
CHECKLIST ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Project Name: Drummond Land Banking
Proposed
Implementation Date: Summer 2015

Proponent: Washington Limestone Inc.
Locatton: Southwest Va Section 36. Township 11 North. Range 13 West
County: Granite County

Sale# 758

I. TYPE AND PURPOSE OF ACTION

The Department ofNatural Resources and Conservation (DNRC) Is proposing tooffer for Sale at Public Auction,
160acres ofState Land currently heldIn Trustforthe benefit of Common Schools (see Exhibit A- Map).
Revenue generated from thesale ofthis parcel would bedeposited Into a special account for purchasing
replacement lands meeting acquisition criteria related to legal access, productivity, potential income generation
and potential for multiple uses. Replacement lands would then be held in Trust for the benefit ofthe Common
School Trust This proposed sale Isbeing initiated through the Land Banldng program (Montana CodeAnnotated
77-2-361 through 77-2-367) thatwasapproved bytheLegislature in2003. Thepurpose ofthis program is to
allow theDepartment ofNatural Resources and Conservation to dispose, primarily, ofp^cels thatare Isolated
and produce low income relative tosimilarly classified tracts and toallow theDepartment topurchase land with
legal public access tfnat cansupport multiple usesand will provide a rate ofreturn equal toorgreater than the
land thatweresold. Additionally, thisprogram allows for theTrust land portfolio to be diversified, bydisposing of
grazing parcels that make up a majority oftheTrust land holdings and acquire other types ofland, such as
cropland or timberlands, whfch typically produce greater return on Investment.

The stategrazing lessee, Washington Limestone LLC has nominated this parcel for sale. Washington Umestone
has indicated theyare considering a proposal todevetop a limestone quarry on their private lands to thewestof
the nominated parcel. Should thisquarry be developed, there isa possibility thata haul road would be
constructed acaross the state land proposed forsale.Thepotential environmental impacts ofdevelopment ofa
limestone quarry are speculative andare outskle thescopeofthis analysis.

[ H. PROJECT DEVELOPMENT

1. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT, AGENCIES. GROUPS OR INDIVIDUALS CONTACTED:
Provkte a Mefchmrx^ogyofthe scoping and ongt^ng Involvament forttUs pn^ect.

Aletter requesting input firom thegeneral public, special Interest groups and other agencies wasdistributed
on March 18"^ 2015, by DNRC's Southwestern Land Office. Ail input was tobe provWed back to Liz Muliins,
SWLO planner, by April 20*^ 2015. Exhibit B, ofthis document, identifies individuals and groups who were
contacted fortheirinput. Inaddition, advertisements were placed inthe Missoullan and Philipsburg Mail
newspapers requesting input on the proposed action from any interested parties.

Two public comments werereceived in responseto public scoping:
• A Native American Consultation Request Formwas received from the Northern Cheyenne Tribe.

DNRC provided a response to this inquiry.
• Montana Fish WikJIife and Parits asked ifthe state parcel bounded on the Clark Foric River. An

Individual f^ the DNRC Anaconda UnitOfftee conducted a field evaluation of the property and
determined that the Clark Fork River did not touch the state parcel.

2. OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES WITH JURISDICTION, LIST OF PERMITS NEEDED:

None



3. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED:

No Action Alternative: Defer inclusion of this parcel in the Land BankingProgram at this time. Maintain state
ownership and continue to manage the property forrevenue to the Common SchoolTrust. Deferring the
proposed sale at this time would not preclude this tract from being nominated for sale in the future.

Action Alternative: Offer approximately 160 acres of State administered School Trust Land for sale at Public
Auction and subject to statutes addressing the Sale ofState Landfound inTitle 77. Chapter 2. Part 3 of the
Montana Codes Annotated. Proceeds fromthe sale would be deposited in the Land Bank Fund to be used in
conjunction with proceeds firom othersales forthe purchase ofotherstate land, easements, or improvements for
the beneftelariesof the respective trusts, in this case CommonSchools. However, per M.C.A. 77-2-304 the
State would retain mineral rights.

