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A 124 permit from the 
replacement. 

Fish, Wildlife and Parks would be required for drainage structure 

The Weed Board administers the State weed laws in Park County. 

I 3. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: 

not be 

2 



proposed project is located within the Peterson/East drainages, intermittent 
tributaries to Greeley Creek. Greeley Creek is a second order perennial tributary to the Yellowstone 
River and supports a fishery. Peterson/East Peterson Creek do not support any fishery. Channel 
stability for the streams was observed to be good with functional riparian habitats adjacent to the 
stream network. A current grazing license exists within this watershed on the State land. 
The proposed project access route would utilize 2.5 miles of existing road and require 1.1 miles of 
new road construction on State and private lands. Within the State parcel, 0.4 miles of new road 
construction would connect the private lands with the existing road. Approximately 300 feet of this 
segment of new road would be constructed on 45-50% slopes above the 100 foot equipment 
restriction zone, leaving adequate sediment filtration. Additional drainage features would be installed 
at appropriate locations on the road. 

management activities such as road construction, 
to streams if not 
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Direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts associated 
minimal. 

the are expected to 

7. 
What changes would the action cause to vegetative communities? Consider rare plants or cover 
types that would be affected. Identify cumulative effects to vegetation. 

State parcel is located in the country north the Absaroka-Beartooth Mountains. 
forest/grassland interface in broken ground that includes ridges, draws, benches and 

elevations range approximately 5,000 feet to 5,800 
in area a 
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Consider substantial habitat values and use of the area by wildlife, birds or fish. Identify 
cumulative effects to fish and wildlife. 

A variety of big game, small mammals, raptors and songbirds potentially use this area. 
intermittent streams within the project area do not support any fishery. project area lies within the 

Wildlife and Parks Absaroka Elk Management Unit/Hunting District 560. 

would be no human development that would decrease linkage value and proposed activities 
not impede wildlife movements across the landscape, valleys or mountain ranges. 

direct to 
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known gray wolf denning or rendezvous sites occur within 1 mile of the project area. However, 
wolves may occasionally use the project area. risk of direct, indirect or cumulative effects 
that would result in harm to wolves would be anticipated. 

The proposed project area falls within the range of wolverines. is not aware any 
specific observations wolverines associated with the proposed project area, however, periodic or 
transient use proposed project area could occur. associated with are 
expected to have minimal on wolverines. 

concern 

on resources or are 
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1 
List other studies, plans or projects on this tract. Determine cumulative impacts likely to occur as 
a result of current private, state or federal actions in the analysis area, and from future proposed 
state actions in the analysis area that are under MEPA review (scoped) or permitting review by 
any state agency. 

Peterson Creek Limited Access Timber Sale Environmental Assessment (July 2002). 
Final HCP/EIS (USFWS/DNRC) (September 2011 ). 

RESOURCES 
be considered. 
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1 
List State, County, City, USFS, BLM, Tribal, and other zoning or management plans, and identify 
how they would affect this project 

The adopted the State Forest Land Management Plan , Administrative Rules 
Forest Management 36.11.401 through 450) and the Administrative for State Land 
Surface Management 36.25.101 through 36.25.817), applicable to management activities on 
school trust lands. 
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The return to the trust would be a permanent access for all lawful purposes to Common State Trust 
land that presently has no legal access. All initial costs (road construction excess, land value excess, 
etc.) would be the responsibility of the Proponent. 

Name: Chuck Barone EA Checklist 
Prepared By: Title: Bozeman Unit Forester 

V. FINDING 

j 2s. ALTERNATIVE SELECTED: 

Date: July 28, 2015 

Action Alternative: A reciprocal access agreement exchange consisting of a 60-foot wide, non­
public, right-of-way easement for all lawful purposes, including utilities would be executed. 

I 26. SIGNIFICANCE OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS: 

I have determined that none of the anticipated environmental impacts outlined in the EA are significant 
according to the criteria outlined in ARM 36.2.524. I find that no impacts are regarded as severe, enduring , 

geographically widespread, or frequent. Further, I find that the quantity and quality of various resources, 
including any that may be considered unique or fragile, will not be adversely affected to a significant degree. I 
find no precedent for future actions that would cause significant impacts, and I find no conflict with local, State, 
or Federal laws, requirements, or formal plans. In summary, I find that the identified adverse impacts will be 
avoided, controlled, or mitigated by the design of the project to the extent that the impacts are not significant. 

Furthermore, I find that this agreement meets the Trust land Management Divisions goals of acquiring 
permanent legal access to land that currently is in accessable. 

i 21. NEED FOR FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS: 

DEIS D More Detailed EA 0 No Further Analysis 

EA Checklist Name: Craig Campbell 

Approved By: Title: 

Signature: Craig Campbell/ Date: 7/29/2015 

ATTACHMENTS 

Attachment A - Vicinity Map/Site Specific Map 
Attachment E - CLO Checklist for Endangered, Threatened and Sensitive species 
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ATTACHMENT A 
Vicinity Map 

Wood Trusts Reciprocal Access Agreement 
Township 2 South, Range 12 East, Park County 
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the context an average 
range size; associated 
(if would be temporary; 
amounts suitable habitat would 
remain 1n project area and 
surrounding area and 

and linkage 
the project. 



Impact is 



anticipated. 
[ N ] No denning or 
sites occur within 1 



[ N ] known streams supporting 
harlequin ducks occur within or near 
the 



Townsend's 
townsendil) 

caves, 

[ N ] caves, caverns, or mines 
suitable for use by bats are known 
occur 1 the area. 
No direct, indirect or cumulative 
effects 
would 


