for possible buried artifacts. 

		Other_Comment: Quotes from;Scott Wagers and Blain Fandrich (2012) of Ethnoscience, "Missouri River Headwaters State Park: A Class III Cultural Resource Inventory, Gallatin County, Montana".. 

		Reported_By: David Andrus 

		Date_Recorded: 11/8/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: "The condition of the site is poor because none of the standing structures once located at the site still exist." (S. Wagers and  Blain Fandrich. 2012)

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 5

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24RA0456

		Property_Name: Painted Rocks Dam and Reservoir 

		Property_Town: Darby

		Property_Date/Year: 1939

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site is a zoned earth fill and rock fill dam, concrete chute spillway, a small gatehouse, a concrete outlet conduit, and reservoir.  It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Painted Rocks Dam and Reservoir.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is owned and operated by the state of Montana.  Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make improvements or repairs to the irrigation system.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  However, the overall look and nature of the resource has not been modified since its construction in 1939.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Comment: 
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Use: 
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Current Use:  
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Condition (Choose One): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Woman's Residence 

		Current Use: Women's Residence

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1872

		Property_Name: Hannon Hall 

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman 

		Property_Date/Year: 1955

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Hannon Hall has changed little since its construction in 1955 and retains excellent architectural and association integrity.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: First example of a large mid-century modern style building for MSU. Designed by Fred F. Willson and CTA. It has an irregular trapezodial footprint and flat roof. Represents the expansion of the college to accommodate post-war use of the GI Bill. The need for male dormitory space was desperate and to reduce heating and paving costs - its placement departed from the Carsley/Gilbert 1917 campus plan. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: Auxiliaries Services is planning in the next few years to investigate upgrades the dining area, which may include adding square footage with an addition on the south elevation.  SHPO will be consulted with design concepts.    

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 529,434

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1,006.37

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: One of the first Mid-century Modern examples on campus. 

		Reported_By: victoria drummond

		Date_Recorded: 01/29/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 519,702.05

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Pictograph Site

		Current Use: Pictograph Site

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24FH1009

		Property_Name: Kila Roadcut Pictographs

		Property_Town: Kila 

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The pictograph site retains good integrity.  It is difficult to access and hard to find.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This pictograph panel is located under a rock overhang on the north side of US Highway 2.  It depicts anthropomorphs, tally marks, smears, several geometric designs, and an animal figure.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site is located within MDT ROW, but is located well away from US Highway 2.  There are no plans to reconstruct or widen the roadway in the vicinity of the pictographs.  

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT regularly monitors the pictograph site as does members of the Confederated Salish & Kootenai Tribes.  The MDT expended no money on the pictographs during this reporting cycle.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The Kila pictographs are well known local landmarks and are important to members of the CSKT.  These are high priority sites for the MDT

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/28/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The pictographs were painted beneath a rock overhang, so are somewhat protected from the elements.  The panel is hard to find and difficult to access, which has also provided some protection for the site.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24MN0164

		Property_Name: Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad route in Mineral County

		Property_Town: Missoula-Potomac

		Property_Date/Year: 1908-1970

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad route in Mineral County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24MN0164 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act responsibilities consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments on state land in Mineral County, Montana, that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.   

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Identifying a legally accessible, abandoned segment of railroad grade and fully restoring a 1/4 mile representative segment on state land is estimated to cost $215,000.  This is based on discussions with Montana Rail Link engineer, Nick Bailey (pers. comm. November 2011).  Included in the estimate is the cost of tracks and ties ($135 per linear foot), reconstruction of the grade where needed to provide structural integrity and to match original historic dimensions and materials, (continued below)

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: (continued) and denuding the grade of vegetation to match its original historic appearance.  Additionally, approximately 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Southwest Land Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify maintenance needs as they arise.  Current appraised value of this Heritage Property is zero dollars.  If $215,000 is invested into the restoration of 1/4 mile of railroad, the appraised market value is estimated to be the cost of the salvage price of the tracks and ties (approx. $20,000 at current scrap metal prices). The restored segment of railroad would appraise as an encumbrance to the land (T. Konency pers. comm 2011) on which it it located, and would probably result in a slight depreciation of real estate value.  Because it is unlikely that a restored segment of railroad would be attractive to the touring public, it is difficult to estimate if any additional tourist dollars would be spent locally if the Heritage Property is developed as proposed.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/12/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  Today, the grade of the railroad is salvaged, abandoned, and typically covered with vegetation.   Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Mineral County. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Dormitory

		Current Use: Dormitory

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Duniway Hall

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1956

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The exterior has remained largely intact with architectural features unchanged. The flat roof has been renovated with a single ply membrane but is not visible except from the air.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Named after the University of Montana's second President, Clyde V. Duniway (1908-1912), this building basically connected two existing Dorms, Craig and Elrod, in 1956. Originally it was called "The Link" or "The Extension", and was formally name Duniway by President Carl MacFarland.

		Use_Comment: Building use has not changed. Exterior has remained essentially unchanged. 

		Status_Comment: There are no planned changes for this building aside from routine maintenance.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The exterior of this building has remained architecturally intact. Some minor changes have been done to the interior, most notably the addition of a fire sprinkler system hidden by a tectum board shroud ceiling throughout the building.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1) Windows are original single pane and need to be replaced.2) Carpet and 9" x 9" (ACT) need to be replaced throughout building.3) Toilet partitions are original and need to be replaced.4) Steam and condensate piping requires continual maintenance, rooms have no temp control.

		Other_Comment: 5) Plumbing supply piping is galvanized, subject to corrosion, leaks and restricted flow. 6) Waste is all Cast with lead seals. 7) Electrical lighting and distribution is old and needs to be updated. 8) Fire alarm system, smokes, panels need to be updated. 

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Building does not meet ADA but there are no plans to add an elevator or retrofit rooms or bathrooms. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24BE0539

		Property_Name: Union Pacific Railroad Overpass

		Property_Town: Milepost 2.8 on Secondary Route 222 south of Dillon

		Property_Date/Year: 1936

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge has not been altered or modified since its construction in 1936.  It retains the characteristics common to this specific bridge type and its association with Great Depression era concrete bridges in Montana is strong.  The setting of the property is also largely unchanged.  It is an excellent example of a grade separation structure built during the Great Depression.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The historic property is a 3-span reinforced concrete T-beam railroad overpass.  It is eligible for the National Register under Criterion A for its association with the New Deal "make work" programs of the 1930s and under Criterion C as an excellent and intact example of a reinforced concrete T-beam bridge.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained and inspected on a biennial cycle.  The last inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies that would result in its closure or replacement.  The MDT has not  programmed the bridge for replacement or any other rehabilitation work.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: MDT maintenance forces routinely maintain the bridge and repair any problems when they are discovered.  The bridge is also inspected by MDT bridge personnel every two years.  The last inspection (January 2013) did not reveal any significant or serious structural deficiencies that would warrant its replacement, rehabilitation or closure.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has not programmed the bridge for replacement or rehabilitation.  It is unlikely, moreover, that that would occur within this two year reporting cycle.  The bridge is an important component of Secondary Route 222 and will be well-maintained to keep it open and safe for the traveling public.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 09/19/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge to keep it safe for vehicular traffic.  The agency also inspects the bridge every two years.  The last inspection (January 2013) did not reveal any significant structural problems that might warrant either its replacement of condemnation.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Irrigation

		Current Use: Irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24LA0272

		Property_Name: Jocko Valley Division Irrigation System of the Flathead Irrigation Project

		Property_Town: Dixon

		Property_Date/Year: 1928

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Jocko Valley Division Irrigation System of the Flathead Irrigation Project which diverts water from the Revais Creek and the Jocko River for irrigation purposes in the Jocko River valley.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is federally owned, but in part, passes through DNRC administered state land in Lake and Sanders Counties Counties.   It is actively used and maintained by the Jocko Valley Irrigation District.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the DNRC has no legal authority to manage the canal segments on state land, no further consideration of this Heritage Property is warranted. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC has no management authority over it.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/06/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos.  It is actively used and maintained by the Jocko Valley Irrigation District.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
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Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Historic Use:  
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Mining

		Current Use: State Park (single bldg.)

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GN0366

		Property_Name: Granite Superintendent's House/NRHP

		Property_Town: Philipsburg

		Property_Date/Year: 1888

		State_Agency: [FWP]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Building still maintains integrity but vandalism is a constant problem.  The building needs a new roof.  the windows have cardboard on them to keep people out.  The glass windows were a target for vandals and were removed.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This wonderful stone building was constructed in 1888 and was the site supervisors house. The house is one and a half stories and was occupied by Thomas Wier who was superintendent of the Granite Mountain Mining Comping. The house is located in the once thriving gold/silver mining town of Granite.  The town thrived in the 1880s and 1890s.  

		Use_Comment: Building is not used but is locked and people are kept out.

		Status_Comment: Property is not threatened by any type of project activities or pending destruction but it lies within the abandoned historic mining town of Granite which is very isolated and difficult to access. Threats to the site include vandalism by visitors and decay that comes with age.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 180

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: No stewardship efforts have been undertaken in the last two years at this site.

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The building is good condition but it is continually vandalized.   The site is also very difficult to access making monitoring and/or preservation a challenge.  As long as the building is in the state parks system, it should be monitored each year but has not been due to lack of time.

		Other_Comment: Although state parks owns this building, this building is inappropriate as a state park owned site because of its isolated nature and that it is difficult for state parks to preserve and protect given that it is surrounding by BLM owned land and buildings and there is no human presence here. Most all buildings are badly vandalized.

		Reported_By: Sara Scott 

		Date_Recorded: 11/28/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Overall this building is in good condition but the roof needs to be replaced.  State Parks has tried to keep up with the maintenance needs of this building but it is continually vandalized by visitors who break out the windows and remove the doors which allow weather to get inside of the building causing damage. A HABS inventory of the building was done in 1965 and State Parks maintains the full record of the building taken during that time including drawings, photographs and background research. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agricultural

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24DW0079

		Property_Name: KXGN-TV Butte Paleoindian Site

		Property_Town: Glendive

		Property_Date/Year: Paleoindian

		State_Agency: [FWP]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Unknown integrity overall--this could only be discovered through further excavation.  The surface integrity of the site is good.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This site is of Paleoindian-age based on test excavations and the identification of at least three Agate Basin style projectile points found at the site.  The site was found in 1979, revisited in 1989 and then test excavated in 1991 by Les Davis.  The site has not been visited by the scientific community since 1998.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site is monitored on an almost daily basis by park rangers who are watching for public activity, and any surface disturbance caused by natural or human activities.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 200

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 300

		Monitoring: 2000

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Maintenance at this site has consisted of removal of litter and dead vegetation which is almost exclusively sagebrush ($300).  The site is monitored by park staff for any surface disturbance as they routinely pass by the site ($2,000).

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Although the site has not been visited by the scientific community since 1998,  it remains virtually undisturbed by either natural or man-made forces and is an extremely valuable resource for future paleoindian research.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Sara Scott 

		Date_Recorded: 11/28/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: A narrow, one-way road exists on this site.  The road was in place before the archaeological discoveries were made. This road stays on the extreme perimeter of the site staying on the edge of the butte.  The site is heavily covered by a dense stand of mature sagebrush.  The site is rarely visited by the public due to lack of awareness of the resource, remote and inaccessible location, and the heavy sagebrush cover. The site remains in good condition.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
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Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Historic Use:  
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Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 5

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24ME0702/24WL0241

		Property_Name: Martinsdale Dams, Reservoir, diversion and feeder canals 

		Property_Town: Martinsdale

		Property_Date/Year: 1939

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site consists of two zoned earth fill dams, a culvert type outlet, a concrete chute spillway, an emergency spillway, slide gate controls located at the north dam crest, reservoir, and associated feeder and outlet canals.  It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Martinsdale Dams and Reservoir system.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is owned by the state of Montana and operated by the Upper Musselshell Water Users Association.  Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make improvements or repairs to the irrigation system.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  However, the overall look and nature of the resource has not been modified since its construction in 1949.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Montana Territorial Town

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA0355

		Property_Name: Missouri Headwaters/Gallatin City II-NRHP-eligible

		Property_Town: Three Forks 

		Property_Date/Year: 1872

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: "The site has lost integrity due to removal of Buildings" (S. Wagers and Blain Fandrich, 2012) However two structures remain, the historic Dunbar Hotel and the Atkins barn (on nearby private land)

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This site is the former area of Gallatin City II.  The hotel is now the only bldg left.  In 1870, 11 dwellings surrounded the hotel but by 1878 Gallatin City II fell into a decline.  The hotel was purchased by the Dunbars in 1880 and it became known as the Dunbar Hotel.  The wooden building is two stories and almost at the point of collapse. This site of first seat of government in Gallatin County. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The Dunbar Hotel has lost it's roof and exposed to the elements. It is only a matter of time before the structure collapses. 

		Status: [Endangered]

		Property_Administration: 1750

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 750

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 200

		Monitoring: 500

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Staff time has been utilized researching funding and sources to assist in the stabilization of Dunbar hotel.Regular routine maintenance includes maintenance of a fence keeping visitors out of the structure. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Building will collapse unless some intervention is undertaken.  Given the condition of the building and the cost of saving it, it is unlikely that state parks will be able to save it. 

		Other_Comment: Quote from;Scott Wagers and Blain Fandrich (2012) of Ethnoscience, "Missouri River Headwaters State Park: A Class III Cultural Resource Inventory, Gallatin County, Montana".. 

		Reported_By: David Andrus and Sara Scott

		Date_Recorded: 11/13/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The building is in a state of decline and currently has no roof.  The building will likely collapse over the next few years.  Building experts (Jim MacDonald) who have looked at the building believe it is too far gone to possibly save.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 200

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
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Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 7

		Historic Use: Highway 

		Current Use: Highway 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24TE133/24YL1671

		Property_Name: The Yellowstone Trail

		Property_Town: Secondary Highway 311 northeast of Custer

		Property_Date/Year: 1912-1931

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The road segment retains excellent integrity.  Its is located on its historic alignment with its original roadway width intact.  Many of the features associated with the segment are also still present and still functioning in their original capacity.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The district consists of an old segment of the Yellowstone Trail in Treasure and Yellowstone counties.  The 15-mile segment is on its original early 20th century alignment with many of its original structures intact and still functioning.  The district is eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The highway segment is in excellent condition and still functions as a local road.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate, widen or reconstruct this section of what is now known as Secondary Highway 311.  It is, however, still subject to routine maintenance activities, which consist of patching potholes and other miscellaneous repairs.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the highway.  The road is included in the MDT's Historic Roads and Bridges Programmatic Agreement as an Historic Highway.  Any construction activities programmed for the roadway will have to be cleared by SHPO and incorporate as many of the road's historic features as possible.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT currently has no plans to rehabilitate, widen or reconstruct the highway.  Because the facility is included in the Historic Roads and Bridges PA as an Historic Highway, any undertakings will have to take that into account and incorporate as many historic features into the proposed roadway as possible.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/29/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 4

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains this section of Secondary 311.  Maintenance activities generally consist of patching potholes, guardrail repairs, culvert cleaning, and, occasionally, short sections of resurfacing.  All of these activities occur on the existing road prism and do not involve ROW acquisition, realignment of the roadway or any change in the historic appearance of the highway.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24RB1035

		Property_Name: Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad route in Rosebud County

		Property_Town: Forsyth-Ingomar-Melstone

		Property_Date/Year: 1906-1970

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad route in Rosebud County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24RB1035 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act responsibilities consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments on state land in Rosebud County, Montana, that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad. 

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Identifying a legally accessible, abandoned segment of railroad grade and fully restoring a 1/4 mile representative segment on state land is estimated to cost $215,000.  This is based on discussions with Montana Rail Link engineer, Nick Bailey (pers. comm. November 2011).  Included in the estimate is the cost of tracks and ties ($135 per linear foot), reconstruction of the grade where needed to provide structural integrity and to match original historic dimensions and materials, (continued below) 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: (continued) and denuding the grade of vegetation to match its original historic appearance.  Additionally, approximately 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Eastern Land Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify maintenance needs as they arise.  Current appraised value of this Heritage Property is zero dollars.  If $215,000 is invested into the restoration of 1/4 mile of railroad, the appraised market value is estimated to be the cost of the salvage price of the tracks and ties (approx. $20,000 at current scrap metal prices). The restored segment of railroad would appraise as an encumbrance to the land (T. Konency pers. comm 2011) on which it it located, and would probably result in a slight depreciation of real estate value.  Because it is unlikely that a restored segment of railroad would be attractive to the touring public, it is difficult to estimate if any additional tourist dollars would be spent locally if the Heritage Property is developed as proposed.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/1/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  Today, the grade of the railroad is salvaged, abandoned, and typically covered with vegetation.   Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Rosebud County. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Women's Dormitory/Orphan's School

		Current Use: Vacant

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC0544

		Property_Name: Mills Hall

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1919

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Mills Hall was constructed in 1919 by Montana Wesleyan College to serve as a women's dormitory and teaching facility.  From 1923 to 1934 it was a dormitory for the inter-mountain Union College. From 1937 to 1979 it was part of the Montana Deaconess School for orphaned children. From 1972-1975 it was used as a dormitory for trade school students.  It became state property in 1981.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Mills Hall is a rectangular two-and-one-half story brick building, with an attic story. The structure includes one level below grade, two levels above grade, and a dormered attic space.  The character is slightly Classical Revival, demonstrating Italianate influences. The roof is a low-pitch, wood shingle covered, hip design, with hipped dormers. 

		Use_Comment: Mills Hall is currently vacant and is slowly deteriorating from neglect.  

		Status_Comment: The DNRC purchased Mills Hall in 2011 from the Department of Administration.  The DNRC is considering either fully remodeling and expanding the structure or demolishing it to make way for a modern structure for DNRC offices.

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #2 in rank because of its historic value and retention of integrity.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/06/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  Mills Hall is the last of several buildings that comprised the Montana Wesleyan/Inter-Mountain Union College's "Klein Campus."  It was was damaged by the 1935 Helena earthquakes and subsequently repaired and remodeled in 1936-1937. More interior and exterior remodeling occurred in 1971 to conform with fire codes. It is currently is good condition and conveys much of its historic character.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agricultural

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24GA0402

		Property_Name: Missouri Headwaters Pictographs/NRHP-eligible 

		Property_Town: Three Forks

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site is in fair condition with the exception of the modern square that was painted around one of the figures.  Shrubbery somewhat obscures the site from the public but may also scratch the images and damage them eventually. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This site consists of 2 very faded red pictographs.  One appears to be a human figure and a modern white box was painted around it (probably to enhance photos).  The images were recorded by Mavis and John Greer in 1994.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The area surrounding this significant pictograph site has been altered by the construction a highway that passes just west of the site.  The pictograph is painted inside a rockshelter that is visible from the highway.  A modern painted square surrounds the one human-like figure.  The site is vulnerable to vandalism due to easy access and the high number of visitors the park receives.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 1750

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 2500

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 200

		Monitoring: 500

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The site is regularly monitored by park and heritage resource staff.