III. IMPACTS ON THE PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT
RESOURCESp(^ntkdlyinv)actBd are Bsiadon the form, foltowed by common Issues that wouldbe con^demd.
Explain POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATIONS MIovidng each resource haatSng.
Enter 'NONE' If no Impacts are identified or the PBSoume is not present

A. GEOLOGY AND SOIL QUALITY, STABILITY AND MOISTURE:
Consider the presence offra^, compact^e orunstable soils. Identify unusual geologic features. Specifyanyspecial
reclamation con^deraUons. Identifyany cumtHativeImpacts to soils.

No Action/Action

The parcel is underlain by bedrock geology of Madison limestone that has commercial mineral value and
quartzite formations. Mineral rights would be retained bythe State. The parcel has low oil and gas potential
(Monte Mason. Minerals Bureau) Shallow bedrock iscommon onsteeper8h)pes alonga small ridge thatforms
east to west through the parcel. No MT DEQ remediation sites or mines were noted in the MTNRIS database
search forthese parcels.Thereare two roads across the parcel, one has some ^avel surfacing, and the other
is a low standard two-track road across rangeland.

The160acrestate parcel supports mainly dry grassland with two small patches ofmixed conifers/junipers. The
rangeland soils are dryland sites, with sh^low to moderately deep gravelly and cot>biy day loam soils on
moderate foot-slopes of (5-40%).The northem boundaryof the sectton Isa hightenace of alluvium associated
with the Clark Fork River. The alluvial soilsare gravelly day loamsand sandy loams. Erosion potential Is
moderate and increasesto moderately high on steeperslopesupto40%. Soils in tiie parcel are droughty,
supporting mainly dryland range.

No soil disturbance activities are planned as part of this action. There would be lowrisk of direct, indirectand
cumulative impactsto geology and soilqualityor stability as a resultof implementing the proposed action or no-
action alternatives.

5. WATER QUALITY, QUANTITY AND DISTRIBUTION:
Identify important surface orgroundwatar resources. Consider thepotential forviolaHon ofambient water quality
standards, drinking watermaximum contaminant levels, ordegradation of waterquality. Identifycumulative eff^s to
water resources.

No Action/Action
The parcel Is located in the Clark Fork Riverdrainage about 1 miles SW of Dotmmond. Montana. There are
no natural surface waters or wetlands on the parcel. The section drains towards the north but there are no
surface drainages tothe Clark Fork River. This isa low precipitation sitethatreceives about 13" ofaverage
predpitatkHi during the year.Surfacerunoff on these weikiralned soilsis rareand mainly In the spring. Two
irrigation ditches flow across the parcel. An inlgation ditch crossestheSE comerofthe parcel and an irrigation
ditch crosses the north end of the property along an upper alluvial terrace of the Clark Fork River.

Wewoukl expectcontinued landmanagement uses ofgrazing similar to recentactivities in compliance with
Best ManagementPracttees. Anyproposed water rights uses would require an application for a beneficial water



use through the painlt process administered by the DNRC Water R^hts Bureau. Thus, there is low risk of
direct, indirect orcumulative effects towater quality or t)enef{cial uses anticipated with Iwth theaction and no-
action alternative on these parcels of the proposed actions.

6. AIR QUALITY:
\Miat p(^utants orparticutoto wouid beproduoed? IdenUfy air quaiity reguiaSma orzones (e.g. C/ass / air ^ted) tfie
projectwould Influence. Ident^ cumulative effectstoairquality.

No ActionyAction:
The parcel islocated approximately 1%miles SW of Drummond, MT in Granite County. Air quality Is currently
good. This tract has historically been used for cattle grazing and hay production. The parcel comprises a very
small percentage ofthe Drummcmd areaair shed. Sale ofthe property virill have noeffect on ab* quality.

7. VEGETATION COVER. QUANTITYAND QUALITY:
What changes would the action cause tovegetative commur^ties? Consider rare plants orcover types that would be
affected. Identify cumulaSveeffeOs to wgetation.

Thelastrange inspection for this tract IdentiTied 4 separate range sites. Approximately 16 acreswere
historically inigated hay ground. The remainder of the ownership isnative grass range. Excessive grazing has
caused deterioration ofthe plant community tothe point ofdominance by Increaser grasses. The last grazing
inspection for this tract wasconducted In August of2014. Forage producton fwthe total 160 acres was
estimated at 40 AUM's or .306AUM's/ac. With decreasergrasses being dominated by increasergrasses, such
as western wheat grass and assorted blue grasses.

