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Application 
No. 76H 30171086 Regional Office # 09 

 
Applicant’s Name Dean E Hardi & Rhonda K Hardi Living Trust 

 
Indian Reservation  Yes X No If yes, Reservation  

 
Irrigation District  Yes X No If yes, District  

 
Specialist Benjamin Thomas Date 5/11/2026 

 

 
Map of proposed change. Other water users on the Hickey B ditch system will be given 

opportunity for public comment. 
  

NOTICE AREA 
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Interested Party  
Applicant: Dean E Hardi & Rhonda K Hardi Living Trust  
  
Avista Corporation   
Bitterroot Conservation District  
Bitterroot National Forest  
Bureau of Indian Affairs  
Clark Fork Coalition  
Department of Environmental Quality  
Department of Fish, Wildlife and Parks  
Lolo National Forest  
Montana Board of Land Commissioners  
Montana Trout Unlimited  
Northwestern Energy  
PPL Montana LLC  
Ravalli County Clerk of Court  
Ravalli County Commissioners  
Ravalli Republic  
U.S. Forest Service  
  

Water Right Owner Water Right # 
DIANE M HARAF; STEVEN H HARAF 76H 2504 00 
HENDERSON CYDNEY S TRUST 76H 9853 00 
HENDERSON CYDNEY S TRUST 76H 9854 00 
MARTIN R COOK; LITTLE B LLC 76H 99707 00 
JOHN J HOTALING; ANNA M MITCHELL; OEL G WINGO 76H 99710 00 
MAURICE D VEERKAMP; SHEILA L VEERKAMP 76H 103790 00 
MAURICE D VEERKAMP; SHEILA L VEERKAMP 76H 103791 00 
HELMUT E MEYER; PATTY R MEYER 76H 105206 00 
HELMUT E MEYER; PATTY R MEYER 76H 105207 00 
DANIEL CLYDE ROY 76H 105320 00 
DOYLE D PATTERSON 76H 107855 00 
DOYLE D PATTERSON 76H 107856 00 
DOYLE D PATTERSON 76H 107857 00 
HARDI, DEAN E & RHONDA K LIVING TRUST 76H 108997 00 
STEVEN B MOORE; BRYCE NUCKOLS 76H 149557 00 
ANNA M KAZANDJIAN; VAHE Y KAZANDJIAN; EILEEN LAMMIE; SAMUEL 
LAMMIE; GEORGE E SCHLICE; PAMELA S SCHLICE 76H 150105 00 
DEBORAH A JOHNSON; MICHAEL D JOHNSON 76H 151398 00 
DOYLE D PATTERSON 76H 215669 00 

*If owner listed twice, only one notice sent 
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EA Form R 1/2007 

Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation 
Water Resources Division 

Water Rights Bureau 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
For Routine Actions with Limited Environmental Impact 

 
 
Part I.  Proposed Action Description 
 
1. Applicant/Contact name and address: 

Dean E. Hardi & Rhonda K. Hardi Living Trust 
1828 Pleasant View Dr 
Victor, MT 59875 

 
2. Type of action: Change Application 76H 30171086 
 
3. Water source name: Gash Creek 
 
4. Location affected by project: NENESW Section 3, Township 7 North, Range 21 West, 

Ravalli County. 
 
5. Narrative summary of the proposed project, purpose, action to be taken, and 

benefits: The Applicant proposes to add an extant reservoir as a place of storage for their 
irrigation water sourced from Gash Creek. The DNRC shall issue a permit if an applicant 
proves the criteria in 85-2-402 MCA are met. 

 
6. Agencies consulted during preparation of the Environmental Assessment: 

Montana Department of Fish, Wildlife & Parks (DFWP) 
Montana Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) 
Montana Natural Heritage Program Species of Concern Report 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) National Wetlands Inventory 
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) Web Soil Survey 
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Part II.  Environmental Review 
 
Environmental Impact Checklist: 

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 
 
WATER QUANTITY, QUALITY AND DISTRIBUTION 
 
Water quantity - Assess whether the source of supply is identified as a chronically or 
periodically dewatered stream by DFWP.  Assess whether the proposed use will worsen the 
already dewatered condition.  
 
Gash Creek is not identified as a chronically or periodically dewatered stream by DFWP. 
 
Determination: No significant impact 
 
Water quality - Assess whether the stream is listed as water quality impaired or threatened by 
DEQ, and whether the proposed project will affect water quality. 
 