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site should be monitored more frequently by park staff to ensure its protection and that it is not being damaged by shrubs growing just outside the cave.

		Other_Comment: Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness effort and costs pertain to accommodating numerous school groups and staff time involved in giving interpretive talks.Regular/routine maintenance activities involve vegetation management (mowing & trimming) around pictographs, litter pickup, etc.

		Reported_By: David Andrus

		Date_Recorded: 11/7/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site is in fair condition with the exception of the modern square that was painted around one of the figures.  Shrubbery somewhat obscures the site from the public but may also scratch the images and damage them eventually. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Railroad (Burlington Northern)

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24SW0325

		Property_Name: Northern Pacific Railroad route in Sweet Grass County

		Property_Town: Big Timber

		Property_Date/Year: 1883

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Northern Pacific Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Northern Pacific Railroad route in Sweet Grass County.

		Use_Comment: No abandoned segments of this railroad have been identified on state land in Sweet Grass County.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24SW0325 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act responsibilities consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments on state land in Sweet Grass County, Montana, that have reverted back to state ownership.  Presently, no abandoned segments have been identified.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.    

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The site has been documented in detail (see associated site forms).

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not have any administrative authority.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/11/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  The grade of the railroad is actively used and maintained by Burlington Northern Santa Fe.  No associated structures have been identified on any of the state tracts that this railroad passes through. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Lewis & Clark Site

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BE1708

		Property_Name: Clark's Lookout/NRHP

		Property_Town: Dillon

		Property_Date/Year: August 13, 1805

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The vantage point and landscape that William Clark would have seen maintains a fair amount of historic intregrity today given the limited development that has occurred around the site.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This landmark feature, noted in the Lewis and Clark journals on August 13, 1805 consists of a parking area and a small interpretive site with three interpretive panels. This landscape feature used by William Clark as a lookout has been developed by FWP but the vantage point remains intact in that the valley that William Clark saw is still visible below this point.  

		Use_Comment: Little development occurs around the site enabling one to still see why Clark used this area as a lookout. Overall, the area surrounding the site still retains its integrity despite the small FWP developed area. 

		Status_Comment: This site is in satisfactory condition and does not have any known threats relative to impending development.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 20,030

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 700

		Promotion: 332

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 5,000

		Monitoring: 500

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: A small interpretive exhibit exists on site but it has not been updated in the last two years.   The site is monitored approximately 15 times a month by FWP staff.We conduct guided tours/talks on site approximately 3 times a year. Travel and tour guide costs are .$350 each year ($700). Local adds in Regional Tour Guide and Dillon paper over 2 year ($200).

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Site does not require further work at this time.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Dale Carlson

		Date_Recorded: 11-14-2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site is in good condition.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 5

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24ME0076

		Property_Name: Bair Dam and Reservoir

		Property_Town: Martinsdale

		Property_Date/Year: 1939

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site consists of a zoned earth fill and rock fill dam, spillway, gatehouse, concrete outlet conduit, and reservoir.  It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Bair Dam and Reservoir project.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is owned by the state of Montana and operated by the Upper Musselshell Water Users Association.  Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make improvements or repairs to the irrigation system.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  However, the overall look and nature of the resource has not been modified since its construction in 1939.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Food service and Student Union building

		Current Use: Food service and University administrative building

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Emma B. Lommasson Center

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1955

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Building has been added onto and  renovated multiple times making it difficult to evaluate original structure.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Built during the post war university population boom to solve the need for a food service and a student union building, The Lodge, as it was originally called, was designed by Brinkman & Lenon Architects  & Engineers of Kalispell. 

		Use_Comment: Building still serves as the main dorm food service building but has also expanded its University Administrative office role for campus, housing everything from business services to the Registrar. 

		Status_Comment: Building has changed significantly in the past 60 years with multiple additions and renovations but was still accepted as a contributing building in 2012.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: No significant activity in the last 2 years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1) Windows in oldest portion of building are fogging and need to be replaced.2) Exterior doors have an extremely high volume of traffic and require continual maintenance.3) Approximately half of the roof needs to be replaced and insulation added.

		Other_Comment: 4) Ceilings and walls need to finish, paint due to roof leak water stains and general wear.5) HVAC system has persistent glycol leaks, dampers and actuators on air handlers require continual maintenance.6) Plumbing fixtures are worn and obsolete, hot water recirc copper lines are failing, waste piping is old and failing.

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Building is routinely maintained and has gone through the FCI process to identify all deferred maintenance.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24MO0260

		Property_Name: Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad route (including Blackfoot Spur) in Missoula County

		Property_Town: Missoula-Potomac

		Property_Date/Year: 1906-1970

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad route (including the Blackfoot Spur) in Missoula County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24MO0260 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act responsibilities consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments on state land in Missoula County, Montana, that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.    

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment:  Identifying a legally accessible, abandoned segment of railroad grade and fully restoring a 1/4 mile representative segment on state land is estimated to cost $215,000.  This is based on discussions with Montana Rail Link engineer, Nick Bailey (pers. comm. November 2011).  Included in the estimate is the cost of tracks and ties ($135 per linear foot), reconstruction of the grade where needed to provide structural integrity and to match original historic dimensions and materials, (continued below)

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: (continued) and denuding the grade of vegetation to match its original historic appearance.  Additionally, approximately 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Southwest Land Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify maintenance needs as they arise.  Current appraised value of this Heritage Property is zero dollars.  If $215,000 is invested into the restoration of 1/4 mile of railroad, the appraised market value is estimated to be the cost of the salvage price of the tracks and ties (approx. $20,000 at current scrap metal prices). The restored segment of railroad would appraise as an encumbrance to the land (T. Konency pers. comm 2011) on which it it located, and would probably result in a slight depreciation of real estate value.  Because it is unlikely that a restored segment of railroad would be attractive to the touring public, it is difficult to estimate if any additional tourist dollars would be spent locally if the Heritage Property is developed as proposed.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/12/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  Today, the grade of the railroad is salvaged, abandoned, and typically covered with vegetation.   Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Missoula County. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24DL0707

		Property_Name: Silver Bow Creek Bridge 

		Property_Town: Opportunity

		Property_Date/Year: 1928

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains integrity of location, workmanship, materials, feeling, and association.  There have been no significant alterations made to the structure since its construction.  The setting of the property has been altered somewhat with the EPA's remediation of Silver Bow Creek in its vicinity over the past several years.  The bridge itself, however, has not been changed and it retains good integrity.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The heritage property consists of a 2-span reinforced concrete T-beam bridge.  It is associated with the MDT's "ramped up" road and bridge programs of the late 1920s and is an excellent example of the type of T-beam bridge designed and built by the MDT in the 1920s.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has programmed the bridge for replacement.  It no longer serves current traffic demands and its condition is deteriorating.  The bridge will not be replaced during this reporting cycle. 

		Status: [Mitigated]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge, making repairs on an as-needed basis.  The bridge was last inspected in April 2012 and will be inspected again in 2014.   The bridge itself is not endanger of failing and will be kept open to traffic until it is replaced.   

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge will not be replaced during this reporting cycle and will be maintained and inspected until that replacement occurs.  

		Other_Comment: The bridge was treated under the MDT's Historic Roads & Bridges Programmatic Agreement.  The bridge was determined eligible for the National Register under Criteria A and C. The bridge is not included as part of the Historic Bridge Rehabilitation Program and therefore not prioritized for preservation. The site form was submitted to the National Park Service to determine the level of HAER recordation necessary for it.  The NPS determined that the MDT site form was sufficient documentation for the bridge.  

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/15/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in fair condition.  The concrete is badly spalled and cracked with water reaching the reinforcing steel within the structure.  Some reinforcing steel is exposed and is badly corroded.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 600.00

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad Construction Camp

		Current Use: Archaeological Site

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24SA0155

		Property_Name: Sears/Weeksville Archaeological Site

		Property_Town: East of Thompson Falls

		Property_Date/Year: 1882

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site retains fair integrity as it has been previously impacted by highway construction.  It is believed, however, that subsurface material is intact outside the MDT ROW.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The historic property is the site of the Sears/Weeksville railroad construction camp for the Northern Pacific Railway.  The site is eligible under Criterion A for is association with the Northern Pacific Railway and under Criterion D as an archaeological site with the potential to yield important information about the construction of railroad.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT recorded and evaluated the site as part of the Weeksville-West highway reconstruction project on MT Highway 200.  The MDT was able to design the project to avoid impacting the site.  Its current status is unknown.  

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT monitors maintenance activities in the vicinity of the site to ensure that the portion within the MDT ROW is not disturbed.  The site was tested where construction activities had the potential to impact it and nothing substantive was discovered.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT will not disturb the portion of the site located within the highway ROW.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site is partially located within MDT ROW.  The portion within the ROW is unmaintained and is not monitored by the MDT.  The MDT does, however, monitor maintenance activities in the vicinity of the site to ensure it is not disturbed.  The MDT tested the portion of the site within the ROW where construction activities occurred and found nothing substantive.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: Grazing

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24CH0793

		Property_Name: Stone Circles

		Property_Town: Virgele

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of four tipi ring-size stone circles.  The site was determined to be a Heritage Property through consultation between an unknown entity and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not a part of that discussion.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site was mapped and subsurface tested in 1991.  In addition to the stone circles, cultural materials observed on the ground surface consisted of two possible hammerstones.   No evidence of  subsurface cultural remains was detected in any of the test units.  Age of the site is presently unknown, as is its potential to contribute meaningful information of the archaeological record.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because no preservation measures or stabilization work is currently required.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/21/2012

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.   The site is located on a stable landform and is currently in no danger of being disturbed.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Some segments are actively used and maintained by Burlington Northern.  Other segments are abandoned.

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24GN0615

		Property_Name: Northern Pacific Railroad in Granite County

		Property_Town: Drummond

		Property_Date/Year: 1883

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Northern Pacific Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the route of the Northern Pacific Railroad in Granite County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24GN0615 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act requirements consist of fully abandoned and salvaged segments of the former Northern Pacific Railroad route in Granite County, Montana that have reverted back to state ownership.  Associated structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on state land.    The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the abandoned segments of railroad on DNRC administered state land have been adequately documented, no additional preservation activities are planned. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because the DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/23/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos.  Some segments of the railroad are abandoned and some are still actively used.  Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties (for the most part) no longer exist, and the grade is typically covered with vegetation.  Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Granite County.  The abandoned segments of the site are slowly being reclaimed through natural and cultural processes.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 2

		Historic Use: Rural education

		Current Use: Vacant

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24CH1118

		Property_Name: Eagle Butte School

		Property_Town: Fort Benton

		Property_Date/Year: ca. 1915

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Eagle Butte School-- an isolated, one-room country schoolhouse east of Fort Benton, Montana.  The school was constructed in 1915 and operated as a school until the 1960’s.  It then operated as a bible study/Sunday school into the 1970’s.  Its purpose was to serve Kindergarten through 8th grades for residents of the Eagle Butte community E/NE of Fort Benton.

		Use_Comment: Efforts of the local community (specifically, Jack and Sharlin Arnst) have brought the Eagle Butte School back from a dilapidated state to its current rehabilitated condition.  Very few rural one room schoolhouses exist in such a preserved condition on state land.  More work is needed to fully  rehabilitate the the site and make it a useful structure for local community events.

		Status_Comment:  

		Status: [Improving]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: To date Jack and Sharlin Arnst (Fort Benton, MT) have spent approx. $33,000 to rehabilitate the exterior of the schoolhouse (i.e., new foundation, doors, roof, siding, and windows).  All restoration monies have been obtained through local fund raisers and grants through the Lippert-Claywater Foundation (Sharlin Arnst pers. comm 2011).  All labor has been volunteered.  The Arnst's estimate that $70,000 is required (continued below)  

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Because it is the best preserved one room rural schoolhouse on School Trust land in Montana, and because it is listed in the National Register of Historic Places, it is ranked here as DNRC's highest priority Heritage Property for 2011.

		Other_Comment: (continued) to rehabilitate the interior of the structure and to reconstruct outhouses and the original cistern house.  An additional $20,000 is requested to provide for maintenance and upkeep of the Eagle Butte School (once it is fully rehabilitated) for the next 10 years.  The DNRC has purchased a NR sign ($62) for the Eagle Butte School.  In addition to the above noted costs, an estimated 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Lewistown Unit Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify maintenance needs as they arise. Because of the remote location of this Heritage Property, estimating additional tourist dollars that might be captured at the local economic level is difficult, because the number of tourists willing to drive to the site, even if made aware of it, is limited.  Additionally, the Eagle Butte School will appraise for less than will be required to restore it, but it is presently uncertain if the land to which it is affixed will appreciate once the project is completed.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 08/08/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.   

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 9

		Historic Use: Highway 

		Current Use: Highway 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24ME0848

		Property_Name: Electric Highway/Secondary 294 

		Property_Town: East of Martinsdale

		Property_Date/Year: 1923-1942

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The highway retains good integrity.  It is routinely maintained, but there have been no significant reconstruction projects on the roadway since the 1940s.  The original alignment is intact as are nine of the structures associated with it.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Electric Highway is a 27 mile, two-lane roadway that currently functions as Secondary Rte 294.  The route paralleled the Milwaukee Road Railroad's electric line, hence the name of the highway.  It is NRHP eligible under Criteria A and C.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The roadway is in good condition.  The MDT routinely maintains the roadway and repairs potholes and other surfacing problems on a regular basis.  Maintenance has not diminished the integrity of the highway.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The Electric Highway is routinely maintained by the MDT. Maintenance activities include filling potholes, resurfacing projects, and plowing snow.  Culverts are also cleaned out on an as-needed basis.  The MDT has no plans to reconstruct or widen the highway for at least this reporting period.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the highway and makes repairs when necessary. It is regularly patrolled by the Ringling area maintenance section man.  The MDT has no plans to reconstruct or widen the roadway.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/25/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The roadway is in good condition and the MDT has no plans to reconstruct the highway or widen it.  It is routinely maintained with maintenance consisting of filling potholes and resurfacing the highway on an as-needed basis.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Some segments are actively used and maintained by Burlington Northern.  Other segments are abandoned.

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24RL0230

		Property_Name: Northern Pacific Railroad in Richland County

		Property_Town: Glendive-Sidney

		Property_Date/Year: 1881

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Northern Pacific Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the route of the Northern Pacific Railroad in Richand County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24RL0230 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act requirements consist of fully abandoned and salvaged segments of the former Northern Pacific Railroad route in Richland County, Montana that have reverted back to state ownership.  Associated structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on state land.    The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the abandoned segments of railroad on DNRC administered state land have been adequately documented, no additional preservation activities are planned. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because the DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/12/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos.  Some segments of the railroad are abandoned and some are still actively used.  Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties (for the most part) no longer exist, and the grade is typically covered with vegetation.  Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Richland County.  The abandoned segments of the site are slowly being reclaimed through natural and cultural processes.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 2

		Historic Use: Homestead

		Current Use: abandoned.  The surrounding land is grazed by livestock.

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PR2060

		Property_Name: 

		Property_Town: Broadus

		Property_Date/Year: ca. 1919

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site is likely associated with a 1919 homestead filing by a Mr. George Shockey.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is an abandoned and dilapidated homestead in Powder River County.  The site consists of the remains of a small house, barn, corrals, and two small trash dumps.  The site was determined to be a Heritage Property through consultation between an unknown entity and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not a part of this discussion.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: Abandoned and dilapidated.

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because it is in poor condition and is not publicly accessible.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/12/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site forms and photos.  The site is abandoned and is suffering as a result of neglect.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Airway Beacon

		Current Use: Airway Beacon

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PW1093

		Property_Name: MacDonald Pass Airway Beacon

		Property_Town: Helena 

		Property_Date/Year: 1935

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site retains considerable integrity.  The beacon is virtually unchanged since 1935 except for the replacement of the original glass beacon casing.  The foundation once supported the generator house and it was likely removed more than 50 years ago.  The setting of the site is mostly intact as is the site's association with the airway beacon system, which is still operating.    

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The beacon consists of three features: the beacon tower, an electrical shed, and a foundation.  The beacon was part of a string of beacons that stretched from Minneapolis to Seattle.  This was the last beacon lit in the system in November 1935.  It is eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The beacon still functions and is routinely maintained by the MDT's Aeronautics Division.  There are no plans to turn the beacon off and abandon the site.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 1500.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT's Aeronautics Division routinely maintains the beacon and keeps it operating.  The site is an important component of the cross-state airway beacon system.  The beacon is, however, relatively low maintenance, but its continued operation is critical to the system.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT's Aeronautics Division maintains the beacon and conducts regular site visits to the beacon.  There are no plans to remove the existing infrastructure and abandon the site.  

		Other_Comment: The MacDonald Pass Airway Beacon will be nominated to the National Register of Historic Places in 2014 or 2015 as part of Montana's Historic Airway Beacons MPD.

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/22/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The beacon is in excellent condition.  It is regularly maintained by the Aeronautics Division, which visits the site every three months.  The beacon tower is original to the site, but the beacon itself has been replaced.   

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Some segments are actively used and maintained by Burlington Northern.  Other segments are abandoned.

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24WX0134

		Property_Name: Northern Pacific Railroad in Wibaux County

		Property_Town: Wibaux

		Property_Date/Year: 1881

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Northern Pacific Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the route of the Northern Pacific Railroad in Wibaux County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24WX0134 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act requirements consist of fully abandoned and salvaged segments of the former Northern Pacific Railroad route in Wibaux County, Montana that have reverted back to state ownership.  Associated structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on state land.    The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the abandoned segments of railroad on DNRC administered state land have been adequately documented, no additional preservation activities are planned. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because the DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/09/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos.  Some segments of the railroad are abandoned and some are still actively used.  Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties (for the most part) no longer exist, and the grade is typically covered with vegetation.  Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Wibaux County.  The abandoned segments of the site are slowly being reclaimed through natural and cultural processes.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Greenhouse

		Current Use: Greenhouse

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Forestry Memorial Greenhouse

		Property_Town: Missoula, Mt.