No Action: This alternative would leavethe ownership with theStateCommon School Trust and the Land
Management with DNRC. Vegetation management would be anticipated to continue as It has In tiie recent past
Noxious weeds, principally Spotted Knapweed occurs In the area across ownerships, and also on the DNRC
parcel. Control of State listed noxious weeds would continue to be emphasized. There would be minimal If any
change innoxious weeds underthe no action alternative.

Action: Thetract would be sold at public auction, allowing anyone who is a qualified bidder to bid. The
vegetative management would vary depending on tiie goals of tiie new owner. We would expect continued land
management uses of grazing similar to recent activities in comi^iance with Best Management Practices. Weed
control would beexpected tocontinue to meet requirements oftheMontana Weed Control Act andGranite
County Weed District.
We don't expect any direct orcumulative effects would occur tovegetation as a result ofthe proposed sale of
this parcel.

8. TERRESTRIAL, AVIAN ANDAQUATIC LIFE AND HABfTATS:
Consider sul)stantla} habitat values and use ofthearea byvi^ldffle, Urds orfish. Identify cumulative effects to fish and
wildlife.

Terrestrial Wildlife Resources
The 160 acre project areais largely a native sagebmsh-grassland plant community. Pastactivities In theproject
area have included livestock grazing. Theproject area Is surrounded byprivate lands, whteh have also
experienced livestock grazing.

No Action AKematlve: Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative Effects
The project area would remain in DNRC ownership and the foreseeable predominant land use would be
livestock grazing. No changes totiie existing habitats would beanticipated. WiWIife useoftheproject area
would beexpected tobesimilar to present levels. No changes in recreational use vrauld beanticipated; exteting
levels ofhuman disturbance wouW not appreciably change. No appreciable changes tothe existing big game
winter range, summer range, or security habitats would be anticipated. No direct, indirect, orcumulative effects
towildlife would beanticipated since: 1)no appreciable changes toexisting habitats wouW occur; 2)human



disturbance levels would not be anticipated to change;and 3) nochanges In wildlife use would be expected to
occur.

Action Alternative: Direct, indirect, and Cumulative Effects
DNRC would relinquish ownership oftheproject area under theL^nd Banking processanda private party would
purchase the property. Beyond thisexpectation, one mustspeculate onfurther outcomesregarding future land
uses thatwould occuroutside of DNRC control following purchase bya buyer. Transferring ownership ofthe
parcel to another party would nothave anydirect or indirect effects on anywildlife species or habitats, however,
under the action alternativecontinuedmanagement, and/or futuredevelopmentthat may erode wildlife habitat
values could o(x:ur outside of tiie DNRC's public environmental review process.
Should traditional management(i.e., livestock grazing) continue inthe project area, minor direct, indirect, or
cumulaUve effects to wiklllfe would be anticipated. Should more intensive activities, such as development or
subdivisbn, occur, this alternative could have more effects towildlife bycontributing to temporary lossofand/or
more permanent habitat lossfor a number ofwildlife species in thefuture, most ofwhich are cun-ently relativeiy
common in Montana. Any activities that may occur on the project area would be additive to other cumulative
effects tliat may be associated with historic land usesonnearby properties (e.g. livestock grazing, logging, and
existing human developments etc.). WiMltfe use ofthe project area would not immediately change, butcould be
subject to additional disturbance and/or displacement depending onthe ultimate uses ofthe parcel bythe new
owners.

No direct, indirect, orcumulative effects towildlife would be anticipated since: 1)no appreciable changes to
existing habitats wouldoccur Immediately, however long-term management objectives would be unknown and
persistence of any given habitat condition would not be certain; 2) human disturbance levels woukinot be
anttelpated to change in the immediate future, however uncertainty associated with future use could introduce
additional human disturbance and displacement; and 3) no appre^ble changes in wildlife use wouk) be
expected to occur unless major changes in land use were to undertaken by the new owner.

Aquatic Life
There are nosurface waters within the parcel thatsupport fish, based onfield reviews and bk>logist assessment
Therewould be no direct, In-direct ofcumulative effects to aquaticlife or fish with implementation of the action
or o-actlon alternatives.