Gash creek was not evaluated by DEQ for water quality. No effect on water quality is anticipated 
as a result of the proposed change. 
 
Determination: No significant impact 
 
Groundwater - Assess if the proposed project impacts ground water quality or supply. 
If this is a groundwater appropriation, assess if it could impact adjacent surface water flows.  
 
The proposed change does not involve groundwater. 
 
Determination: No significant impact 
 
DIVERSION WORKS - Assess whether the means of diversion, construction and operation of the 
appropriation works of the proposed project will impact any of the following: channel impacts, 
flow modifications, barriers, riparian areas, dams, well construction. 
 
All the diversion and conveyance works for the proposed change have already been constructed. 
The diversion of water at the end of the Hickey B ditch into a small reservoir will not affect the 
source of supply, Gash Creek. 
 
Determination: No significant impacts. 
 
UNIQUE, ENDANGERED, FRAGILE OR LIMITED ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 
 
Endangered and threatened species - Assess whether the proposed project will impact any 
threatened or endangered fish, wildlife, plants or aquatic species or any “species of special 
concern," or create a barrier to the migration or movement of fish or wildlife.  For groundwater, 
assess whether the proposed project, including impacts on adjacent surface flows, would impact 
any threatened or endangered species or “species of special concern.” 
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The Montana Natural Heritage Program website was reviewed to determine if there are any 
“threatened” or “endangered” fish, wildlife, plants, or aquatic species that could potentially be 
impacted by this project. “Species of special concern” were also included in this search. 
 
According to the Montana Natural Heritage Program, observations from the past 50 years 
indicate that 10 animal species of concern and 1 plant species of concern may be found in the 
area of potential impact. Of these, 2 species are listed as threatened by the USFWS in this area: 
the Grizzly Bear (Ursus arctos) and the Bull Trout (Salvelinus confluentus). 
 
Animal species of concern include: 
Black-backed Woodpecker (Picoides arcticus) 
Brown Creeper (Certhia americana) 
Bull Trout (Salvelinus confluentus) 
Great Blue Heron (Ardea herodias) 
Grizzly Bear (Ursus arctos) 
Little Brown Myotis (Myotis lucifugus) 
Long-eared Myotis (Myotis evotis) 
Long-legged Myotis (Myotis volans) 
Townsend’s Big-eared Bat (Corynorhinus townsendii) 
Pacific Wren (Troglodytes pacificus) 
Pileated Woodpecker (Dryocopus pileatus) 
Westslope Cutthroat Trout (Oncorhynchus lewisi) 
 
This change is store irrigation water in an existing reservoir. No impact to any species of concern 
is anticipated as a result of this change. 
 
Determination: No significant impact. 
 
Wetlands - Consult and assess whether the apparent wetland is a functional wetland (according 
to COE definitions), and whether the wetland resource would be impacted. 
 
N/A – This project does not involve wetlands. 
 
Determination: No significant impact. 
 
Ponds - For ponds, consult and assess whether existing wildlife, waterfowl, or fisheries 
resources would be impacted. 
 
The proposed place of storage is an already-existing man-made pond. No impacts to existing 
wildlife, waterfowl, or fisheries are anticipated. 
 
Determination: No significant impact. 
 
GEOLOGY/SOIL QUALITY, STABILITY AND MOISTURE - Assess whether there will be degradation 
of soil quality, alteration of soil stability, or moisture content.  Assess whether the soils are 
heavy in salts that could cause saline seep.  
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The proposed project is to allow the applicant to have short-term storage of irrigation water. 
Soils in the project area are non-saline. No impacts to soil quality, health, stability, or moisture 
content are anticipated. 
 
Determination: No significant impact 
 
VEGETATION COVER, QUANTITY AND QUALITY/NOXIOUS WEEDS - Assess impacts to existing 
vegetative cover.  Assess whether the proposed project would result in the establishment or 
spread of noxious weeds. 
 
No change in irrigated area is proposed, and no establishment or spread of noxious weeds is 
anticipated. 
 
Determination: No significant impact 
 
AIR QUALITY - Assess whether there will be a deterioration of air quality or adverse effects on 
vegetation due to increased air pollutants.   
 
No negative effects to air quality are expected as a result of this proposal. 
 
Determination: No significant impact 
 
HISTORICAL AND ARCHEOLOGICAL SITES - Assess whether there will be degradation of unique 
archeological or historical sites in the vicinity of the proposed project if it is on State or Federal 
Lands.  If it is not on State or Federal Lands simply state NA-project not located on State or 
Federal Lands.  
 