		Property_Date/Year: 1951

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The iron armature and glass panels have been replaced with aluminum framed plexiglas due to rust and structural integrity. Interior remains relatively unchanged.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Built in 1951, the Forestry Memorial Greenhouse is located on the south side of the Forestry building, which was listed in the original nomination for The University of Montana Historic District. The greenhouse is constructed of an iron armature with glass panels. It was designed by Fox/Ballas Architects.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The East end of the building is brick and has remained unchanged, but the Greenhouse portion, West 2/3 of the building, has obviously been re-constructed using modern materials such as plexiglas panels and aluminum framing. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agricultural

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24CA1012

		Property_Name: First Peoples Buffalo Jump

		Property_Town: Great Falls

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [FWP]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Bone from the site was mined as part of  a historic fertilizer operation so much of the site was disturbed by that.  However, the park contains an abundance of features and sites that are in excellent shape as recorded by Steve Aaberg in 2009.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This site is a Late Prehistoric bison kill that is very extensive.  The site was excavated by Tom Roll and Jack Fisher of MSU in the mid 1990s.  An abundance of tools, fire hearths, and bone were recovered.  State Parks sponsored the preparation on an NHL nomination for this site in 2012-2013.

		Use_Comment: The visitor center at the park provides a continual presence that helps detour vandalism and site looting.

		Status_Comment: The site has been disturbed over the years by historic fertilizer mining prior to 1950, sandstone mining (1889-1905), and to archaeological excavations conducted by MSU between 1991-1995. Recent archaeological survey work conducted within the park indicates the site contains over 1300 well preserved features including bison drives and meat processing and occupation sites. A possible threat to the features is vandalism. Park gates are locked at the end of each day to try to prevent such incidents. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 245,377

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 28,000

		Interpretation: 20,256

		Promotion: 2758

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 4,000

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: An archaeological survey of the entire park was conducted in 2009. Over 1300 rock cairns and unique bison jump features were identified. In 2012-2013, a NHL nomination for the park was prepared by Aaberg Cultural Resource Consulting with financial assistance from the NPS, Heritage Partnership Program ($28,000).  Park staff attended the Montana Site Stewardship training and regularly monitor the most significant archaeological features within the park ($4,000).

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site and the park are exceptional archaeological resources.  Funding to test excavate a new portion of the buffalo jump identified by survey efforts would help to expand our knowledge and subsequent interpretation of the park. Features within the park (i.e. trip walls, camp sites and cairns) needed to be monitored on a regular basis as identified in the historic preservation plan (Scott 2011).

		Other_Comment: Stewardship Effort and Cost (Continued): The NPS accepted the NHL nomination for this site and it was forwarded on to their review committee.State Parks needs to track progress on this and keep momentum going.

		Reported_By: Sara Scott and Richard Hopkins

		Date_Recorded: 12/02/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The visitor center is located off the site.  Visitors can drive to the top of the site and hike down or hike from the VC to the site.  The site maintains its integrity as many of its over 1300 features are undisturbed.  Large portions of the site are excavated and a new jump with McKean aged projectile points was located during recent survey efforts. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24GV0154-24WL0129

		Property_Name: Deadman's Basin Irrigation Project (Wheatland and Golden Valley Counties)

		Property_Town: Ryegate

		Property_Date/Year: 1934 - 1941

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site consists of a zoned earth fill dam, a earthen dike, outlet works, a concrete chute spillway, slide gate controls located at the dam crest, reservoir, and associated feeder and outlet canals.  It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Deadman's Basin Irrigation Project.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is owned and operated by the state of Montana.  The resource was found to be a Heritage Property during consultation between the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) and the SHPO.  Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make improvements or repairs to the irrigation system.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  However, the overall look and nature of the resource has not been modified since its construction in 1941.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Class room office building

		Current Use: Class room office building

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Phyllis J. Washington Education Center

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1950

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Original structure has had a number of windows on the north side of the building removed and filled with Drivet for energy savings. Also, the rest of the windows were replaced with alum. framed, insulated, as part of 2009 addition. Built-up roof has been replaced. Brick and terra-cotta tile exterior of original structure remains unaltered. Interior has been kept relatively unchanged, except of updated lighting. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Originally built as the University of Montana's Business School in 1950, through state appropriation and reserve funds, designed by architect Fred A. Brinkman of Kalispell, building was originally a 3 story rectangle with classrooms, offices and some large lecture rooms. Building was added onto in 2009 by Oz architects. New section runs north and south and is attached to the East end of the original structure.

		Use_Comment: Meets program needs as an office/classroom building. New addition serves higher tech. needs of occupants programs. 

		Status_Comment: Aside from the sun shades on the south facing office windows that were added as part of the 2009 addition, this building has remained relatively historically intact. The roof has been replaced with single membrane but it is flat and not visible except from the air. An elevator addition, constructed in the early 90's on the East end of the building, was demolished to accommodate the 43,000 square foot addition in 2009.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: An addition was completed in 2009, which included a complete window replacement, paint and lighting upgrade of the original building.Regular building maintenance work is done by Facilities staff and an FCI survey is performed on a 3 year cycle.

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1) Exterior brick needs to be tuck pointed and sealed. Cracked terra-cotta needs to be repaired. 2) Interior plaster walls have cracks and need repair and paint.3) Replace original plumbing fixtures, some piping is at end of useful life.4) Update buildings electrical service, distribution and wiring.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Brad Evanger

		Date_Recorded: 11-22-2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Receives routine maintenance and is structurally stable. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Livestock grazing, hiking, hunting.

		Current Use: Hiking, site seeing, interpretation, hunting 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24CA0643

		Property_Name: Tower Rock/NRHP

		Property_Town: Cascade

		Property_Date/Year: July 1805

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The landscape of Tower rock is well preserved in terms of the feature itself.  However, the park facilities include a gravel parking area, vault toilet, car counter, boundary fencing, Interpretive panels, information kiosk, picnic table, and hiking trail.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Tower Rock is mentioned in the journals of the L&C Corps of Discovery in 1805.  The site is a preserved landscape at this time.  Pending developments include replacement of the boundary fence on the North, West and South sides, but this will not be completed until the budget for the replacement is approved,

		Use_Comment: Weeds in the neighborhood have been an issue for the past two years.  We have spent approximately $2500.00 on weed control.  It is close to I-15 so we have had a fire caused from traffic on I-15.

		Status_Comment: The area is well protected within the 140 acre State Park.  No current developments in the area are a threat.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 10,591

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 721

		Promotion: 3066

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1,800

		Monitoring: 1000

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Heritage and tourism promotion include publication of state parks brochures, and information on the website that encourages people to visit the park ($400).  The site is also maintained by park staff who visit the site weekly ($1,800).  We will continue to monitor and control noxious weeds found on the site.  Visitors come to see the site, enjoy the scenic vista, and hike to the base of the rock climbed by the Corps Discovery. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Weekly visits to clean the vault toilet, trash pick up and any other maintenance need identified.  

		Other_Comment: As a landscape, this site is a low priority in terms of preservation maintenance, since there is little to do except leave the site in its original condition.  Periodic maintenance is needed to keep the park clean, weed free, and free of litter.

		Reported_By: Richard Hopkins

		Date_Recorded: 11/04/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Mining

		Current Use: State Park (single bldg)

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GN0365

		Property_Name: Miners Union Hall/NRHP

		Property_Town: Philipsburg

		Property_Date/Year: 1890

		State_Agency: [FWP]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The historic integrity of this building is lost because it has collapsed.  The town is managed by the BLM and private entities and all buildings show complete lack of stewardship.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This is the old site of the Miner's Union Hall in Granite.  This three-story brick building was built in 1890 and has completely collapsed and only the remnants of its walls still stand on three sides.  The 3rd floor of the building once held a small lodge hall that was used for meetings and secret orders. The town of Granite was a thriving silver mining town in the 1880s and 1890s.

		Use_Comment: Building is not used but is visited by locals tourists.

		Status_Comment: Property is not threatened by any type of project activities or pending destruction but the property lies within the abandoned historic mining town of Granite which is very isolated and difficult to access. Threats to the site include vandalism by visitors and decay resulting from years of neglect.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 180

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: No stewardship efforts have been undertaken at this site. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The building is in poor condition and has deteriorated. The site is also very difficult to access making monitoring and/or preservation a challenge. As long as the building is in the state parks system, it should be monitored each year and taken better care of. This has not been done due to lack of staff time.

		Other_Comment: Although state parks owns this building, this building is inappropriate as a state park owned site because of its isolated nature and that it is difficult for state parks to preserve and protect given that it is surrounding by BLM owned land and buildings and there is no human presence here. Most all buildings are badly vandalized.

		Reported_By: Sara Scott 

		Date_Recorded: 11/28/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Site is in a state of decay. The roof over the main hall has fallen in and the maple "spring floor", once the finest in the northwest, is long gone. Only the shell of the masonry sides and front remain and and the interior has disintegrated. A HABS inventory of the building was done in 1965 and FWP maintains the full record of the building taken during that time including drawings, photographs and background research. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 11

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24GN0964

		Property_Name: Flint Creek Water Project

		Property_Town: Philipsburg

		Property_Date/Year: 1938

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site consists of a zoned earth fill dam, siphon, outlet works, a concrete chute spillway, slide gate controls located at the dam crest, reservoir, and five primary canals.  It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is (the Flint Creek Water Project) is composed of seven primary features-- the East Fork of Rock Creek Dam, the East Fork of Rock Creek Reservoir, the main (Flint Creek) diversion canal, the East Canal, the Marshall Canal, the Allendale Canal, and the Metcalf Canal.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is owned by the state of Montana and operated by the Flint Creek Water Users Association .   Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make improvements or repairs to the irrigation system.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/08/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  However, the overall look and nature of the resource has not been modified since its construction in 1938.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Sheep ranching.

		Current Use: The property is currently used by FWP for equipment storage and overnight lodging for FWP field personnel.

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BE1812

		Property_Name:  Red Door Ranch, Gravelly-Blacktail WMA

		Property_Town: Dillon

		Property_Date/Year: 1900, est

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment:  Six buildings and one foundation from the Red Door Ranch, built around 1900, remain on the Gravelly-Blacktail WMA, including a log residence, a quonset hut, a large animal shed, a log tack shed, two log bunkhouses, and a cement foundation. The small animal shed collapsed and was torn down years ago. The Red Door Ranch Heritage property is considered to have good historic integrity because the primary historic fabric has not been significantly altered and 6 of the original 8 ranch buildings are intact or evident. However, the small animal shed was torn down, the large animal shed collapsed in recent years, and corrals and an outhouse were built by FWP, affecting the property’s historic integrity.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Red Door Ranch was a sheep ranching headquarters for one of five Anderson brothers who ran a large sheep operation in southwest Montana at the turn of the century. At one point the five families grazed 100,000 sheep. The site is eligible for listing due to the role the ranch played in early sheep ranching in southwest Montana. 

		Use_Comment: Of the remaining 6 buildings,  the log residence is used as a bunkhouse by FWP field personnel during the field season. The quonset hut and log tack shed are used for equipment storage. Two log bunkhouses are unused, and the large animal shed was unused until it recently collapsed. Since acquisition by FWP, FWP built corrals and an outhouse.

		Status_Comment: The heritage property is considered to have a satisfactory status because the property is maintained, regularly used by FWP, and, even though the property is in an isolated location, a gate was installed on the entrance road 1/2 mile from the property to minimize vandalism. The log residence is considered to be in good condition and is maintained by FWP but the 2 log bunkhouses and the quonset hut are in poor and deteriorating condition. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 0

		Preservation_Protection: 0

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 600

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The cabin was in a state of unusable condition due to mouse and pack-rat infestations. The WMA crew (assisted by the WMA biologist) performed repairs and cleaned up the cabin and restored it to a usable structure by mouse proofing and performing minor repairs for an approximate cost of $600. No other maintenance, repair, restoration, or preservation was done to any of the heritage structures at the Gravelly-Blacktail WMA in 2012-2013.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance, restoration, or preservation of the historic buildings is planned for the Red Door Ranch in the next two years.

		Other_Comment:  The heritage property is located on a relatively remote portion of the 17,781 acre WMA and is used by WMA staff for sleeping quarters and storage whenever working in this portion of the WMA.

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/06/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 6

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment:  Overall, the property is considered in fair condition, though the condition of individual structures varies. The property is stable, but is largely unmaintained, with the exception of the log residence. The remaining buildings will soon need preservation treatment. The log residence is maintained by FWP and is in good condition. The log tack shed is used and in fair condition. The quonset hut is used by FWP but is in poor and deteriorating condition. The two log bunkhouses are unused and in poor and deteriorating condition. The large animal shed recently collapsed and the small animal shed collapsed years ago and was later demolished.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24PA1137

		Property_Name: Northern Pacific Railway Overpass

		Property_Town: East of Livingston

		Property_Date/Year: 1955

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains good integrity and is representative of the type of reinforced concrete T-beam structures built by the MDT in the years following WWII.  It retains its original configuration, materials, and the setting is largely intact.  The bridge is a good example of the type.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The overpass is a 3-span reinforced concrete T-beam structure that was built in 1955.  It is significant as one of only a few reinforced concrete railroad overpasses built during the 1950s and is representative of the post-WWII highway/bridge building boom in the state.  The bridge also retains a high degree of integrity and is a good example of the style.   

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has programmed the overpass for replacement.  The structure no longer meets the demands placed on it by current traffic use.  It is too narrow and the type does lend itself well to widening or rehabilitation so it does meet current traffic demands.  The overpass, however, will not be replaced during this reporting cycle.  Until replacement, it will be routinely maintained and inspected every two years.  

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the overpass and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The structure was inspected in March 2012 and will be reinspected in March 2014.  The last inspection revealed no significant structural problems other than what can be inspected because of the age of the overpass.  It will not be replaced during this two-year reporting cycle.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge will continue to carry traffic over the railroad tracks until it is replaced sometime after 2014.  The bridge has been treated under the terms of the MDT's Historic Roads and Bridges Programmatic Agreement and has been mitigated.   

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/16/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in good condition and there are no significant structural deficiencies.  It has not been significantly altered since its construction in 1955.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Four Mill 

		Current Use: Sate Park 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24GA1841

		Property_Name: Missouri Headwaters Madison Mill-NRHP-eligible

		Property_Town: Three Forks

		Property_Date/Year: 1865

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: No standing structures but historic archaeology is likely intact.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: "This was a flour mill site that operated from 1860s to the 1880s" (S. Wagers and  Blain Fandrich. 2012).  All that remains of the site are three depressions which were likely the main mill structure, the grist mill, and places where machinery sat.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: No structures exist but there is a good chance that the historic archaeological record still exists. 

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 1750

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 1500

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 500

		Monitoring: 500

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Regular/routine maintenance include vegetation management, litter pick up and trail maintenance of walking trail that passes by this site. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: Quotes from;Scott Wagers and Blain Fandrich (2012) of Ethnoscience, "Missouri River Headwaters State Park: A Class III Cultural Resource Inventory, Gallatin County, Montana".. 

		Reported_By: David Andrus 

		Date_Recorded: 11/8/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: "The condition of the site is poor because the mill once located at the property no longer exists. The depression features have been impacted by erosion and are in poor to fair condition. The site retains integrity of location and setting; but has lost integrity of design, materials,workmanship, feeling and association" (S. Wagers and  Blain Fandrich. 2012)

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 5

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PH3613

		Property_Name: Frenchman Dam and Reservoir

		Property_Town: Hinsdale/Saco

		Property_Date/Year: 1951-1953

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site consists of a zoned, rolled earth fill dam, spillway, gatehouse, concrete outlet conduit, and reservoir.  It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Frenchman Dam and Reservoir.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is owned by the state of Montana and operated by the Frenchman Water Users Association .  Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make improvements or repairs to the irrigation system.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  However, the overall look and nature of the resource has not been modified since its construction in 1953.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Private residence 1888-1913, official Governors Residence 1913-1959

		Current Use: Historic House Museum

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC0883

		Property_Name: Original Governors Mansion

		Property_Town: Helena, MT 59601

		Property_Date/Year: 1888

		State_Agency: [Historical Society]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Today it appears much as it did in 1913, when Governor Samuel V. Stewart, and his family moved in. Architects Hodgson, Stem and Welter designed this Queen Anne style structure, which is characterized by a fanciful, irregular outline filled with gables, turrets chimneys, balconies, and dormers. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Montana’s Original Governor’s Mansion was built as a private residence for the William Chessman family in 1888, and was home to the Peter Larson family and the Harfield Conrad family before the state purchased it (along with much of the Conrads’ furnishings) in 1913. Until 1959, it served as the official residence of Montana’s governors, their families, and service staffs. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The Original Governors' Mansion and carriage house are a unique property in that both the Department of Administration and the Montana Historical Society work together on heritage preservation of the property. The Montana Historical Society is responsible for the finishings and furnishings for the interior of the Original Governors' Mansion and carriage house. The care of the structure of the OGM and carriage house are under the management of the Department of Administration. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 29639.33

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 17630.00

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 10072.72

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The Montana Historical Society administers the Original Governors' Mansion as an historic house museum by providing public tours, historical interpretation, conducting historical research, maintaining historically appropriate interior furnishings. Staff conduct regular maintenance and monitoring of the interior furnishings and exhibits. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: external paint, repoint brick and stonework, repair balcony box beams, stabilize porch decking,repair cracks in third floor west bedroom, repair and paint basement north-east wall

		Other_Comment: During the previous biennium MHS conducted an Historic Structures Report to determine specific preservation and maintenance needs. The Montana Historical Society works with the DOA to insure the preservation of the historical integrity of the OGM and carriage house are maintained. 

		Reported_By: Jennifer Bottomly-O'looney

		Date_Recorded: 1/31/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 2

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 14

		Historic Use: Farm research operations

		Current Use: Farm research operations

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA0352

		Property_Name: Fort Ellis Military Site  - MAES 

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman

		Property_Date/Year: 1925; 1931-1933; 1976; 1986

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site was evaluated as preparation to consider demolition of a 1931 building.  The November 2013 site evaluation identified 27 individual resources: 12 contributing buildings, 1 non;  6 contributing structures and 8 non.  

		Use_Comment: Many of the buildings do not accommodate the current research lab equipment and farm operation technology. Some buildings were originally built for an immediate need and not intended for 50+ years of use. Facilities need to provide higher level of security and capacity as well as proximity to research operations.    

		Status_Comment: Residence #721 is being reviewed for options, ranging from remediation and restoration to demolition.   

		Status: [Mitigated]

		Property_Administration: 1

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 36487.