9. UNIQUE, ENDANGERED, FRAGILE OR UMITED ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES:
Considerany fBdemlty Mod threatenedor endangeredspeciesor habitatidentified In theprojectarea. Determine
effectsto weOands. ConsiderSen^Sve Species or Speciesofspecialconcern. Identify cumuiative effectsto these
species and their habiktt.

Terrestrial Wildlife Resources
The160acre project area is largely a native sagebrush-grassland plant community. Past activities in theproject
area have indud^ livestock grazing. The project area issum>unded by private lands, which have also
experienced livestock grazing.See table belowfora full review ofexisting habitatsfor ten-estrial threatened,
endangered, and sensitive wildlife species.

No Action Aftemative: Direct. Indirect, and Cumulative Effects
The project area would remain In DNRCownership and the foreseeable predominant land use would be
livestock grazing. No further habitat-altering land uses would occur with this alternative, thusnochanges tothe
existing habitats or levels ofuse byanyofthe terrestrial threatened, endangered, or sensitive wiMlife species
would be anticipated. Existing levelsof human disturbance would notappreciably change. Nodirect, Indirect, or
cumulative effects to terrestrial threatened, endangered, or sensitive wildlife specieswould be anticipated since:
1) no appreciable changes to existing habitats wouldoccur; 2) human disturbance levels would not be
anticipated to change; and 3) no changes in wlidlife use would be expected to occur.

Action Alternative: Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative Effiects
DNRC would relinquish ownership oftheproject areaunder theLand Banking process and a private party would
purchase the property. Beyond this expectation, one must speculate onfurther outcomes regarding future land
uses that would occur outside ofDNRC control following thedisposal. Transferring ownership ofthe parcel to
another party would nothaveany direct or Indirect efliects on anyterrestrial endangered, threatened, or



sensitivewildlife species or habitats, however, under the action alternativecontinued management, and/or
future development that mayerode wildlife habitat valuescould occuroutsideofthe DNRC's public
environmental review process.

Should traditional management (l.e., livestock grazing) continue inthe project area, minor direct, indirect, or
cumulative effects to terrestrialthreatened, endangered, or sensitive vM'idllfe species would be anticipated.
Shouldmore Intensive activities, such as developmentor subdivision, occur, this altemative could have slightly
more effects to terresfria!threatened, endangered, or sensitive wildlife species by contrilHJting to temporary loss
of and/or more permanent habitat lo^ for a numb^ ofwildlife species in the future. Any activities that may
occur on the project area would be additive to othercumulative effiects thatmay be associated with historic land
uses on nearbyproperties (e.g. livestock grazing, logging, and existing human developments etc.). Wildlife use
ofthe project area would notimmediately change, but could be subject to additional disturbance and/or
displacement depending on the ultimateuses of the parcel by the new owners.

No direct. Indirect, or cumulative effectsto terrestrial threatened,endangered, or sensitivewiWiife species would
beanticipated since: 1) noappreciable changes toexisting habitats would occur Immediately, however long-
temi management objectives would beunknown and persistence ofany given habitat condition would not be
certain; 2)human disturbance levels would not beanticipated tochange In theimmediate future, however
uncertainty associated with future usecould Introduce additional human disturt>ance and displacement; and 3)
no appreciable changes in wlldlrfe use would beexpected to occur unless major changesin land usewere to
undertaken by the new owner.

Threatened Endangered and Sensitive Species:
The Natural Heritage Program wasqueried for species ofconcern whteh may Inhabit this tract. Theresults of
this query are listed inthe tablebelow. ItIsunlikely thatanyoftheseanimals and plants occupy the tract
Involved in this proposal due to a lack of habitat

Threatened and Endangered
Species

[Y/N] Potential Impacts and Mitigation
Measures

N = Not Present or No Impact is Likelyto Occur
Y = Impacts May Occur (Explain Below)

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPEaES

Grizzlybear {Ursus arctos)
Habitat: Recovery areas,
security from human activity

[ N] The project srea is approximately 27 miles south of the NODE
Recovery Area (USFWS1993), and 5 milessouth of occupiedgrizzly
bear habitat(Wittinger et al. 2002). However, grizzly bears are
increasingly beingdocumentedsouth of the recoveryzone (J. Jonkel,
MT FWP, personalcommunication, 2013). Transfening ownershipof
the parcel would not have any dire^ or immediate indirect effect on any
wildlife species or theirhabitat. Shouldtraditional uses (i.e., livestock
grazing) continue, negligible direct. Indirect, or cumulative effects to
grizzly bearswould be anticipated. However, the proposed action could
allow forgreaterfuture cumulative riskofdevelopment and loss of
wildlife habitat that could occur outside of the DNRC's public
environmental review process.