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: victoria drummond

		Date_Recorded: 01/27/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 13

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 21,167.85

		SubmitButton1: 
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Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
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Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
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Condition (Choose One): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24JF1578

		Property_Name: 

		Property_Town: Pipestone

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Cultural materials appear to be restricted to the upper 10 cm of ground surface.  The site contains mixed cultural remains.  The site was determined to be a Heritage Property through consultation between the BLM and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not a part of this discussion.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of a historic prospect pit, a limited scattering of chipped stone debitage, four low-profile cairns, and two stacked rock structures interpreted as pre-contact hunting blinds in mountainous terrain near the Continental Divide.      

		Use_Comment: Grazing is the primary use, but this is limited.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is located on a stable land form.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The site has been generally documented by the BLM.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because it is currently in a stable environment and no adverse effects are expected.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/10/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Bison Kill Site 

		Current Use: MDT ROW/RR ROW

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24TL0777

		Property_Name: Galata Bison Kill 

		Property_Town: Galata 

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site contained sufficient cultural deposits to warrant its NRHP eligibility.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The property is a bison kill site that is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places under Criterion D.  It consists of a large exposure of processed bison bone, as well as associated lithics and ceramics.  Testing yielded a protohistoric C14 date.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The Galata site is sandwiched in between the railroad and US 2.  The MDT has programmed a reconstruction project in the vicinity of the site.  However, the project has been designed to avoid impacting the site.  

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The Galata East & West project has been designed so as to avoid impacting this site.  No site excavation is anticipated at this time.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/30/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Although far from pristine, this site contains buried cultural deposits that have the potential to yield important scientific information.  Site that date to the protohistoric period are few and far between in Montana.  Ceramics are likewise rare.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
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Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Spiritual Site

		Current Use: Spiritual Site

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24PH1002

		Property_Name: Sleeping Buffalo Rock

		Property_Town: East of Saco on US Highway 2

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Sleeping Buffalo Rock has been moved several times from its original location north of the where it currently sits.  The object is NRHP listed as a Traditional Cultural Property.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Sleeping Buffalo Rock is an object that has spiritual significance to Native Americans throughout the northern Rockies and Great Plains.  It is listed in the National Register of Historic Places.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The object is located at  MDT-maintained turn-out at MP 490 on US 2.  Vandalism of the site has occurred in the past and will likely occur again.  Although the vandalism does not destroy the significance of the rock to Native Americans, its current location diminishes its power somewhat.  The MDT, BLM, BoR, BIA and Fort Belknap Tribe is in the process of returning the rock to its original location.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: +

		Stewardship_Comment: The Fort Belknap Tribe, with the concurrence of other Montana tribes, has requested the Sleeping Buffalo Rock be relocated to its original site on Bureau of Reclamation-owned land north of its existing location.  The process to move the rock is on-going and could possibly be completed by 2015.  The rock would leave MDT ownership and come under the ownership of the federal government (BoR).  SHPO will be apprised of this on-going effort.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the shelter where the Sleeping Buffalo Rock is currently located.  The MDT is, however, in the process of relocating the rock to its original site (see above).

		Other_Comment: The Sleeping Buffalo Rock was listed in the National Register of Historic Places in 1996.  When the rock is moved back to its original location, the MDT will revise the NRHP nomination to reflect that fact.  Consultation with the NR has revealed that the object can remain in the NRHP once that revision has been approved.  

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/17/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 1

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The rock is in good condition, but subject to frequent vandalism, such as graffiti, trash strewn around it, and its frequent use as a urinal.  The MDT maintains the turn-out and shelter to the best of its ability.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Cavalry supply post

		Current Use: Grazing

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PE0231

		Property_Name: Powder River Depot in Prairie County

		Property_Town: Terry

		Property_Date/Year: 1876

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the location of a military supply depot constructed at the confluence of the Powder and Yellowstone Rivers from June 6 through September 5 of 1876.  The site was established to allow steamboats to travel up the Yellowstone River and re-supply cavalry units (including the 7th Cavalry) engaged in fighting the Sioux Indian War of that same year.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The DNRC administers only a small portion of the overall site. The majority is administered by the BLM. 

		Status: [Endangered]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: If an arrangement could be made with the BLM, fully restoring the Powder River Depot to its original historic condition is estimated to cost $200,000.  Additionally, a parking lot with a crushed gravel surface of sufficient size to accommodate 12 sedans and 6 motor homes will be needed for visitor parking at the site locale (approximately 330 ft x 170 ft or $56,100).  Interpretive signage would cost an additional $15,000 to develop.  A full time employee ($35,000 annually) would also likely be (continued below)

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Because the site's association with the "Indian Wars", because it is publicly accessible, and because it would be attractive to tourists if developed, it is ranked moderately high by DNRC in priority for preservation/development work.

		Other_Comment: (continued) required to protect the site from vandalism and address maintenance and management concerns as they arise.  Because the Heritage Property is located very near Interstate 90, approximately 20,000 visitors may stop at the site each year if it were developed and promoted as a tourist destination.  This estimate is based on the number of annual visitors to the First People's Buffalo Jump).  Once fully restored, an additional $40,000 tourist dollars might be captured for the economies of Terry and Miles City that would otherwise not  be spent there. Current appraised value of this Heritage Property is zero dollars.  If $271,100 is invested into development of the property, the appraised market value is estimated to be the value of the structures-- or approximately $100,000.  It is uncertain if the land on which the site is located would appreciate in value.   

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/9/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  No structures are present in the site, but occasional depressions can still be seen, and the locale is a favorite of relic collectors who have intermittently dug for artifacts over the past 135 years.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Academic classrooms, labs, offices 

		Current Use: Academic classrooms, labs, offices 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1878

		Property_Name: Linfield Hall 

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman 

		Property_Date/Year: 1907

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment:  Linfield Hall is in good condition and retains much of its historical detailing and massing. A key site of the 1917 Carsley/Gilbert Campus Master Plan.  Alternations include replacement of the original tile roof with asphalt shingles in about 1998 and the 1953 addition to the south elevation.In 2013 a new entrance  was added to the west elevation to the addition - including ADA compliant restrooms and an elevator.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This three and 1/2 story Neoclassical Revival style building includes gable-roof dormers and Columbus MT sandstone trimmings.  Designed by Montana architects Charles S. Haire and John G. Link.  The building was known as Morrill Hall in the 1930's.  

		Use_Comment: The building remains the central operations of he College of Agriculture and has always been.   

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 405,179

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 73,391.73

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: victoria drummond

		Date_Recorded: 01/31/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Completed in 2013 - the connecting Linfield South building (1953 International style addition that replaced a 1911 greenhouse structure of iron, glass and cypress wood) underwent renovation to include a new west facing entrance, ADA restrooms and an elevator providing compliant access to all floors of Linfield Hall. In 2010 the exterior masonry was preserved with new brick, repointing, and restored terra cotta elements.   

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 7,116.89

		SubmitButton1: 
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Comment (Explain): 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24JF1312

		Property_Name: 

		Property_Town: Pipestone

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site contains mixed cultural remains.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of a limited scattering of chipped stone debitage and historic debris in mountainous terrain near the Continental Divide.  Cultural materials appear to be restricted to the upper 10 cm of ground surface.  The site was determined to be a Heritage Property through consultation between the BLM and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not a part of this discussion.  

		Use_Comment: Grazing is the primary use, but this is limited.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is located on a stable land form.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The site has been generally documented by the BLM.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because it is currently in a stable environment and no adverse effects are expected.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/10/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agriculture

		Current Use: Wildlife Management Area; Water control system

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24TT0435

		Property_Name: Freezeout Lake WMA

		Property_Town: Fairfield

		Property_Date/Year: 1953

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The historic integrity of the Freezeout Lake water control system is considered to be excellent. The system is in good condition and is actively maintained by FWP. The canal system still functions as it was originally constructed and has had only minor modifications through the years. The system uses gravity flow and, because the area is so flat, water does not flow as effectively as it would with the aid of pumps. However, there are no plans to install pumps to the system.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Prior to large-scale irrigation on surrounding lands, the Freezeout Basin contained several shallow, non-discharging lakes that would evaporate during dry years. Upon development of large-scale irrigation in the area by the Greenfield Irrigation District, water flow into the Freezeout Basin increased and, having no outlet, the lake became permanently flooded, threatening roads, railroad tracks, and private farmland. In an attempt to control water levels in the basin, in 1953 the Montana Fish and Game Commission and U.S. Bureau of Reclamation began acquiring private lands and constructed a drainage canal that drained Freezeout Lake, flowed to Priest Lake, and emptied into the Teton River. Later, FWP constructed levees and dykes to create six ponds interconnected by ditches and water control structures in order to control water levels in the entire WMA. The water control system is now owned and managed by FWP and remains intact. With only minor modifications, the system functions as it was originally constructed.  Windbreaks and food plots have also been added to improve waterfowl habitat. Freezeout Lake WMA has developed into an outstanding waterfowl hunting and viewing area.

		Use_Comment: The Freezeout Lake water control system remains fully functional and operates as it was originally constructed. 

		Status_Comment: The Freezeout Lake water control system is considered to have a satisfactory status because it is actively maintained, has been in continual use since it was originally built, and not threatened by development, highways, or vandalism.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: In addition to annual maintenance, two major repair projects were done in the last two years. The dike on the west side of Pond 1 was repaired due to erosion in spring 2013 for a cost of $65,270. A bank stabilization (rip rap) project was also done on the east shoreline of the Main Lake during spring 2013 for a cost of $59,697. Locks were installed on gates to discourage vandalism.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: During the next two years, FWP intends to reconstruct the outlet structure from Priest Land for an approximate cost of $60,000 and replace a buried culvert section for an approximate cost of $6,000.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/09/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The system is in good condition and is actively maintained by FWP. The water control system still functions as it was originally intended, with only minor modifications made through the years. The system uses gravity flow and, because the area is so flat, water does not flow as effectively as it would with the aid of pumps. However, there are no plans to install pumps to the system.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 124,967

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24GA1765

		Property_Name: Middle Creek Dam and Reservoir (Hyalite Reservoir)

		Property_Town: Bozeman

		Property_Date/Year: 1942-1951

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site consists of a zoned earth fill dam with a mechanically stabilized earth crest, outlet works, a concrete chute spillway, slide gate controls located at the dam crest, and reservoir.  It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Middle Creek Dam and Reservoir Irrigation Project.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is owned by the state of Montana and operated by the Middle Creek Water Users Association.   Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make improvements or repairs to the irrigation system.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/08/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  However, the overall look and nature of the resource has not been modified since its construction in 1951.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Woman's Residence Hall 

		Current Use: Academic - instructional classrooms, labs, and offices

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1871

		Property_Name: Hamilton Hall

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman 

		Property_Date/Year: 1910

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The original woman's residence was repurposed in the 1870's for instructional uses.  It retains its original exterior detailing and massing.  A 2009 renovation of the first two levels included replacing all exterior windows with historically sympathetic units and returned the main entrance porch to its original appearance.    

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Only building on campus designed it the Spanish Mission Style with curvilinear parapets on gable ends.  Designed by Fred F. Willson, built in 1910 as a woman's dormitory. The original north entrance was replaced in 1925 due to earthquake damage; and in 2009 it was restored to its original appearance. Remodeled in 1967 as offices; currently offices and Gallatin College and Airforce ROTC classrooms.    

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: MSU ranks the restoration of the top two floors as a priority in the LRBP process.  The 2009 renovation project included installation of an elevator, which improves the utilization potential for the building. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 171,464

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 73,882.88

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Ranks as a high priority for LRBP funding to complete the building's restoration. 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: victoria drummond

		Date_Recorded: 01/07/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 28,292.16

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
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Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 5

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PW0688

		Property_Name: Nevada Creek Dam and Reservoir 

		Property_Town: Helmville

		Property_Date/Year: 1938

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site is a zoned earth fill and rock fill dam, concrete chute spillway, a small gatehouse, a concrete outlet conduit, and reservoir.  It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Nevada Creek Dam and Reservoir.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is owned by the state of Montana and operated by the Nevada Creek Water Users Association .  Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make improvements or repairs to the irrigation system.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  However, the overall look and nature of the resource has not been modified since its construction in 1938.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
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Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Office Space

		Current Use: Office Space

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC2193

		Property_Name: Walt Sullivan Building - 1315 East Lockey Avenue

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1959/1974

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Original building constructed in 1959 with an addition completed in 1974.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Excellent]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 3,000

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: South side parking lot upgrade - $115,00016 restrooms remodel - $271,000National Register nomination preparation $3,000 (SHPO)

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: The building was added to the National Register of Historic Places in 2012.

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BH1589

		Property_Name: 

		Property_Town: Decker

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site was determined to be a Heritage Property through consultation between an unknown entity and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not a part of this discussion.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of a limited scattering of chipped stone artifacts and a circular arrangement of stone on a prominent ridge  in Bighorn County.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: See associated site form and photos.   

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #3 in rank simply to reflect that it will be excavated and mapped prior to being disturbed by coal mine related developments.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 8/12/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site was only examined at the ground surface level and was apparently not mapped, so metric and nonmetric observations about the site are not available.  Age of the site is presently unknown, as is its potential to contribute meaningful information to the archaeological record.  The site is located within the proposed expansion area of the Spring Creek Coal Mine and may be destroyed in the near future.  The DNRC has informed Spring Creek Coal Company and its consulting archaeologist that the stone circle must be fully excavated and mapped prior to project related disturbance.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
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Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Agricultural research center and labs

		Current Use: Agricultural research center and labc

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA1892

		Property_Name: Wool Laboratory 

		Property_Town: MSU - Bozeman

		Property_Date/Year: 1947

		State_Agency: [University System/MSU]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: It is the only surviving frame building within the campus core. The Craftsmen style building was designed by William R. Plew, Montana State's Supervising Architect 1913 to 1945.    

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: A contributing building (Criteria A and C) for the MSU Historic District.  It represents education and agriculture to the state and in particular the wool industry since 1947.  

		Use_Comment: Retains its original exterior including eight-over-eight double sash windows.  

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 45,979

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 447.65

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 12,559.19

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Facilities Condition Index of 18.8% indicates a need for reducing accumulated deferred maintenance.   

		Other_Comment: It is an integral part of the MSU Montana Sheep Institute along with the MAES Ft Ellis and Red Bluff Research Center sites. 

		Reported_By: victoria drummond

		Date_Recorded: 01/28/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 37,939.34

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: hayfield irrigation

		Current Use: abandoned

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24ME0793

		Property_Name: Sanford Holliday Ditch

		Property_Town: Checkerboard

		Property_Date/Year: 1882

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site consists of a shallow excavated trench constructed to divert water for irrigation of local hayfields.  It is a privately owned affair, although one segment crosses a tract of School Trust land.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the abandoned Sanford Holliday irrigation ditch.

		Use_Comment: The site is abandoned and is slowly being reclaimed by natural and cultural processes.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation ditch is privately owned.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The site was documented by the Department of Transportation.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because it is not worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/10/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The ditch is abandoned.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: MONTANA STATE HOSPITAL provides inpatient psychiatric treatment for adults with serious mental illness. 

		Current Use: storage

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24DL0783

		Property_Name: MT State Hospital-Receiving Hospital (Post WWII) 

		Property_Town: Deer Lodge County--Warm Springs

		Property_Date/Year: 1959

		State_Agency: [DPHHS]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Receiving Hospital at Montana State Hospital at Warm Springs, which is 63,033 square feet in size, is a one-story building with an irregular footprint and both flat and shallow-sloped shed roofs. The building is reinforced concrete with brick veneer on concrete block walls. It has a concrete slab foundation and a built-up roof. The architect was Johannes Van Teylingen of Great Falls. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: This was not one of the original buildings on campus.  It has been replaced by a similar building in 2000 for hospital use.  

		Status: [Endangered]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: In 2008, there was an appropriation of $4.5 million to renovate the Receiving Hospital.Consultants told us the project was attainable, but the project would likely result in many years of ongoing costs as the building has numerous challenges including broken sewer lines, a failing heating system, structural flaw and other issues. It was estimated that the project would exceed the appropriation by approximately $2.5 million. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: April 23,2008 in a meeting attended by Budget Director David Ewer, Director of DPHHS Joan Miles, Director of Correction Mike Ferriter and others present agreed that a significant investment in the Receiving Hospital was not in the best interest of the tax payer at this time when we did not have funding to complete the project. It was decided to abandon all plans for restoration. DPHHS/Addictive & Mental Disorders Division will approach the Joint Appropriations Subcommittee on Long-Range Planning for permission to demolish the building.

		Reported_By: Tracey Thun, MSH Chief Fiscal Officer

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: This building has not had heat in it since the spring of 2010 due to gas leaks in the boilers.  The outside is deteriorating, as is the roof and the interior.  It has structural damage, broken sewer lines, and other  significant maintenance issues.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: State Liquor Warehouse

		Current Use: Print and Mail service, office and storage

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC1328

		Property_Name: State Liquor Warehouse - 920 Front Street

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1936

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Excellent]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: New roof neededMasonry veneer needs re-pointing

		Other_Comment: The building is eligible for the National Register.

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
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Historic Use:  
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Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24CR0729

		Property_Name: Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad route in Custer County

		Property_Town: Miles City

		Property_Date/Year: 1907-1908

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad route in Custer County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24CR0729 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act responsibilities consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments on state land in Custer County, Montana, that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad. 

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Identifying a legally accessible, abandoned segment of railroad grade and fully restoring a 1/4 mile representative segment on state land is estimated to cost $215,000.  This is based on discussions with Montana Rail Link engineer, Nick Bailey (pers. comm. November 2011).  Included in the estimate is the cost of tracks and ties ($135 per linear foot), reconstruction of the grade where needed to provide structural integrity and to match original historic dimensions and materials, (continued below) 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: (continued) and denuding the grade of vegetation to match its original historic appearance.  Additionally, approximately 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Eastern Land Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify maintenance needs as they arise.  Current appraised value of this Heritage Property is zero dollars.  If $215,000 is invested into the restoration of 1/4 mile of railroad, the appraised market value is estimated to be the cost of the salvage price of the tracks and ties (approx. $20,000 at current scrap metal prices). The restored segment of railroad would appraise as an encumbrance to the land (T. Konency pers. comm 2011) on which it it located, and would probably result in a slight depreciation of real estate value.  Because it is unlikely that a restored segment of railroad would be attractive to the touring public, it is difficult to estimate if any additional tourist dollars would be spent locally if the Heritage Property is developed as proposed.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/9/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 1

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  Today, the grade of the railroad is salvaged, abandoned, and typically covered with vegetation.   Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Custer County. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24ML0369

		Property_Name: Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad in Musselshell County

		Property_Town: Roundup

		Property_Date/Year: 1907

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the route of the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad in Musselshell County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24ML0369 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act responsibilities consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments on state land in Musselshell County, Montana, that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.   

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the abandoned segments of railroad on DNRC administered state land have been adequately documented, no additional preservation activities are planned. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because the DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/22/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  Today, the grade of the railroad is salvaged, abandoned, and typically covered with vegetation.   Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Musselshell County.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24ST0289

		Property_Name: Stillwater River Bridge 

		Property_Town: Nye

		Property_Date/Year: 1945

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity and has not been modified or altered since its construction in 1945.  It retains its structurally distinctive concrete guardrails and the setting of the property has not changed since its construction.  The bridge retains a high degree of architectural integrity.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Stillwater River Bridge at Nye is a 4-span reinforced concrete T-beam bridge that was built in 1945.  It was one of only a very few bridge projects undertaken by the MDT during WWII.  The bridge was located on a strategically important roadway.  The structure is eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge is in good condition and meets current traffic demands.  The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and inspects it every two years.  There are no significant structural deficiencies.  Consequently, the MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge for the foreseeable future.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The department also inspects the bridge every two years with the last inspection occurring in May 2012.  The inspection concluded the bridge is not deficient.  Consequently, the MDT will not program a rehabilitation or replacement project for the foreseeable future.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is in good condition with significant structural deficiencies.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition with no significant structural deficiencies.  It will continue to function in its historic capacity.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Automobile travel

		Current Use: Automobile travel

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24TL0170

		Property_Name: Abandoned and actively used segments of Highway 2 in Toole County

		Property_Town: Shelby

		Property_Date/Year: 1927

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of abandoned and actively used segments of Highway 2 in Toole County.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment:  Two abandoned segments of site 24TL0170 are located on State Land administered by the DNRC.   Associated structures such as tunnels, bridges, or culverts have not been identified on any of the state tracts containing the abandoned road routes in Toole County.   

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because much in the way of construction/maintenance records and general history already exists, no further consideration of this Heritage Property is currently warranted. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/8/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos.   The two abandoned segments of Highway 2 on DNRC administered state land are largely covered with vegetation, and are slowly being reclaimed by natural and cultural processes. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Deaf and Dumb School

		Current Use: Vacant

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24JF0496

		Property_Name: Montana Developmental Center Administrative Building #100/ Montana Deaf and Dumb Asylum (Main Hall)

		Property_Town: Boulder

		Property_Date/Year: 1898

		State_Agency: [DPHHS]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Building is in the National Register of Historic Places, Item No. 85000994 NRIS. It was added to the Register on May 10, 1985.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The building began in 1896 and was completed in 1898 as the Montana Deaf & Dumb Asylum. It was designed by Montana's first State Architect, John C. Paulsen. He designed the building of local brick and granite, and trimmed in Montana copper. The blending of Italianate and Renaissance revival styles  and its long institutional service, mark this Boulder landmark as a state milestone.

		Use_Comment: Building is not currently used. It has been vacant for many years.

		Status_Comment: Vacant/Empty

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: None in past two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Bruce Giulio Sr.

		Date_Recorded: 12/30/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Quite run down

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 5

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PT0467

		Property_Name: Yellow Water Reservoir 

		Property_Town: Winnet

		Property_Date/Year: 1938

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site is a zoned earth dam and dike, earthen spillway, steel pipe outlet, and reservoir.  It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Yellow Water Dam and Reservoir.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is owned by the state of Montana and operated by the Yellow Water Users Association .  Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make improvements or repairs to the irrigation system.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  However, the overall look and nature of the resource has not been modified since its construction in 1938.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
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Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Railroad

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24JT0212

		Property_Name: Great Northern Railroad Route in Judith Basin County

		Property_Town: Geyser

		Property_Date/Year: 1907

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Great Northern Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Great Northern Railroad Route in Judith Basin County.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24JT0212 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act requirements consist of abandoned segments of the former Great Northern Railroad system that have reverted back to state ownership.  Because the segments of 24JT0212 on state land are privately owned, the DNRC has no legal authority to manage the site.   

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the DNRC has no legal authority to manage the actively used railroad segments on state land in Judith Basin County, no further consideration of this Heritage Property is currently warranted. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 0

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos.  Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state tracts containing the railroad system in Judith Basin County.  The railroad is actively used and maintained because it is owned and operated by Burlington Northern.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
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Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Women's Dormitory/Orphan's School

		Current Use: Vacant

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC0554

		Property_Name: Mills Hall

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1919

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Mills Hall was constructed in 1919 by Montana Wesleyan College to serve as a women's dormitory and teaching facility.  From 1923 to 1934 it was a dormitory for the inter-mountain Union College. From 1937 to 1979 it was part of the Montana Deaconess School for orphaned children. From 1972-1975 it was used as a dormitory for trade school students.  It became state property in 1981.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Mills Hall is a rectangular two-and-one-half story brick building, with an attic story. The structure includes one level below grade, two levels above grade, and a dormered attic space.  The character is slightly Classical Revival, demonstrating Italianate influences. The roof is a low-pitch, wood shingle covered, hip design, with hipped dormers. 

		Use_Comment: Mills Hall is currently vacant and is slowly deteriorating from neglect.  

		Status_Comment: The DNRC purchased Mills Hall in 2011 from the Department of Administration.  The DNRC is considering either fully remodeling and expanding the structure or demolishing it to make way for a modern structure for DNRC offices.

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #2 in rank because of its historic value and retention of integrity.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/06/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  Mills Hall is the last of several buildings that comprised the Montana Wesleyan/Inter-Mountain Union College's "Klein Campus."  It was was damaged by the 1935 Helena earthquakes and subsequently repaired and remodeled in 1936-1937. More interior and exterior remodeling occurred in 1971 to conform with fire codes. It is currently is good condition and conveys much of its historic character.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Residence

		Current Use: Office building

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Berry-Tremper House (O'Connor Center for the Rocky Mountain West)

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1916

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: House received a major remodel in 2011 that did work with SHPO to retain historic integrity of renovation.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Built in 1916, this Craftsman-style home is the last remaining home of the 600 block of University Avenue. The University purchased the house in 1957 in accordance  with the Carsley-Gilbert plan of 1917. First owned by William Berry and last owned by W.G. Tremper before being sold to the University,  the Carsley-Glibert plan of campus indicated that the house was to be torn down, which never happened

		Use_Comment: Originally a residence, it became the home of the Native American Studies department in the early 1970's and is now the home of The O'Connor Center for the Rocky Mountain West.

		Status_Comment: Aside from the addition of an ADA ramp on the West side of the building, it has retained it's exterior historical integrity. The interior layout was slightly altered when the building was renovated prior to The O'Connor Center from the Rocky Mountain West moving in, in 2011.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: An ADA ramp has been added within the last 2 years but the design was approved by the historical preservation office. Regular building maintenance work is done by Facilities Services staff and an FCI survey is done on a 3 year cycle.

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1) Foundation needs to be re-grouted and sealed.2) Replace all exterior windows with double pane low e.3) Roof badly needs to be replaced.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The addition of a ramp has helped to make this house somewhat ADA compliant. There is still no ADA access to the basement or the second story.

		Designed_Redesigned: +

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Historic stagecoach stop and homestead

		Current Use: Grazing

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24ML0747

		Property_Name: Pinchgut Stage Station and Homestead

		Property_Town: Musselshell

		Property_Date/Year: 1877-1890

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the location of the Pinchgut Stage Station and associated homestead near the townsite of Musselshell.  The station operated from 1877 to 1890 as a stop along the Junction City Road.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment:  

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Fully restoring the Pinchgut Station to its original historic condition is estimated to cost $150,000.  Additionally, A parking lot with a crushed gravel surface of sufficient size to accommodate 6 sedans and 3 motor homes will be needed for visitor parking at the site locale (approximately 165 ft x 85 ft or $28,050).  Establishment of a kiosk and interpretive signage is estimated to cost $15,000.  An estimated 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Southern Land Office staff (continued below)

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: (continued) time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify annual maintenance needs.  The above noted costs are limited to initial development and management over a ten year period.  Perpetual maintenance costs (currently not calculated) will be required to adequately preserve and manage this property long term.  Once an estimated $193,050 is invested to cover initial construction and maintenance for a ten year period, the development will actually appraise as an encumbrance to the land, and the raw land value may decrease slightly (T. Konency pers. comm. 2011).  If an estimated 3,000 people (the average annual number of visitors to Wahkpa Chu'gn and Havre beneath the Streets combined) visit the site annually, an estimated $25,000 increase in tourist dollars spent locally (i.e., the Roundup area) might be expected.  

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 09/9/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  No structures associated with the stage station exist today, but two circular depressions may be related to former buildings once present in the site.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 5

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24LC1818

		Property_Name: Nilan Reservoir and associated features

		Property_Town: Augusta

		Property_Date/Year: 1951

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  However, the overall look and nature of the resource has not been modified since its construction in 1951.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of two zoned earth fill dams, a earthen dike, culvert type outlets, a concrete chute spillway, slide gate controls located at the dam crest, reservoir, and associated feeder and outlet canals.  It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The irrigation system is owned by the state of Montana and actively used and maintained by the Nilan Water Users Association.  Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make saftey and operational improvements to the irrigation system.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/08/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Status (Choose one): 
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Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: abandoned

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24CR0771

		Property_Name: Tongue and Yellowstone Irrigation System

		Property_Town: Miles City

		Property_Date/Year: 1957

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The dam is federally owned and privately operated, but situated on the bed of the Tongue River (state owned).

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The original site (1937) consisted of a 300 foot long timber crib dam near the confluence of the Tongue and Yellowstone Rivers.  In 1957 the dam was reinforced with concrete decking.  In 1998 the entire headworks was replaced.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used, but the original headworks from 1938 and 1957 were fully replaced in 1998.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation ditch is operated by the Tongue and Yellowstone Irrigation District.

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The site has been generally documented.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because it is not worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/10/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The original structure was fully replaced in 1998.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Prehistoric Occupation

		Current Use: MDT ROW/Private

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BH2901

		Property_Name: Unnamed Archaeological Site

		Property_Town: Hardin

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Although the observed portion of the site is shallowly buried and surficial, testing indicates that intact features are present, it is likely that horizontal context is good if not vertical context. 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of a surficial and shallowly buried scatter of lithic debris including a few tools and fire broken rock.  Faunal remains were not found during the survey or testing.  The site was determined eligible for the National Register under Criterion D.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT conducted a cultural resource survey along MT Highway 47 in 2001 (report date 2002).  24BH2901 was discovered during the course of the survey.  The bulk of the site is located outside the MDT ROW.  The project was originally programmed to widen this section of MT 47, but in 2009, it was changed to a pavement preservation project.  All work was conducted on the existing road prism and there were no earth-moving activities off the roadway.  

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: A cultural resource survey in 2001 discovered the site and it was tested in order to determine its National Register eligibility that year.  No other work has been done to the site since then.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: During the 2009 pavement preservation project, no work was done off the road prism.  The bulk of the site is located on private land outside the ROW.  The MDT has no jurisdiction over the portion of the site on private land.  The MDT has no projects in that area for the foreseeable future. The MDT will revisit the site in the future if necessary.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/02/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Testing was conducted at the site in 2001 to assist in the National Register Determination of Eligibility.  The pavement preservation project was completed in 2009.  It is not known the current condition of the site both within and outside the ROW.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BH3384

		Property_Name: 

		Property_Town: Decker

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Subsequent to the site being determined a Heritage Property, it was formally evaluated through archaeological investigative measures and recommended at that time to lack the criteria of a Heritage Property-- primarily because it lacks subsurface, culturally/temporally diagnostic, and dateable cultural remains.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of a limited scattering of chipped stone debitage on a low-lying ridge in Bighorn County.  The site was determined to be a Heritage Property through consultation between an unknown entity and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not a part of this discussion.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site is located within the proposed Spring Creek Coal Mine expansion area and will probably be destroyed in the near future.

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Spring Creek Coal Company has spent approximately $10,000 (G. Munson pers. comm. 2011) to identify and evaluate this cultural resource.  Although the site has been determined to be a Heritage Property, it is difficult to justify spending any additional money or resources to preserve or research it.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 8/12/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Some segments are actively used and maintained by Burlington Northern.  Other segments are abandoned.

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24RB2234

		Property_Name: Northern Pacific Railroad in Rosebud County

		Property_Town: Forsyth

		Property_Date/Year: 1881

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Northern Pacific Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the route of the Northern Pacific Railroad in Rosebud County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24RB2234 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act requirements consist of fully abandoned and salvaged segments of the former Northern Pacific Railroad route in Rosebud County, Montana that have reverted back to state ownership.  Associated structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on state land.    The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the abandoned segments of railroad on DNRC administered state land have been adequately documented, no additional preservation activities are planned. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because the DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/10/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos.  Some segments of the railroad are abandoned and some are still actively used.  Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties (for the most part) no longer exist, and the grade is typically covered with vegetation.  Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Rosebud County.  The abandoned segments of the site are slowly being reclaimed through natural and cultural processes.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
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Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: farming

		Current Use: State Park (houses AmeriCorps volunteers)

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO1572

		Property_Name: Thompson-Rice Homestead within Travelers Rest NHL

		Property_Town: Lolo

		Property_Date/Year: 1925

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The house, barn and shed are all original buildings and remain in good condition.  Modern buildings including a garage fit in with the historic appearance of the property and do not detract.  The immediate setting surrounding the site remains fairly pristine within an approximate 10 acre area.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This National-Register farmstead was built in 1925 by the Thompson-Rice family.  The farmstead includes a large barn, house and a shed.  All are contributing elements of the property. 

		Use_Comment: The interior of the house was redone in the last year so that it could be occupied by volunteers.  New additions to the house including a deck, were removed as part of an effort to turn the house back to its original state.

		Status_Comment: The Thompson-Rice Homestead consists of the original house and two contributing outbuildings (shed and barn).  These are located within the NHL boundary of Travelers Rest (24MO0176)

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 1500

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 4500

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 2500

		Monitoring: 2000

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Staff regularly monitors this site and maintenanace staff mow around the farmstead which reduces fire danger.  A grass fire did occur in this area in 2011 but none of the buildings were damaged.

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Seasonal staff are needed to maintain this site during the summer months.  Currently the park manager from Travelers Rest drives also to Fort Owen, 25 miles away to manage this park as well and is stretched very thin.

		Other_Comment: Staff time for site monitoring included $2,000.   Maintenance costs for minor repairs and mowing included $2,500.

		Reported_By: Loren Flynn and Sara Scott

		Date_Recorded: 12/12/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 3

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The barn was stabilized by historic preservation carpenter, Chris Weatherly over the last year and the wooden siding was oiled with appropriate preservatives.  The outbuilding identified as the milk house shed had its shingles (in-kind) replaced in 2012.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: +

		SubmitButton1: 
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Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
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Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BH1591

		Property_Name: Friday Afternoon Site

		Property_Town: Decker

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of chipped stone artifacts on a low-lying ridge in Bighorn County.  The site was determined to be a Heritage Property through consultation between an unknown entity and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not a part of the discussion.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site is located within the proposed Spring Creek Coal Mine expansion area and will probably be destroyed in the near future.

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Approximately $10,000 will be required to adequately investigate the site and conclude whether or not it contains the kind of data needed to address credible and meaningful archaeological research questions.  The project proponent will be responsible for conducting an adequate archaeological investigative program in the site. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #3 in rank simply to reflect that it will be adequately evaluated through archaeological investigative methods prior to being disturbed by coal mine related developments.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 8/12/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.   The site was only examined at the ground surface level and was apparently not mapped, so metric and nonmetric observations about it are not available.  Age of the site is presently unknown as is its potential to contribute meaningful information to the archaeological record.      

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24TT0409

		Property_Name: Great Northern Railroad Route in Teton County

		Property_Town: Great Falls

		Property_Date/Year: 1917

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Great Nrothern Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Great Northern Railroad route in Teton County.  This includes the former Great Falls and Canada Railway that was subsumed under the Great Northern banner, and the Power to Pendroy branchline.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24TT0409 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act responsibilities consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments on state land in Teton County, Montana, that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Identifying a legally accessible, abandoned segment of railroad grade and fully restoring a 1/4 mile representative segment on state land is estimated to cost $215,000.  This is based on discussions with Montana Rail Link engineer, Nick Bailey (pers. comm. November 2011).  Included in the estimate is the cost of tracks and ties ($135 per linear foot), reconstruction of the grade where needed to provide structural integrity and to match original historic dimensions and materials, (continued below)  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: (continued) and denuding the grade of vegetation to match its original historic appearance.  Additionally, approximately 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Conrad Unit Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify maintenance needs as they arise.  Current appraised value of this Heritage Property is zero dollars.  If $215,000 is invested into the restoration of 1/4 mile of railroad, the appraised market value is estimated to be the cost of the salvage price of the tracks and ties (approx. $20,000 at current scrap metal prices). The restored segment of railroad would appraise as an encumbrance to the land (T. Konency pers. comm 2011) on which it it located, and would probably result in a slight depreciation of real estate value.  Because it is unlikely that a restored segment of railroad would be attractive to the touring public, it is difficult to estimate if any additional tourist dollars would be spent locally if the Heritage Property is developed as proposed.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/8/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  Today, the grade of the railroad is salvaged, abandoned, and typically covered with vegetation.   Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Teton County.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24RB0300

		Property_Name: Elusive Porcupine Site: Possible bison processing site or campsite

		Property_Town: Colstrip

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site consists of chipped stone artifacts, potsherds, and burned and unburned bison bone on and beneath the ground surface of a tract of state land in Rosebud County.  The site was determined to be a Heritage Property by an unknown entity and the Montana State Historic Preservation Officer, but DNRC was not a part of this discussion.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: Because the site is within the proposed expansion area of a coal mine, it is unlikely that the heritage property could be developed and made available to the public.  If it appears that the Heritage Property will be destroyed with mine expansion,  (continued below)  

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Approximately $90,000 will be spent by the mine operator (if mine expansion occurs) to salvage archaeological deposits there.  Mitigation will consist of an adequate amount of archaeological excavation to interpret and document the human activities represented in the site.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #3 in rank because it appears to have limited archaeological value.