Canada lynx{Felis lynx)
Habitat: Subalplne fir habitat
types, dense sapling, old
forest, deep snow zone

[ N1Nolynx habitatsoccur inthe projectarea. Thus, no direct,
indirect, or cumulative effects would be antk:ipated to lynx.

DNRC Sensitive Species [Y/N] Potential Impactsand Mitigation
Measures

N = Not Present or No Impact is Likely to Occur
Y = Impacts May Occur (Explain Below)



Bald eagle
{Hallaeetusleucocephalus)
Habttat Late-successlonal
forest less than 1 mile from
open water

[ N ] The prc^ect area is roughly1.6 miles from the FlintCreek bald
eagle territory on the Clark Fork River. Incidental use during the winter
could be possible while foraging on cam'on. Transferring ownership of
the parcel would nothaveanydirector immediate indirect eff^ on any
wildlife species or their habitat Shouldtraditional uses (i.e., livestock
grazing) continue, negligible direct. Indirect, orcumulative ^ects to
baldeagles would be anticipated. However, the proposed action could
allowfor greater future cumulativerisk of development and loss of
wildlife habitatthat couldoccur outside of the DNRC's public
environmental review process.

Black-backed woodpecker
{Picoides arcticus)
Habitat: Mature to old burned
or beetle-infested forest

[ N] Norecently (less than 5 years) burned areas are inthe project
area. Thus, no direct. Indirect, or cumulative effects to black-backed
woodpeckers would be expected to occur as a result of either
alternative.

Coeur d*Alene salamander
{Plethodon Idahoensls)
Habitat: Waterfall spray zones,
talus near cascading streams

[ N] No moist taius orstreamskte talus habitat occurs in the (»oject
area. Thus, no direct, indirect, or cumulative effects to Coeur d*Alene
salamanders wouldbe expected to occur as a result of eKher
alternative.

Columbiansharp-tailed grouse
{Tympanuchus phasianaUus
columbianus)
Habitat Grassland, shrubland,
riparian, agriculture

[ N] Although grassland/shrubland communities occur in the project
area, recent research indicatesColumbian sharp-tailedgrouse likely
neverinhabited western Montana (Montana Natural Heritage Program
and Montana Fish, Wildlife, and Parks, 2015). Thus, no direct. Indirect,
or cumulative effects to Columbian sharp-tailed grouse wouldbe
expected to occur as a result of either alternative.

Common loon {Gaviaimmer)
Habitat: Cold mountain lakes,
nest in emergent vegetation

[ N] Nosuitablelakes occur inthe projectarea. Thus no direct,
indirect, or cumulative effects tocommon loons would beexpected
under either alternative.

Rsher {Martespennanii)
Habitat Dense mature to old
forest less than 6,000 feet in
elevation and riparian

[ N] No suitablefishercover types exist inthe projectarea. Giventhe
lackofhabitat, the limited area, the proximity to human developments,
and the surrounding landscape, no direct, indirect, or cumulative
effects to fisher would be anticipated.

Flammuiated owl

(Otus Hammeolus)
Habitat: Late-successional
ponderosa pine and Douglas-fir
forest

[ N] No suitable flammuiated owl habitatsoccur inthe project area.
Thus no direct, indirect, or cumulative effects to flammuiated owls
would be expected under either alternative.

Gray Wolf{Canis lupus)
Habitat: Ample big game
populations, security from
human activities

[ NI Wolves are havebeen notbeen documented inthe project area
and the nearest known wolf pack is roughly 14 milesaway. Little or no
use ofthe project area would be anticipated. Transferring ownership of
the parcel would not have anydirect or immediate indirect effect onany
wildlife speciesortheir habitat Should traditional uses (i.e., livestock
grazing) continue, negligible direct, indirect, or cumulative effects to
gray wolveswould be antidpated. However, the proposed action could
allow forgreater future cumulative riskof development and loss of
wildlife habitatthat couldoccur outside of the DNRC's public
environmental review process.

Harlequin duck
(Histrionicus hisfrionlcus)
Habitat White-water streams,
boulder and cobble substrates

N ] No suitable high-gradient stream or river habitats occur in the
project area. No direct. Indirect or cumulative effects to hariequin ducks
would be expected to occur as a result of either alternative.



Mountain Rover
{Ciiaradriusmontanus)
Habitat: Short-grass prairie,
allcallneflats, and prairie dog
towns

[ N] No prairie dog colonies orother suitable shortgrass prairie habitats
occurinthe project area. The project area is not within the known
rangeofMountain plovers In Montena. Thus, no direct, indirect, or
cumulative effects to mountain plovers would be anticipated to occur as
a result of either alternative.

Northern bog lemming
{Synaptomysborealis)
Habitat Sphagnum meadows,
bogs, fens with thick moss
mats

[ N] Nosuitable sphagnum bogsor fens occur Inthe project area.
Thus, no direct, indirect, or cumulative eff^ to northern bog lemmings
wouldbe expected to occuras a result of either alternative.

Peregrine falcon
{Faicoperegrinus)
Habitat: Cliff features near
open foraging areas and/or
wetlands

[ N] No preferred cliff futures suitable for use byperegrine falcons
occurIn the project area, butperegrine falcons havenesteda couple of
miles upstream from tfie proj^ area on the Clark Fork River.
Transferring ownership ofthe parcel would not have any direct or
immediate indirect effecton any wikJiife species or theirhabitat.Should
traditional uses (l.e., livestock grazing) continue, negligible d'roct,
indirect, or cumulative effectsto peregrine falconswould be anticipated.
However, the proposed action could allow for greaterfuture cumulative
risk ofdevelopment and k)ss ofwildlife habitat that could occuroutside
of the DNRC's public environmental review process.

Pileated woodpecker
{DryocopuspHeatus)
Habitat: Late-successional
ponderosa pine and larch^r
forest

[ N] No suitable pileated woodpecker habitat existsinthe project area.
Thus, nodirect, indirect, or cumulative effects to pHeated woodpeckers
wouldbe expected to occur as a result of either alternative.

Townsend's big-eared bat
(Plecotus iownsendii)
Habitat Caves, caverns, old
mines

[ N] DNRC is unaware ofanymines orcaves within the project area or
dose vicinity that would besuitable for use byTownsend's big-eared
bats. Thus, nodirect, Indirect or cumulative effects to Townsend's big-
eared bats would be expected to occur as a result of either alternative.

Wolverine (Gufo gt/to)
Habitat Alpinetundra and
high-elevation boreal forests,
areas with persistent spring
snow.

[ N1 No suitable wolverine habitats occur inthe project area. Thus, no
direct, Indirect, orcumulative effects towolverines would be expected
to occur as a result of either alternative.

Fish and Wetlands

No sensitive fish species, sensitive wetlands orsensitive (^ants areIcnown tooccur onthe DNRC parcel. No
wetlands occur onthis ownership. There would beno direct, in-direct orcumulative effects toaquatic life or*
with implementation ofthe action or no-action alternatives.

10. HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES:
Identify anddetermine e/fecfs fo historic^, archaeological orpalecaitolo^calreeouroee.

No Action/Action:
Two Qass ili inventories for Antiquities havebeenconducted. Both ofthese inventories are availatrte upon
request and are contained In the project file. Asingle cultural resource (Lororensen ditch) was formally
documented and evaluated.



11. AESTHETICS: "

Determ'neff theprqfocl is tocsisdona prominent topographic ormaybe visible from populatedorscenic areas.
What levelofnoise, lightor visualchange would be produced? IdenSfy cumulsiive effects toae^etics.

No Aetion/Action;
There areno prominent topographic features onthe state land. It does not provide any unique scenic quality
that is not also provided on adjacent lands. There is a good viewof the Clark Fork Riverand Flint mountain
range from this tract. It Is located within one mileof Interstate 80 and .25 miles of the Clark Fork River.
No direct or cumulative impact to aesthetics is anticipated under either alternative.

12. DEMANDS ON ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES OF LAND. WATER, AIR OR ENERGY:
Determine the amount ofllmitBdresources the proiieGt would require. Identffy other activities nearby that the priyect
would affwt. Identify cumulative effects to environmental resources.