		Other_Comment: If the site is removed, as well as the coal beneath it, then the site will have a $0.00 value.  Following reclamation work, the land is expected to have a diminished appraised value (T. Konency pers. comm. 2011).  Based on what is currently known about this site, it is difficult to justify spending any amount of money or resources on it.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 8/14/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  A subsurface testing program was conducted in the site in 2002.  The results indicate that cultural materials lack contextual integrity and therefore are not archaeologically significant (G. Munson pers. comm. 2011).  The presence of a Pelican Lake style projectile point and Late Period pottery sherds imply that more than one group of past Native Americans temporarily occupied the site at least twice over the past 2,500 radiocarbon years before present.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Brantly Hall

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1923

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [Historical Society]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed by Link & Haire architects of Helena, Brantly Hall was built to replace an over-crowded Womens Dorm (Math Bld). The structure is in stable condition & actively used as the UM Alumni & Foundation offices.

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: In good overall condition. The exterior has remained largely intact in its original form with architectural features well preserved. However, the building does need lots of deferred maintenance work.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Some minor interior remodel work has been done for the Foundation & Alumni offices. An ADA elevator & bathrooms were added as an interior remodel in 1999.Regular building maintenance work is done by Facilities staff and an FCI survey is performed on a 3 year cycle.

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Replace clay roof tiles with new concrete tiles.2. Increase attic insulation to meet energy codes of R37.3. Replace/repair all exterior wood windows & make them energy efficient.4. Repair/replace exterior steps & doors.5. Pressure wash & tuck point exterior brick walls.6. Repair/replace basement floor slab.

		Other_Comment: 7. Interior walls, wall finishes & floor finishes & ceilings need repair/replacement.8. Repair/replace heating system & install building automation system.9. Replace old & worn out toilet fixtures.10. Repair/replace supply & waste piping.11. Replace light fixtures for energy efficiency & code compliance.12. Replace old, worn out electrical distribution panels.13. Replace old exit signs & install emergency egress lighting.14. Abate remaining asbestos in the building.

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 11/02/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24FR0803

		Property_Name: Milwaukee Road Overpass

		Property_Town: Lewistown

		Property_Date/Year: 1936

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The overpass retains considerable integrity with virtually no alterations made to it since its construction.  It retains integrity of design, materials, workmanship, and feeling.  The setting of the property has diminished somewhat by commercial and industrial development near it over the past 25 years, but its association with the grade separation program is very strong.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The structure is a 5-span reinforced concrete T-beam bridge.  It is associated with the New Deal's Grade Separation Program that built RR overpasses at hazardous at-grade railroad crossings.  The bridge retains considerable integrity and is one of the best examples of the type in central Montana.  It is NRHP eligible under Criteria A and C.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT has programmed the bridge for replacement and will be removed as soon as funding is available.  Until then, however, the bridge will be routinely maintained and regularly inspected.  It will continue to carry traffic over the railroad grade for this reporting period.  

		Status: [Threatened]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The bridge is open for traffic and the MDT routinely maintains it, making repairs on an as-needed basis.  The bridge was last inspected in May 2013.  The inspection revealed problems associated with the structure's age, but no significant structural deficiencies.  It will be inspected again in May 2015.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has programmed the bridge for replacement.  That will probably not occur during this reporting period.  The overpass was treated under the MDT's Historic Roads and Bridges Programmatic Agreement and was mitigated.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/15/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition.  There are no significant structural deficiencies that would warrant its closure to traffic.  It is being replaced because the railroad grade it once crossed has been abandoned.  The bridge is routinely maintained and regularly inspected.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Railroad

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24TL0171

		Property_Name: Great Northern Railroad Route in Toole County

		Property_Town: Shelby

		Property_Date/Year: 1887

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Great Northern Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the route of the Great Northern Railroad Route in Toole County.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24TL0171 on DNRC administered state land are owned, operated, and maintained by Burlington Northern.  Because the segments of 24TL0171 on state land are privately owned, the DNRC has no legal authority to manage the site.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the DNRC has no legal authority to manage the actively used railroad segments on state land in Toole County, no further consideration of this Heritage Property is currently warranted. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not have administrative authority over it.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/8/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos.  Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state tracts containing the railroad system in Toole County.  The railroad is actively used and maintained because it is owned and operated by Burlington Northern.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 0

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24SB0354

		Property_Name: Main Hall - Montana Tech Campus (Butte Historic District)

		Property_Town: Butte

		Property_Date/Year: 1897

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2013

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Threatened]

		Status_Comment: As the original building on the Montana Tech campus, there are a number of issues that threaten the condition of Main Hall, including subsidence issues with the site, deterioration of the foundation of the building, water infiltration in the basement, lack of adequate heating/ventilation other than doors and windows, lack of ADA accessibility, doesn't meet current electrical codes, and an emergency egress that is structurally adequate but considered unsafe.

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Main Hall has been used and maintained primarily as instructional space. The need of the campus for classroom space hasn't always allowed for considerations to be made for maintaining the historical nature of the building. A number of historical elements, such as flooring and fixtures, are in disrepair and have not been restored.  Modifications to the interior of the building such as plumbing and electric have been made on the surface of the walls through conduit to maintain the historical integrity of the building.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 40000

		Stewardship_Comment: Main Hall has had maintenance completed on it during the life of the building, however, it is now in need of a substantial renovation. The windows were replaces approximately 25 years ago and minor interior renovation has been done on the building. in 2010 a structural seismic investigation was conducted.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Re-configure interior space.2.Insulate exterior walls and attic to meet current codes.3. Replace windows and entry doors.4. Upgrade single fixture bathrooms to meet occupancy requirements.5. Install elevator.6.Correct access compliance issues to meet ADA.

		Other_Comment: 7.Install seismic bracing and ties.8. Replace HVAC System.9. Replace electrical system.10. Replace water supply and waste piping.11. Clean exterior brick and re-point mortar.12. Replace clay tile roof with concrete tiles.

		Reported_By: Arthur Anderson

		Date_Recorded: 11/15/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 10

		Historic Use: Highway 

		Current Use: Highway 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24JF1883

		Property_Name: Jefferson Canyon Highway 

		Property_Town: Cardwell to Three Forks 

		Property_Date/Year: 1928

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 1

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The highway retains good integrity.  The alignment hasn't been changed and neither has the width of the roadway.  It has been overlain and chip sealed as part of on-going maintenance, but those activities have not compromised the integrity of the roadway.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Jefferson Canyon Highway is a ten mile section of old US Highway 10-South that parallels the Jefferson River between the Junction of US 287/MT Highway 2 westerly to the junction of MT 2 and Secondary 359.  The road was constructed in 1928 and retains all of its original design elements, including the alignment and many of the original features.  It is eligible under Criteria A and C.

		Use_Comment: The roadway segment was constructed as new highway in 1928 and functioned as US Highway 10-South until the mid-1960s when it was bypassed by I-90 and redesignated a part of MT Highway 2.  The MDT still maintains the roadway.

		Status_Comment: The MDT actively maintains the route and makes repairs when necessary.  There are no plans to program a project to reconstruct and realign the highway.  It will continue to function in its existing capacity at least for this reporting period.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: +

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains this highway segment.  Maintenance includes snow plowing and pot hole patching.  The highway has not been resurfaced or chip sealed since 2011.  There are no plans to reconstruct the highway.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the highway.  There are no plans to reconstruct the segment or replace any of the features associated with it.  

		Other_Comment: The highway segment if part of the MDT's Historic Roads & Bridges programmatic agreement as an historic highway segment.  

		Reported_By: Jon Axline 

		Date_Recorded: 10/24/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 2

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The highway is in good condition and is regularly maintained by the MDT.  No maintenance activities, other than snow plowing and pot hole patching, have occurred to the highway since the last reporting cycle.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Actively used and abandoned segments, too.

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24ST0270

		Property_Name: Northern Pacific Railroad in Stillwater County

		Property_Town: Columbus

		Property_Date/Year: 1882

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Northern Pacific Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the route of the Northern Pacific Railroad in Stillwater County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24ST0270 on state land are actively used, maintained, owned, and operated by Burlington Northern.  Because the segments of 24ST0270 on state land are privately owned, the DNRC has no legal authority to manage the site.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the DNRC has no legal authority to manage the actively used railroad segments on state land in Stillwater County, no further consideration of this Heritage Property is currently warranted. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not have administrative authority over it.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/07/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site forms and photos.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 0

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24SB0354

		Property_Name: Chancellor's Residence (President's Residence) - Montana Tech Campus (Butte Historic District)

		Property_Town: Butte

		Property_Date/Year: 1936

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2013

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Watch]

		Status_Comment: The Chancellor's Residence remains relatively unchanged from when it was built in 1936.  Efforts are made to maintain the historical integrity of the residence.  While the residence did once feature an elevator, it has been removed for safety considerations.  The electrical system has been updated, but could use more work as there are still some clothe insulated conductors and breaker panels that need replacing.  The house features a separate boiler for heating, which is antiquated and needs replacing.

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: With the addition of a new Chancellor at Montana Tech, renovation have been made with efforts to maintain the historical integrity of the house.  One area of concern is that the house should be made accessible, at minimum on the main floor

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Minor Renovation has been completed on the Residence over the past 20 years including;Window replacement, re-face kitchen cabinets and replace counter tops, remodel second floor bathrooms, add main floor bathroom, refinish hard wood floors, and replace roof .

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Replace original steam boiler.2. Replace electrical panels and upgrade wiring.3. Upgrade attic insulation to R-37.4. Address accessibility issues.5. Upgrade electrical fixtures.6. Remove asbestos insulation on steam piping.

		Other_Comment: 7. Upgrade plumbing piping.8. Clean exterior brick and re-point mortar joints.

		Reported_By: Arthur Andeson

		Date_Recorded: 11/15/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24WL0221

		Property_Name: Milwaukee Road Railroad Overpass

		Property_Town: Harlowton

		Property_Date/Year: 1939

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The overpass retains a high degree of integrity.  It is representative of the standard type of steel stringer RR overpasses designed and built by the MDT in the 1930s.  All of its structural components, including the distinctive concrete guardrails, are intact and still functioning.  There have no significant modifications or alterations made to the overpass since 1939.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Milwaukee Road Railroad Overpass is located on US Highway 12 on the east side of Harlowton.  The bridge is a 3-span steel stringer structure that crosses the abandoned Milwaukee Road grade and Antelope Creek.  The bridge was determined NRHP eligible under Criterion A for its association with the New Deal grade separation program and under Criterion C for its high degree of integrity.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The overpass is in excellent condition and is routinely maintained and inspected by the MDT.  The department has no plans to program a project to rehabilitate or replace the structure.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs to it on an as-needed basis.  The MDT also inspects the bridge every two years with the last inspection occurring in October 2012.  The inspection revealed some spalling and exposed rebar on the bents, but nothing that has seriously compromised the structural integrity of the bridge.  There are no immediate plans to rehabilitate or replace the structure.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition and will continue to function in its current capacity for the foreseeable future.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the railroad overpass.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/30/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The overpass is in excellent condition.  The most recent inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies.  It will continue to function in its current capacity without any modifications made to it.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Underpass

		Current Use: Vehicular Underpass

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0361

		Property_Name: Orange Street Underpass

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1939

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The underpass is little changed from its construction in 1939.  It is listed in the NRHP under Criterion A for its association with the federally-funded grade separation structure program of the Great Depression.  It is the best example of an underpass structure in MT.  It is also listed in the NRHP under Criterion C because it retains excellent integrity of design, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Orange Street Underpass is a steel stringer and reinforced concrete structure that was constructed on a bypass of Missoula in 1939.  The structure is listed in the National Register of Historic Places.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The MDT currently maintains and inspects the structure.  The department has no plans to program a project to rehabilitate or replace the structure.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely monitors and maintains the underpass and makes repairs to it on an as-needed basis.  There were no significant structural deficiencies with the underpass at its last inspection in February 2013.  Because of the inspection's findings, the underpass will not be programmed for rehabilitation or replacement during this reporting period.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The Orange Street Underpass is in good condition and no work is necessary to the structure other than routine maintenance.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the underpass in the foreseeable future.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/15/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The underpass is in excellent condition.  It is routinely maintained by the MDT.  There are no significant structural deficiencies of the structure and it continues to function in its original capacity.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24SH1222

		Property_Name: Soo Line Railroad route in Sheridan County

		Property_Town: Flaxton-Whitetail

		Property_Date/Year: 1913

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Soo Line was a mid-west railway that competed with the Great Northern Railroad primarily for grain markets in northeast Montana.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Soo Line Railroad route in Sheridan County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24SH1222 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act responsibilities consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments of the Soo Line Railroad’s Flaxton to Whitetail branchline in Sheridan County, Montana that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Identifying a legally accessible, abandoned segment of railroad grade and fully restoring a 1/4 mile representative segment on state land is estimated to cost $215,000.  This is based on discussions with Montana Rail Link engineer, Nick Bailey (pers. comm. November 2011).  Included in the estimate is the cost of tracks and ties ($135 per linear foot), reconstruction of the grade where needed to provide structural integrity and to match original historic dimensions and materials, (continued below) 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment:  The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: (continued) and denuding the grade of vegetation to match its original historic appearance.  Additionally, approximately 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Glasgow Unit Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify maintenance needs as they arise.  Current appraised value of this Heritage Property is zero dollars.  If $215,000 is invested into the restoration of 1/4 mile of railroad, the appraised market value is estimated to be the cost of the salvage price of the tracks and ties (approx. $20,000 at current scrap metal prices). The restored segment of railroad would appraise as an encumbrance to the land (T. Konency pers. comm 2011) on which it it located, and would probably result in a slight depreciation of real estate value.  Because it is unlikely that a restored segment of railroad would be attractive to the touring public, it is difficult to estimate if any additional tourist dollars would be spent locally if the Heritage Property is developed as proposed.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/1/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  Today, the grade of the railroad is salvaged, abandoned, and typically covered with vegetation.   Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Sheridan County. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Natural Sciences, Univ. of Montana

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1919

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed by Billings architects McIver, Cohagen & Marshall, the Natural Science Bld. follows the Cass Gilbert master plan for location & style. The overall building structure is in satisfactory historical condition and is actively used by Biology.

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Natural Science Bld. needs deferred maintenance work but its historical integrity is otherwise good. 

		Resoration: 0

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: No major improvements have taken place in the last two years. The roof was replaced with asphalt shingles in 1998 and ADA restroom renovations occurred in 2000. Other classrooms & labs have been remodelled over the last decade. All the exterior windows were replaced with State funds in 2007.

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Exterior brick needs tuck-pointing & cleaning. 2. The roof is 13 years old & will need to be replaced in another 7 years or so. 3. The attic insulation has to be increased to meet energy code. 4. Interior floor coverings need replacement, walls need paint. 5. The heating & ventilation system need replacement6. Electrical distribution panels need replacement.

		Other_Comment: 7. Plumbing supply & waste piping needs replacement.8. Building needs emergency egress lights & new exit signs.9. The building needs an elevator to comply with ADA accessibility. This will have to be an exterior structure since there is no interior space to give up for an elevator. Restrooms should be added with a new elevator since upper floors have no restrooms.

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 09/23/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 5

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24MA0350

		Property_Name: Ruby River Dam & Reservoir

		Property_Town: Alder

		Property_Date/Year: 1938

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  However, the overall look and nature of the resource has not been modified since its construction in 1938.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Ruby River Dam and Reservoir project. The site consists of a rolled earth with central core dam, outlet works, a gatehouse, concrete spillway, and reservoir.   It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is owned and operated by the state of Montana.  Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make improvements or repairs to the irrigation system.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24FR0915

		Property_Name: Great Northern Railroad route in Fergus County

		Property_Town: Lewistown

		Property_Date/Year: 1908-1912

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Great Northern Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Great Northern Railroad route in Fergus County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24FR0915 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act responsibilities consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments on state land in Fergus County, Montana, that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.    

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The site has been documented in detail (see associated site forms).

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/11/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  Today, the grade of the railroad is salvaged, abandoned, and typically covered with vegetation.  Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Fergus County. 

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Prehistoric campsite.

		Current Use: Fishing access sites.

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BE1327 _  

		Property_Name: Dewey Archeological site, George Grant Memorial FAS and Greenwood Bottoms FAS

		Property_Town: Divide

		Property_Date/Year: 

		State_Agency: [FWP/Fish & Wildlife]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: This site is considered to have unknown historic integrity. Even though it is assumed that the historic integrity is good because the cultural remains are currently buried with a vegetative cover of willow and tall grass, which will help protect them from vandalism and exposure through surface erosion, there is no current information to confirm that.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: A late period campsite is located on the George Grant Memorial FAS and Greenwood Bottoms FAS on the Big Hole River.  Subsurface, prehistoric cultural remains, including bone fragments and partial bison ribs, fire-cracked rocks, unbroken river cobbles, basalt cobble core, and basalt chopper are found on the site. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site is considered to have a watch status. Though it does not appear that the site has been disturbed and is not located near FAS facilities, George Grant Memorial FAS is only four acres and Greenwood Bottoms FAS is only 6 acres so the site could experience vandalism or trampling in the future.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration:  0

		Preservation_Protection:  0

		Research:  0

		Interpretation:  0

		Promotion:  0

		Preservation_Conservation:  0

		Maintenance:  0

		Monitoring:  0

		Other_Effort/Activity:  0

		Stewardship_Comment:  FWP has done no heritage stewardship activities on this site in the last two years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: No maintenance or preservation is planned for this archeological site in the next two years. FWP will contact SHPO any time FAS construction or maintenance projects are proposed to ensure protection of the site and the site will be re-evaluated prior to any ground-disturbing activity.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Andrea Darling

		Date_Recorded: 01/06/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The site is considered to have unknown condition, though it is assumed that the site is in the same condition as it was when it was originally recorded. The site is not located near FAS facilities and is buried and covered by willow and tall grass so it is unlikely that routine maintenance or public use of the facilities would affect the site. However, there is no current information on the site to confirm that.

		Designed_Redesigned:  0

		Resoration:  0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 0

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24SB0354

		Property_Name: Mill Building - Montana Tech Campus (Butte Historic District)

		Property_Town: Butte

		Property_Date/Year: 1908

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2013

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: The Mill Building was completely renovated in 1998 to abate hazardous materials and make the building ADA accessible.  

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The Mill Building currently houses the campus bookstore operation, the Coffee Mill, Chancellor's and Alumni Lounges, as well as open study space and is in generally good condition.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The Mill Building was renovated in 1998. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Install accessibility door hardware on front door.2. Paint exterior trim.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Arthur Anderson

		Date_Recorded: 11/15/2015

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Prehistoric occupation

		Current Use: MDT ROW/Private land

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PR1793/24PR1807

		Property_Name: Pumpkin Creek Archaeological Site

		Property_Town: Epsie

		Property_Date/Year: Pre-contact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Outside of MDT right of way the site is large and contains intact archaeological deposits and features.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: MDT has jurisdiction over only a small part of this large site within its right of way.  In 2001 MDT tested the portion on the site within proposed new right of way and SHPO concurred with the department's determination that the State right of way contained no contributing resources.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: Not all of the MDT right of way portion of this site is disturbed but MDT does not believe (and SHPO has concurred) that significant deposits exist in the right of way.  Outside of the right of way there is no question that the site contains significant archaeological deposits.   

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: As MDT and SHPO concur that no significant archaeological deposits exist in the MDT ROW of the Pumpkin Creek Archaeological site, the site should be considered for removal from the list of state-owned heritage properties to be reported on biennually. 

		Reported_By: Steve Platt

		Date_Recorded: 01/14/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 5

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24RA0765

		Property_Name: Fred Burr Dam and Reservoir 

		Property_Town: Darby

		Property_Date/Year: 1946-1949

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site is a zoned earth fill dam, concrete chute spillway, a small gatehouse, a culvert outlet, and reservoir.  It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Fred Burr Dam and Reservoir.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is owned by the state of Montana and operated by the Fred Burr Water Users Association.  Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make improvements or repairs to the irrigation system.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  However, the overall look and nature of the resource has not been modified since its construction in 1949.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 0

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24SB0354

		Property_Name: Museum Building (formerly Library) - Montana Tech Campus (Butte Historic District)

		Property_Town: Butte

		Property_Date/Year: 1939

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2013

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Endangered]

		Status_Comment: Similar to other buildings on campus, the Museum Building lacks proper heating/ventilation other than doors and windows, and lacks adequate rest room facilities for building occupancy compliance rules.  The Museum Building is partially accessible due to a elevator constructed to bridge this building and the Chemistry/Biology Building, but there are many areas of the building that are not fully accessible.  

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The Museum Building has been used and maintained primarily as instructional space. The need of the campus for classroom space hasn't always allowed for considerations to be made for maintaining the historical nature of the building. A number of historical elements, such as flooring and fixtures, are in disrepair and have not been restored.  The main front doors to the Museum Building are brass doors, and parts are unavailable to maintain them.  Tool & die makers for parts are expensive and hard to find.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The Museum Building has had maintenance completed on it during the life of the building, however, it is now in need of a substantial renovation. Alighting upgrade was finished in 2010.

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Re-configure interior space.2. Insulate exterior walls and attic to meet current codes.3. Replace windows.4. Restore entry doors.5. Upgrade single fixture bathrooms to meet occupancy requirements.6. Correct access compliance issues to meet ADA.

		Other_Comment: 7. Replace roof.8. Replace HVAC System.9. Replace electrical system.10. Replace water supply and waste piping.11. Clean exterior brick and re-point mortar.

		Reported_By: Arthur Anderson

		Date_Recorded: 11/15/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Irrigation

		Current Use: Irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24JF0926

		Property_Name: Jefferson Canal

		Property_Town: Whitehall

		Property_Date/Year: 1904

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Jefferson Canal which diverts water from the Jefferson River for irrigation purposes in the Jefferson River valley.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation canal (an excavated trench) is privately owned, but in part, passes through DNRC administered state land in Jefferson County.   It is actively used and maintained by the Jefferson Canal Company (a water users association).

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the DNRC has no legal authority to manage the canal segments on state land, no further consideration of this Heritage Property is warranted. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC has no management authority over it.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/12/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos.  It is actively used and maintained by the Jefferson Canal Company (a water users association).

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: 

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24RV0300

		Property_Name: Subgroup 1 Medicine Wheel in Roosevelt County

		Property_Town: Bainville

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Subgroup 1 Medicine Wheels are the most common (n=22) variation on the theme identified by Brumley (1988:7). Still, they are quite rare with this property making approximately the 23rd such structure identified in the entire Northern Plains.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is a Subgroup 1 Medicine Wheel.  It consists of a 15 m diameter circle of stone with a 2 m diameter x 40 cm tall heap of rock (cairn) at its center.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment:   The feature is intact, isolated from public access, and is in no obvious danger.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: The DNRC should make an effort to map the feature in detail and protect it from potential ground disturbing activities.  Periodic monitoring of the site (5 year intervals) will help to assess site condition and any potential threats to its integrity. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #2 in rank because it is a rare type of stone feature in the Northern Plains, presumably constructed by past Native American occupants of the region.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 03/9/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos. Reference:Brumley, John H.1988   Medicine Wheels on the Northern Plains: A Summary and Appraisal. Archaeological Survey of Alberta, Manuscript Series No. 12. Alberta Culture and Multiculturalism. Edmonton, Alberta.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MA2177

		Property_Name: Beaverhead River Bridge 

		Property_Town: Twin Bridges

		Property_Date/Year: 1948

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity.  There have been no structural modifications made to the bridge since its construction and all of its original components are intact and unchanged.  There have been some alterations made to one of the endposts to channel traffic from the adjacent bicycle/pedestrian path onto the bridge's sidewalk.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Beaverhead River Bridge is a 3-span steel girder bridge built in 1948.  It is associated with the post-WWII highway construction boom and is representative of the standard type of steel girder bridges designed and built by the MDT in the post-war years.  It is eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge is in good condition and is structurally sound.  It meets current traffic demands.  Consequently, the MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the bridge in the foreseeable future. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The bridge is inspected every two years with the last inspection occurring in November 2012.  The inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies.  Consequently, the bridge will not be programmed for rehabilitation or replacement for the foreseeable future.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is routinely maintained and inspected every two years by the MDT.  There are no significant structural issues with the bridge and it will not be programmed for rehabilitation or replacement for at least this reporting cycle.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/25/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition.  The last bridge inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies. It will remain open to traffic.  The bridge is maintained on a routine basis.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
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Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Railroad

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24BL1543_24BL1574

		Property_Name: Great Northern Railroad Route in Blaine County

		Property_Town: Shelby

		Property_Date/Year: 1887

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Great Northern Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the route of the Great Northern Railroad Route in Blaine County.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24BL1543/24BL1574 on DNRC administered state land are owned, operated, and maintained by Burlington Northern.  Because the segments of 24BL1543/24BL1574 on state land are privately owned, the DNRC has no legal authority to manage the site.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Because the DNRC has no legal authority to manage the actively used railroad segments on state land in Blaine County, no further consideration of this Heritage Property is currently warranted. 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not have administrative authority over it.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 12/12/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos.  Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state tracts containing the railroad system in Blaine County.  The railroad is actively used and maintained because it is owned and operated by Burlington Northern.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Historic Significance and Property Description:  
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Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
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Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 5

		Historic Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Current Use: Water conservation and irrigation

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24ME0346

		Property_Name: North Fork of the Smith River Dam and Reservoir

		Property_Town: Martinsdale

		Property_Date/Year: 1936

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The site consists of a zoned earth fill dam, spillway, gatehouse, concrete outlet conduit, and reservoir.  It was financed by the State Water Conservation Board which arose under the Works Progress Administration.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the North Fork of the Smith River Dam and Reservoir.

		Use_Comment: The site is actively used and maintained.

		Status_Comment: See associated site form updates and photos. The irrigation system is owned by the state of Montana and operated by the Smith River Water Users Association.  Federal and state funding is periodically obtained to make improvements or repairs to the irrigation system.

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Routine maintenance and emergency repairs to State Water Conservation Board projects tend to cost approximately $250,000, while larger scale reconstruction or rehabilitation projects can be multi-million dollar undertakings.  Engineering standards and building codes on high hazard properties place primary emphasis on ensuring public protection from dam failure.  Consequently, little or no consideration is given to historic character.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because retention of original historic design and similar looking materials may not be feasible on either a safety or efficiency basis.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 11/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form and photos.  The site is actively used and maintained, but upgrades tend to be of modern engineering design and with modern materials.  Thus, this and other similar state owned water projects are continuously maintained and modified over time because of their "high hazard" standing.  However, the overall look and nature of the resource has not been modified since its construction in 1936.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Railroad

		Current Use: Abandoned

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24VL0099

		Property_Name: Great Northern Railroad route in Valley County

		Property_Town: Glasgow

		Property_Date/Year: 1887

		State_Agency: [DNRC]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The Great Northern Railroad was one of the early 20th Century transcontinental railroads that no longer exists.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The site is the Great Northern Railroad route in Valley County.

		Use_Comment: Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties no longer exist (for the most part), but some segments are partly used as local farm/ranch access roads.

		Status_Comment: The portions of site 24VL0099 relevant to DNRC's Antiquities Act requirements consist of those abandoned and salvaged segments of the Great Northern Railroad on state land in Valley County, Montana that have reverted back to state ownership.  The DNRC does not own actively used segments of railroad.   

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: Identifying a legally accessible, abandoned segment of railroad grade and fully restoring a 1/4 mile representative segment on state land is estimated to cost $215,000.  This is based on discussions with Montana Rail Link engineer, Nick Bailey (pers. comm. November 2011).  Included in the estimate is the cost of tracks and ties ($135 per linear foot), reconstruction of the grade where needed to provide structural integrity and to match original historic dimensions and materials, (continued below)

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The site is given a #5 in rank because DNRC does not believe that it is worthy of any preservation efforts.

		Other_Comment: (continued) and denuding the grade of vegetation to match its original historic appearance.  Additionally, approximately 10 hours ($300) will be required annually of DNRC's Glasgow Unit Office staff time (travel and fuel costs included) to monitor the Heritage Property quarterly, and identify maintenance needs as they arise.  Current appraised value of this Heritage Property is zero dollars.  If $215,000 is invested into the restoration of 1/4 mile of railroad, the appraised market value is estimated to be the cost of the salvage price of the tracks and ties (approx. $20,000 at current scrap metal prices). The restored segment of railroad would appraise as an encumbrance to the land (T. Konency pers. comm 2011) on which it it located, and would probably result in a slight depreciation of real estate value.  Because it is unlikely that a restored segment of railroad would be attractive to the touring public, it is difficult to estimate if any additional tourist dollars would be spent locally if the Heritage Property is developed as proposed.

		Reported_By: Patrick Rennie

		Date_Recorded: 10/28/2011

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2011]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: See associated site form update and photos.  Some segments of the railroad are abandoned and some are still actively used.  Because the abandoned segments have been salvaged, tracks and ties (for the most part) no longer exist, and the grade is typically covered with vegetation.  Structures such as tunnels, trestles, depots, or section houses have not been identified on any of the state land in Valley County.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: vehicular bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24FR0801

		Property_Name: Big Springs Creek Bridge 

		Property_Town: Lewistown

		Property_Date/Year: 1920

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains good integrity.  The setting of the site has been altered somewhat by post-1920 commercial development, but all of the significant structural components are intact and unchanged.  It is eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A and C.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The bridge is a single reinforced concrete structure.  It is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places as an early example of an MDT-designed barrel arch bridge that retains considerable structural integrity.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge has not been altered since 2011.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the structure.  It will continue to function in its original capacity as a vehicular bridge.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The bridge was last inspected in 2012 and no significant structural deficiencies were found.  The structure will continue to carry traffic across Blaine Springs Creek.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has no plans to replace or rehabilitate this bridge during this two-year reporting cycle.  It has not been programmed for rehabilitation or replacement.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/15/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition considering its age.  There is some cracking and spalling of the concrete, but that is to be expected for a bridge constructed 93 years ago.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Heating Plant, Univ. of Montana

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1921

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed by engineer Charles Pillsbury of Minneapolis. The building is in good condition & is actively used as the heating plant.

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Generally sound structurally but needs deferred maintenance work. The building has retained its historic integrity, though the water treatment addition to the south does not quite fit with the character of the original revival style structure. Recent cell phone equipment was added around the smoke stack & looks rather industrial, though this could be removed in future years as technology changes.

		Resoration: 0

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: No major remodel work has occurred over the last 2 years, though a major Biomass plant addition is planned & currently going through the public review process.

		Maintenance_Needs: [4]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. The exterior brick walls need to be cleaned, tuck pointed & sealed. 2. The windows are original & need maintenance work. 3. Replace the domestic plumbing waste & supply piping as well as the roof downspouts.4. Replace the light fixtures with energy efficient fixtures.5. Replace the electrical distribution panels.6. Provide emergency egress lighting & new exit signs.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 09/30/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Prehistoric occupation

		Current Use: MDT ROW/Private land

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24DL0470

		Property_Name: Big Hole Site

		Property_Town: Wise River 

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: At the time it was investigated in 2002, the site retained considerable integrity.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The property is an archaeological site that was determined eligible for the National Register under Criterion D.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: Site 24DL0470 was excavated in 2002 by Historical Research Associates for MDT.  A report was written and a paper published about the results in Archaeology in Montana (volume 28, no. 2, 2007). As such, impacts to the site were mitigated in 2002.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: MDT's highway reconstruction project in the vicinity of the site is complete.  MDT has no plans to invest further money at 24DL0470.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Research questions at 24DL0470 were explored in the data recovery effort.  The site is unlikely to tell us much we don't already know about it.   

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/15/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Although the site exists on a relatively stable alluvial terrace, it is subjected to ongoing erosion from the Big Hole River.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 0

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24SB0354

		Property_Name: Prospector Hall (Residence Hall) - Montana Tech Campus (Butte Historic District)

		Property_Town: Butte

		Property_Date/Year: 1935

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2013

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Watch]

		Status_Comment: An elevator upgrade is needed, the current one doesn't meet ADA requirements.  Not all rooms are ADA accessible, more are needed.  The plumbing in Prospector Hall is failing, causing damage to walls & floors.  A complete plumbing refit is necessary in this building.  The steps to the building are deteriorated and in need of repair.  

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Significant maintenance efforts and upgrades have been made to attract and retain residents to Prospector Hall and keep it operable as a dormitory, but not necessarily directed towards maintaining the historical integrity of the building.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Prospector Hall has been added to and remodeled throughout its existence and is in need of some upgrades.

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Renovate shower/toilet rooms.2. Replace water supply and waste piping.3. Replace domestic hot water heat exchanger.4. Replace elevator.5. Replace windows. 6. Clean exterior brick and re-point mortar.7. Repair/replace concrete steps and sidewalks.

		Other_Comment: 8. Upgrade electrical system.

		Reported_By: Arthur Anderson

		Date_Recorded: 11/15/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24GA0800

		Property_Name: Baker Creek Bridge

		Property_Town: East of Manhattan on Secondary 205

		Property_Date/Year: 1921

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity.  Widening in 1934 kept the guardwalls and the basic design of the structure.  It retains integrity of design, materials, workmanship and feeling.  Its association with the early MDT concrete bridge program is evident and the setting is largely intact.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Baker Creek Bridge is a 2-span reinforced concrete T-beam bridge that was built in 1921.  It was widened in 1934 when the route was US Highway 10.  The bridge represents an early standard T-beam design with all of the original features (specifically the concrete guardwalls) intact.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge still functions in its original capacity.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the structure within this reporting cycle.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and repairs it on an as-needed basis.  The bridge is inspected every two years with the last inspection occurring in April 2012.  The inspection revealed no significant structural deficiencies.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The MDT has not programmed the bridge for rehabilitation or replacement.  The April 2012 inspection did not discover any significant structural problems and the bridge is in good shape.  It will not be replaced in for the foreseeable future.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/17/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition considering its age.  The concrete is cracked in places and there is some spalling on the abutments.  But these issues are not enough to warrant the rehabilitation or replacement of the bridge.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Memorial Row

		Current Use: Memorial Row.

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Memorial Row

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1919

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The original wood signs  were replaced in 1925 with a bronze plaque at each tree. Over the years, the plaques were lost or became buried in the ground. In 2011, the plaques were dug up and relocated to a memorial rock at the North end of the row, 11 of which were not found. These were duplicated and re-cast by the University Art Department.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Memorial Row was established in 1919 following the end of World War I in an effort to honor the men and women, connected to UM, who died in service during the war by planting a tree in two columns running from the corner of the Oval to Eddy Avenue. 32 Ponderosa Pine trees were planted with the name of the person being honored on a sign at the base of each tree.

		Use_Comment: Space between the trees was originally a road, was later filled in with grass and most recently a wide sidewalk with lights has been constructed that splits the now mature row of Pines.

		Status_Comment: Over the years, some trees have been lost to severe winds or disease. The University is committed to re-planting  if a tree is lost. Most recently the Pine Beetle infestation throughout the NW has posed a threat, but campus Arborist's have been taking measures to safeguard. 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: As this monument is not a building and involves live trees, some bronze plaques and a rock, we do not catalog deferred maintenance.

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Regular maintenance is done on this site by campus grounds crews and Arborists. 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: 

		Date_Recorded: 

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: 

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 0

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24SB0354

		Property_Name: Science & Engineering Building (formerly Gym Building) - Montana Tech Campus (Butte Historic District)

		Property_Town: Butte

		Property_Date/Year: 1925

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2013

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Unknown]

		Status_Comment: Formerly the Gym Building, the Science and Engineering Building had an addition built on to the original structure and was renovated in 1980 to include classroom and laboratory space. The building has an elevator, although, the all areas of the building are not accessible. Rest room facilities are are not adequate on all floors. Plumbing and electrical are functional but in need of upgrades.

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Since 1980 Science and Engineering Hall has been used and maintained primarily as instructional space. The need for classroom space has not always allowed for considerations to be made for maintaining the historical significance of the building. 

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Changes made to interior space have compromised the HVAC and electrical systems of the building.

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Correct access compliance issues to meet ADA.2. Upgrade HVAC system.3. Upgrade electrical system.4. Replace water supply and waste piping.5. 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Arthur Anderson

		Date_Recorded: 11/15/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Designed and constructed as vehicle maintenance shop and equipment storage.

		Current Use: Same

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Motor Pool Garage, MT Tech

		Property_Town: Butte

		Property_Date/Year: 1950

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Building is greater than 50 years old.  Typical construction methods and materials used for 1950 light duty shop service building.  No significant design elements.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Constructed in 1950 as motor pool garage structure for university vehicle fleet operations and maintenance.  Building serves as shop areas for physical plant maintenance staff, equipment storage, parts inventory.

		Use_Comment: Building has not been remodeled or expanded since original construction.

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Michael Allen

		Date_Recorded: 12/20/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Building was designed and constructed as light duty shop/garage space with limited expected lifespan.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0266

		Property_Name: Field Research Center at Ft. Missoula (Quatermaster Stables)

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1944

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed as stables for army horses by the Post Engineer at Ft. Missoula, the University took ownership of the building in 1966. The structure is actively being used by Biological Sciences as a field research station.