This 160acre parcel is part ofthe Common School Trustofwhich there are more than4,628,133 acres within
the state. The potential sale ofthisparcelwould affect an extremely small percentageofthe Common School
Trust land.

NoAction: Existing landmanagementactivities would likely continue as they did in2015, undereither
alternative.

Action: The potential transferof ownership would not have any impact or demands on environmental resources
of land, water, air or energy.

13. OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS PERTINENT TO THE AREA:
List otherstudies, plans orprojectson thistract. Detem^ne cumulative impacts BIcely to occuras a resultofcurrent
private, stateorfederal actions intheanalysis area, andfrom futme proposedstateactions intheanalysis areathatme
under MEPA review(sct^jed)or permittingreviewby any state agency.

No Actlon/Actton Alternative:
No Impacts are anticipated under either alternative.

iV. IMPACTS ON THE HUMAN POPULATION
RESOURCES potentially impactedare Sstedon the form, followed by common Issues that would be considered.
Explain POTEhlTlAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATIONS Mhvrir^g each resource heading.
Enter 'NONE' Ifno impacts areidentified orthe resoiffce isnot present.

14. HUMAN HEALTH AND SAFETY:
Identifyany health and safety rlsl<s posed by the prc^ect.

No Action/Action Alternative:
Itis unlikely that eitheralternative would impact human health and safety

15. INDUSTRIAL, COMMERCIAL AND AGRICULTURE ACTIVITIES AND PRODUCTION:
Identify how the prcject would add to or alter these activities.

This parcel Is currently leased for livestock grazing purposes with anestimated annual carrying capacity of49
AUM's. Thecurrent lessee,Washington Limestone Inc., owns property, sunxwnding this 1/4section onall four
sides. As mentioned above there isa possibility that industrial use of this tract for transportatton may occur
under the action alternative. This tract has not been leased for any other purposes then grazing and past hay
production.

Commercial mineral potential is low.
The Land Board is pi^lbited by both State and Federal Statutes from selling school trust mineral estates.
Selling thesurface estatetherefore leaves the Department with retained ownership ofthesplit mineral estate. If
sold, the transfer deed wouW contain the standard mineral reservation dause, including the right to access and
utilize the sub-surface estate.



No Action Alternative:
It isanticipated thatIf this tract is not sold It would continue to be used for grazing by the lessee. Current
revenue from grazing use Isapproximately $706/year. This is .308 AUM's/ac. which Is slightly above the
statewide average for grazing productivity.

Action:

The160acres would be appraised bya professional land appraiser to determine fuli market value. This value
would be the minimum acceptable bid. The land would be advertised forsale at a public auction. The
Department estimates thevalue ofthis tract at approximately $1,2(M)/acre (based upon prior land banking sales
In this vicinity) with an estimated value of$192,000 (160 x$1,200/ac =$192,000), with the revenues being
deposited In theland banking account for future purchase ofproperty by theland board. Any future change in
landuse would be subject to review understate and local regulations Intended to address Impacts to local
industrial, commercial and agricultural activities. No direct or cumulative impacts are anticipated as a result of
theproposal. PerM.C.A. 77-2-304 theStatewould retain thesubsurf^ mineral rights.

16. QUANTITYAND DISTRIBUTIONOF EMPLOYMENT:
Esffmate thenun^)^<^jobs Ute preset would create, move orelirrunate. Identify cumulative effMs toffie err^oymertt
market

No Action/Action:
Neither alternative would producean impacton the quantity and distribution ofemployment.

17. LOCAL AND STATE TAXBASE AND TAX REVENUES:
Estimate taxrevenue thefxnject would createoreliminate. Iden^ cumu/atfvo effects to taxesandrevenue.

No Action;
The landwould notbe taxed because Itwould continue to be heldbythe State of Montana In Tnjstfor
Montana's Educational System. Lessee owned Improvements, such as center pivots, would be taxed, as they
cun-ently are.

Action Alternative:
Selling theTrust Land toa private individual would make this tract subja:ttoall local and Stateproperty taxes.
This would put new land onthe county tax base, thus Increasing revenue toGranite County andtheState

18. DEMAND FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES:
Estimate increases intreiRc andcfmrtges to traffic patterns. \Miat chs^iges vmuid />© neededtofire protection, police,
schods, etc.? Iden^ cumul^e effectsof thisand otherprcjects on government services

No Action/Action:
Neither alternative would have an Impact on government services.