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The structure has retained much of its original character despite several changes in use over the decades.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: A major interior remodel was done to the first floor by MMW architects of Missoula in 1998 for Biological Sciences to make the stables into avian research space & Geosciences labs. In 2009, MMW remodeled the second floor attic space into offices & conference rooms for avian research.

		Maintenance_Needs: [3]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Exterior walls have cracks that need stabilizing & repair. Exterior paint required also.2. The roof is 13 years old & will need replacing when its worn out.3. The heating system has old VAV units that need replacement on first floor.4. There is no make up air for the fume hoods.5. The cooling system needs a heat exchanger. Currently, well water is piped directly to cooling coils & some have frozen on cold fall/spring nights.6. About 10% of old plumbing fixtures need replacement.

		Other_Comment: 7. About 15% of waste piping needs replacement.8. About 5% of the electrical distribution & lights need replacement from wear & tear.9. The foundation walls need to be stabilized as there are cracks in the exterior walls.

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 11/04/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Highway bridge

		Current Use: Closed

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24RV0438

		Property_Name: Wolf Point Bridge (aka Lewis and Clark Bridge)

		Property_Town: Wolf Point

		Property_Date/Year: 1930

		State_Agency: [Historical Society]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge has not been altered and retains its integrity of design, location and setting.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Wolf Point Bridge is the finest remaining example of a Pennsylvania through truss bridge in Montana. Completed in 1930, the four-span bridge is the most massive in the state and retains the longest through truss span in Montana. it provided access to the Great Northern Railway station at Wolf Point for those farmers and ranchers who were relatively isolated on the south side of the Missoui River. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: No funds have been expended during the last 2 years.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: Inspection needs to be completed to identify maintenance needs.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Denise King

		Date_Recorded: 1/31/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Unknown]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Montana Historical Society has not conducted a physical condition report. The condition of the bridge is unknown.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
 
Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): ________ (# obtained from SHPO upon receipt of site form) 
Property Name: __________ 
Property Town/Vicinity of: _________ 
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or "Precontact") _______ 
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Cycle Year: _____________ (e.g. 2011; 2013; 2015, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition/Integrity (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years) 
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Preservation project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (reported upon) 
$___ Project designed/redesigned to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
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Prioritized Preservation Maintenance Needs (to correct deficiencies identified above under 
Condition/Integrity)  
Rank property need among all agency heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance needs - 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Other Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _____________   Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Optional: Send photo(s) labeled with Property Number
Save file as Property Number_Property Name (eg: 24YL0001_Pictograph Cave) 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or 
beneath the earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, 
archaeology, or culture (MCA 22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Adapted from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Status (Adapted from NPS NHL report) 


 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have 
occurred, and resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or 
potential/impending loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with 
State Historic Preservation Office. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition/Integrity 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets 
current codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If 
building or structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does 
not meet current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 
 


Stewardship Effort/Cost 
 


Enter cost for all activities that apply in period of reporting (2 years). If activity, but no 
calculated/estimated cost available, enter “1”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave blank. 





		Untitled

		Untitled



		District: 

		Structures: 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24MO0471

		Property_Name: Corbin Hall

		Property_Town: Missoula

		Property_Date/Year: 1927

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: 2011

		State_Agency: [University System]

		Buildings: 1

		Objects: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Status_Comment: Designed by architects Ceo A Carsley & C J Forbis of Helena in the Renaissance Revival style as a dormitory. The structure is in good condition and actively used as an office space for various UM departments.

		Condition_Integrity: [Good]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The building has retained most of its original exterior character. The addition of North Corbin that ties Corbin to Brantly Hall, acts as a separator to the 2 classical structures.

		Resoration: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 1

		Monitoring: 1

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: Regular maintenance work is done by Facilities staff and an FCI survey is performed on a 3 year cycle.

		Maintenance_Needs: [2]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 1. Replace existing roof with new concrete tiles.2. Add more attic insulation to bring to code required R37.3.The exterior brick walls need to be cleaned, tuck pointed & sealed. 4. The windows are original & need maintenance work & insulated glass kits or replacement.5. Interior floor & wall coverings need maintenance work or replacement. 6. About 60% of the heating & ventilation system needs maintenance and/or replacement. 

		Other_Comment: 7. About 40% of the original plumbing waste & supply piping needs replacement.8. About 80% of restroom fixtures are old & in need of replacement. 9. The light fixtures need replacement for energy efficiency.10. About 35% of the electrical distribution panels need replacement.11. Exterior doors need repair from weathering action. Interior doors & hardware needs replacement from wear & tear and most are not wide enough to meet ADAAG.12. Emergency exits, egress lights & alarms need replacement.13. Abate remaining asbestos in floor tiles & in crawl spaces.

		Reported_By: Jameel Chaudhry

		Date_Recorded: 11/04/2011

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		SubmitButton2: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: The pictographs were created by Native American inhabitants of Northwestern Montana.

		Current Use: Members of the CSKT visit this site routinely and pray and leave offerings there.  The public likes to view the pictographs, too.  

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24FH1007

		Property_Name: Kila Pictographs/ Kila Day Count Shelter

		Property_Town: Kila

		Property_Date/Year: Precontact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The pictographs include talley marks, anthropomorphs, and animals.  There is some graffiti across some of the images and a few bullet marks on the panels as well.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Kila pictographs are a well known local landmark that exists in MDT right of way along Highway 2.  In the 1950s the Montana legislature appropriated funds to fence the panel off from the public to help preserve the site.  A chain link fence separates the public from the pictograph panels.   

		Use_Comment: The fence undoubtedly helps prevent some vandalism but also impedes viewing.

		Status_Comment: Vandalism typically begets more vandalism. This site needs to be watched.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 0

		Preservation_Protection: 0

		Research: 0

		Interpretation: 0

		Promotion: 0

		Preservation_Conservation: 0

		Maintenance: 0

		Monitoring: 0

		Other_Effort/Activity: 0

		Stewardship_Comment: $10,000 budgeted to work with rock art graffiti removal specialist.  Need formal input from CSKT THPO.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The Kila pictographs are some of the best precontact sites on MDT property and are highest priority as far as pre-contact sites are concerned.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Steve Platt

		Date_Recorded: 11/18/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 1

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: MDT has budgeted $10,000 for graffiti removal at the Kila pictographs.  As of October 2013 representatives of the CSKT THPO have expressed interest in seeing MDT undertake graffiti removal at 24FH1007, the Kila Day Count Shelter.

		Designed_Redesigned: 0

		Resoration: 0

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Single family residential housing

		Current Use: Biology research space.

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: HIRL North and South, MT Tech

		Property_Town: Butte

		Property_Date/Year: 1938

		State_Agency: [University System/UM]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Buildings are greater than 50 years old.  Typical construction methods and materials used for 1938 inexpensive single family housing.  No significant design elements.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: Constructed in 1938 as single family residential housing on the southwest edge of the campus.  Acquired by the university and used for student and employee child daycare facilities.  After child care operations ceased property sat vacant for a period, then used for a small specific biology research facility.

		Use_Comment: Structures have no significant residential history.  Structures have been modified for uses other than original intent.  Construction type is poor and inexpensive materials were used with limited lifespan.

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Unknown]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Michael Allen

		Date_Recorded: 12/20/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 2

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Poor]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Structures have reached end of useful life.  Structures contain hazardous materials.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Lewis & Clark Site

		Current Use: State Park

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24MA0259

		Property_Name: Beaverhead Rock/NRHP

		Property_Town: Dillon

		Property_Date/Year: 1805

		State_Agency: [FWP/Montana State Parks]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Fair]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The landscape feature of Beaverhead Rock remains mostly in its original state.

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: This landmark feature, noted in the Lewis and Clark journals on August 8, 1805 is an undeveloped state park. Sacagawea created a stir of excitement when she recognized the landmark as marking the home of her Shoshone people. The contains no facilities. Due to the undeveloped nature of the park, the landscape remains as it was when Lewis and Clark first viewed this landscape feature.

		Use_Comment: Little development occurs around the site enabling one to still see why Clark used this area as a landmark. Overall, the area surrounding the site still retains its integrity.

		Status_Comment: Site is not threatened at current time and will remain protected as a state park

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 4848

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 500

		Monitoring: 1100

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: No development exists on this site.

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: We monitor this site approximately twice a month.  Travel and staff time over a two year period is approximately $1100.

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Dale Carlson and Sara Scott

		Date_Recorded: 11-14-2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Fair]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: Little development occurs around the site enabling one to still see why Clark used this area as a landmark. Overall, the area surrounding the site still retains its integrity so the site condition is fair.

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular Bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24ST0361

		Property_Name: Yellowstone River Bridge 

		Property_Town: Three miles southeast of Reed Point

		Property_Date/Year: 1931

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity and is little changed since its construction.  The road upon which it is located was bypassed by Interstate 90 in 1964 and it carries only a small amount of local traffic today.  The setting of the site is intact as its association with the MDT's bridge program prior to 1932.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Yellowstone River Bridge is a 5-span riveted Pratt through truss structure that was built in 1931.  It was one of the last through truss bridges built under this design by the MDT and was constructed at the beginning of the Great Depression before federal relief funds became available to the state.  It retains a high degree of integrity and is NRHP eligible under Criteria A and C.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge is not in danger of being rehabilitated or replaced.  It is on a bypassed segment of US Highway 10 and experiences little traffic.  The MDT has not plans to rehabilitate, replace or demolish the structure.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The department also inspects the bridge every two years with the last inspection occurring in March 2012.  The underwater inspection revealed some undermining of the fill material around the piers.  The structure, however, is in good condition and there are no significant structural deficiencies.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate, replace, or demolish the bridge.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is in good condition.  The MDT has no plans to rehabilitate, replace or demolish the bridge in the foreseeable future.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/21/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition considering its age.  The MDT routinely maintains it and inspects it every two years.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 
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Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
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Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: Native occupation 

		Current Use: MDT ROW/Private land

		Sites: 1

		Site_Number: 24PW1044

		Property_Name: MP 12 Site

		Property_Town: Site is located approximately Avon

		Property_Date/Year: Pre-Contact

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Prehistoric]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: Buried deposits in the highway right of way have the potential to yield important scientific information.   

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The MP 12 site is largely located on private lands outside of MDT right of way.  However, intact buried archaeological deposits can still be found both east and west of Highway 141 within the state-owned right of way.  Deposits consist of campsite debris- mostly chipped stone debitage and fire cracked rock. There are eroding hearth features and a scarred ponderosa pine tree in the MDT right of way. 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The site probably gets collected from time to time.

		Status: [Watch]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: 

		Monitoring: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT Archaeologist usually stops in to take a look at this site once or twice a year.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [1]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Steve Platt

		Date_Recorded: 01/07/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The buried deposits are well protected.  When MDT eventually rebuilds this section of Highway 141 the site will need to be mitigated via data recovery.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: National Guard Armory

		Current Use: Office Space

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24LC0785

		Property_Name: Montana State Armory (1100 North Last Chance Gulch)

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1942

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The property is listed on the National Register of Historic Places.

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Excellent]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: 

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 



initiator:dmurdo@mt.gov;wfState:distributed;wfType:email;workflowId:0b1d596886308b40b42a7af5c5b5093d







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 1

		Historic Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Current Use: Vehicular bridge 

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 24PE0618

		Property_Name: Yellowstone River Bridge 

		Property_Town: Fallon

		Property_Date/Year: 1945

		State_Agency: [MDT]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: The bridge retains excellent integrity and is one of the finest examples of this type in Montana.  All of its structural components, appearance, etc. are intact and virtually unchanged since its construction.  The bridge is listed in the National Register.  

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: The Yellowstone River Bridge is a 4-span riveted continuous span through truss structure that was built in 1945.  The bridge is listed in the National Register of Historic Places under Criteria A and C.  It was one of only a very few bridges designed and built by the MDT during World War II.  It retains excellent integrity and is the longest bridge of this type in Montana.  

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: The bridge is in excellent condition and has no significant structural problems.  The MDT has no plans to program a project to rehabilitate or replace this bridge.  It will continue to function in its current capacity.  

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Property_Administration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 600.00

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and makes repairs on an as-needed basis.  The department also inspects the bridge every two years, with the last inspection occurring in August 2013.  The inspection revealed no structural issues that would warrant the bridge's rehabilitation or replacement.  

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: The bridge is in excellent structural condition and the MDT has no plans to rehabilitate or replace the structure.  

		Other_Comment: 

		Reported_By: Jon Axline

		Date_Recorded: 10/31/2013

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]

		Buildings: 

		Objects: 

		Condition_Integrity: [Excellent]

		Condition_Integrity_Comment: The MDT routinely maintains the bridge and inspects it every two years.  It has no significant structural deficiencies.  

		Designed_Redesigned: 

		Resoration: 

		SubmitButton1: 








MONTANA STATE-OWNED HERITAGE PROPERTY REPORTING FORM 
(2013) 


Property Number (e.g 24YL0001): _________ (Smithsonian Trinomial) 
Property Name:  
Property Town/Vicinity of:  
Property Date (Year of Origin/Construction or “Precontact):  
State Agency (Choose One):  
Reporting Year:                          (e.g. 2014; 2016; 2018, etc) 
 
Property Type (Choose One):  
Property Count (#): ___District ___Building(s)___Structure(s)___Site(s)___Object(s) 
 
Historic Significance and Property Description:  
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
Historic Integrity: (Choose One):  
Comment (Explain): 
 
 
 
 
Use: 
Historic Use:  
Current Use:  
Comment: (issues, if any, regarding use/functionality) 
 
 
 
 
Status (Choose one): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Condition (Choose One): 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Stewardship Effort and Cost (Enter all that apply in past 2 years; do not duplicate costs) 
If activity, but no calculated/estimated cost available, enter “+”. If no activity, enter “0” or leave 
blank. 
$___ Heritage Property Administration/Operations (property-specific)  
$___ Heritage Restoration/Rehabilitation/Repair project activity (SOI standards) 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Protection project activity 
$___ Heritage Research/Documentation project activity 
$___ Heritage Interpretation/Education/Awareness project activity 
$___ Heritage Promotion/Tourism/Marketing project activity 
$___ Heritage Preservation/Conservation Plan Development  
$___ Regular/routine maintenance 
$___ Monitoring (documented/reported upon) 
$___ Cost to redesign project to avoid adverse effect to property’s heritage values 
$___ Other heritage stewardship effort/activity (Explain) 
Comment: 
 
 
 
 
 
Prioritized Maintenance & Stewardship Needs  
Rank property for agency priority addressing need among all agency’s heritage properties: 


Highest (1 = top 20%) to Lowest (5 = bottom 20%) = ____ (1-5) 
Comment:  List prioritized property-specific preservation maintenance & stewardship needs - 
  
  
 
 
Other Commentκ/ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reported by (Name): _______ ψψψψψψψ______ Date (MM/DD/YYYY): _______ 
 
Use Submit button to submit completed form to SHPO databaseΦ  ! ŎƻǇȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƛƴ ȅƻǳǊ
ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻƭŘŜǊΦ 


 







Heritage Property 
 


“Heritage property” means any district, site, building, structure, or object located upon or beneath the 
earth or under water that is significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, or culture (MCA 
22-3-421). Eligibility established through consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
 


Property Count (Taken from National Register of Historic Places) 
 


District: A group, concentration, linkage or continuity of sites, buildings, structures or objects. 
Building: Shelter for human activity (including functionally related unit, such as house/garage) 
Structure: Functional construction for purpose other than shelter 
Site: Location of significant historical event; historic or prehistoric archaeological resource 
Object: Non-building or structure, primarily artistic in nature, relatively small and simple 


 
Integrity 


 
Excellent: the primary historic fabric and form of the property is unaltered; features are intact 
Good: primary historic fabric is minimally altered; some features missing/replaced; majority intact 
Fair: primary historic fabric and form is altered; important features missing; disturbance 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 
 


Status  
 
Endangered:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity occurring, or have occurred, and 
resource condition is worsening. 
Threatened:  serious negative impacts to property historic integrity have not occurred, but are 
impending 
Watch: negative impacts to historic integrity have the potential to occur 
Satisfactory: negative impacts to property historic integrity are unlikely to occur; or potential/impending 
loss of integrity has been addressed and mitigated in consultation with State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
Improving: actions completed or underway to improve historic integrity, in consultation with SHPO 
Mitigated: Planned/impending loss of historic integrity has been addressed in consultation with SHPO 
and loss taken into account through agreed upon mitigation. 
Unknown: No or inadequate current information 


 
Condition 


 
Excellent: Well preserved; routinely maintained and monitored. If building or structure: meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Good: Stable; generally maintained and/or monitored. If building or structure: minimally meets current 
codes and use needs, while preserving historic integrity. 
Fair: Stable, but largely unmaintained; needs or will soon need preservation treatment. If building or 
structure: does not meet all current codes or use needs. 
Poor: Unstable; unmaintained; in need of preservation treatment. If building or structure: does not meet 
current codes, health or safety standards or does not meet use needs. 
Failed: Demolished; destroyed; resource is gone or lost its heritage values/eligibility 
Unknown: No data 





		Structures: 

		Historic Use: 

		Current Use: State of Montana Records Storage

		Sites: 

		Site_Number: 

		Property_Name: Records Management Warehouse - 1320 Bozeman Avenue

		Property_Town: Helena

		Property_Date/Year: 1935

		State_Agency: [DOA/General Services Division]

		Property_Type: [Historic]

		District: 

		Building: 1

		Object: 

		Historic_Integrity: [Good]

		Historic_Integrity_Comment: 

		Historic_Significance_ Comment: 

		Use_Comment: 

		Status_Comment: 

		Status: [Satisfactory]

		Dropdown14: [Good]

		Condition_Comment: 

		Property_Administration: 

		Restoration: 

		Preservation_Protection: 

		Research: 

		Interpretation: 

		Promotion: 

		Preservation_Conservation: 

		Maintenance: +

		Monitoring: 

		Redesign Cost: 

		Other_Effort/Activity: 

		Stewardship_Comment: New EPDM roof on flat roof area.$73,580

		Maintenance_Needs: [5]

		Prioritized_Maintenance_Comment: 

		Other_Comment: This property needs to be recorded on a Historic Property Record Inventory form, registered with a property number (Smithsonian trinomial), and evaluated for eligibility as a state-owned heritage property, in consultation with SHPO.

		Reported_By: Joe Norris

		Date_Recorded: 02/04/2014

		Reporting_Cycle_Year: [2014]
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