Any future uses including development of theparcel would besubiject toapplicable tocal and state regulations.

19. LOCALLYADOPTED ENVIRONMENTAL PLANS AND GOALS:
UstState, County, Qty, USFS. BLM, Trib^, andotherzoning ormanagementplans, andIdentify how they would affect
this project.

No Action

This piece ofground would remain in agricultural production for theforeseeable future.

Action:

The parcel Is un-zoned and Is characterized by open rangelands and agricultural uses. There Is a subdivisfon
approximately one(1) mile from theparcel. Antelope Springs which iscomprised of36lots.

The DNRC manages State Trust Lands for residential development under the Real Estate Management Plan
2005. ThePlan defines residential development as a density ofone(1)residential unit per25acres or lessor by
allowing development on more than 25% oftheparent parcel. If the density exceeds 25% of the parcel orIs



denser than 1 dw^ling unit 25 acres, then the development countstowards the threshold caps for
development In the Real Estate Management Plan.

This piece of groundwould likely remain In grazingproduction for the foreseeable future. Any proposal to
develop these properties would be subject to review and approval under stateand local regulations applicable to
Granite County.

20. ACCESS TO AND QUALITY OF RECREATIONAL AND WILDERNESS ACTIVITIES:
ldontifyanywfld6m988 or mcrBatlonalareas nearby or access routes Iftrough this tract Deterrr^nethe effiacte of the
project on recreationalpotential withinthe tract Identifycumulative effects to recreational and wM&nness activities.

This160 acre tractofTrustland is notlegally accessible to the public. The private landhas nothistorically been
available to the general public for recreational use.

No Action Alternative:
No change from existing conditions is anticipated

Action Altemative:
The action altemativewould sell this tract to the highest bidder, itwould be up to the newownerto determine
the access they are willing to authorize.

21. DENSmr AND DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION AND HOUSING:
Esffntate fx^atton changesand additional housingthe projectwouldrequ^. Identifycumulative effiects topopulatkm
and housing.

No Action/Action:
The potential sale of this parcelwould not require additional housingor change the population. It is unknown
what landuses would occurundernewownership. Any future proposal to developthe property would be subject
to review under State and local regulations.

22. SOCIAL STRUCTURES AND MORES:
Identifypotential disruptimtofnative or trat^onal lifestyles or communl^.

No Action /Action Altemative:
There are no native, unique or traditional lifestyles or communities inthe vicinity that would be impacted by
either altemative.

23. CULTURAL UNIQUENESS AND DIVERSITY:
Hovy would the action afhct any unique quality ofthe area?

No Action/Action:
The potential saleofthestate land would not directly orcumulatively impact cultural uniqueness ordiversity.
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24. OTHER APPROPRIATE SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC CIRCUMSTANCES:
Estimate the return to the trust. Includeappropriate eoononvc ana/ys/s. Identify potential future uses for the analysis
area other than existingmanagement. Identify cumulative economicand socialefifecfs likely to occuras a resultof the
proposed action.

No Action Altemativd:
The State Is notcommitted to any particutar actionunder the no action altemath/e. It is llk^y that leasing this
tractfor grazingwould continueunder this alternative. IfWashington Limestone were to propose hauiing
limestone ore across this tract, an application and associated environmentalanalysis would be required.

Action

The 160 acres would be sold for an estimated value of $192,000, with the revenues being deposited in the land
t)anking account for future acquisitions of land withhigher revenue generating potential.

EA Checklist Name: Fred Staedler Date: 6-26-15

Prepared By:
Title: Anaconda Unit Manager

V. FINDING

25. ALTERNATIVE SELECTED:

Iselect the Action Alternative. I recommend the parcel be submitted for preliminaryLand Board approval for
sale under the land banking program.

26. SIGNIFICANCE OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS;

Sale of this property will not result in significant environmental impacts.

27. NEED FOR FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

EIS More Detailed EA X No Further Analysis

EA Checklist
Approved By:

Name: Robert H. Storer

Title: Trust Lands Program Manager Southwestern Land Office

Signature: 39. Zo yS"
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