Determination: N/A – Project not located on State or Federal Lands 
 
DEMANDS ON ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES OF LAND, WATER, AND ENERGY - Assess any other 
impacts on environmental resources of land, water and energy not already addressed. 
 
No additional impacts to land, water, or energy are anticipated. 
 
Determination: No significant impact 
 

HUMAN ENVIRONMENT 
 
LOCALLY ADOPTED ENVIRONMENTAL PLANS AND GOALS - Assess whether the proposed project 
is inconsistent with any locally adopted environmental plans and goals. 
 
This project does not violate any known locally adopted environmental plans or regulations. 
 
Determination: No significant impact 
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ACCESS TO AND QUALITY OF RECREATIONAL AND WILDERNESS ACTIVITIES - Assess whether the 
proposed project will impact access to or the quality of recreational and wilderness activities. 
 
The proposed project will not inhibit, alter, or impair access to present recreational opportunities 
in the area. The project is not expected to create any significant pollution, noise, or traffic 
congestion in the area that may alter the quality of recreational opportunities. The proposed place 
of use and diversion do not exist on land designated as wilderness. 
 
Determination: No significant impact 
 
HUMAN HEALTH - Assess whether the proposed project impacts on human health. 
 
No impacts on human health are anticipated as a result of this project. 
 
Determination: No significant impact 
 
PRIVATE PROPERTY - Assess whether there are any government regulatory impacts on private 
property rights. 
Yes___  No_X_   If yes, analyze any alternatives considered that could reduce, minimize, or 
eliminate the regulation of private property rights. 
 
Determination: No significant impact 
 
OTHER HUMAN ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES - For routine actions of limited environmental impact, 
the following may be addressed in a checklist fashion.   
 
Impacts on:  

(a) Cultural uniqueness and diversity? None identified 
 

(b) Local and state tax base and tax revenues? None identified 
  

(c) Existing land uses? None identified 
 
(d) Quantity and distribution of employment? None identified 

 
(e) Distribution and density of population and housing? None identified 

 
(f) Demands for government services? None identified 

 
(g) Industrial and commercial activity? None identified 

 
(h) Utilities? None identified 

 
(i) Transportation? None identified 

 
(j) Safety? None identified 
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(k) Other appropriate social and economic circumstances? None identified 
 
2. Secondary and cumulative impacts on the physical environment and human 

population: 
 

Secondary Impacts: None identified 
 
Cumulative Impacts: None identified 
 

3. Describe any mitigation/stipulation measures: None 
 
4. Description and analysis of reasonable alternatives to the proposed action, including 

the no action alternative, if an alternative is reasonably available and prudent to 
consider: None identified 

 
PART III.  Conclusion 
 
1. Preferred Alternative 
 Issue a water use permit if the Applicant proves the criteria in 85-2-402 MCA are met. 
 
2 Comments and Responses 
 None. 
 
 
3. Finding:  

Yes___  No_X_ Based on the significance criteria evaluated in this EA, is an EIS 
required? 

 
If an EIS is not required, explain why the EA is the appropriate level of analysis for this 
proposed action:  
 
No significant environmental impacts were identified as a result of the EA. 
 
Name of person(s) responsible for preparation of EA: 
Name: Benjamin Thomas 
Title: Water Conservation Specialist 
Date: 4/15/2026 
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Missoula Water Resources Regional Office 

PO Box 5004 
2705 Spurgin Road, Bldg. C 
Missoula, MT 59806-5004 

(406) 721-4284 
 

February 19, 2026 
Dean E Hardi & Rhonda K Hardi Living Trust 
1828 Pleasant View Dr 
Victor, MT 59875-9670 
Subject: Correct & Complete ApplicaƟon for Change No. 76H 30171086 
 
Dear Applicant, 
 
The Department of Natural Resources and ConservaƟon (Department) has determined that 
your applicaƟon is correct and complete pursuant to ARM 36.12.1601. Please remember that 
correct and complete does not mean that your applica on will be granted. The purpose of this 
leƩer is to indicate that the Department has enough informaƟon to analyze your water right 
applicaƟon. The Department will issue a DraŌ Preliminary DeterminaƟon within 60 days of the 
date of this leƩer per §85-2-307(2)(b), MCA. 
 
Following issuance of the DraŌ Preliminary DeterminaƟon, you (Applicant) will have 15 business 
days to request an extension of Ɵme to submit addiƟonal informaƟon, if desired pursuant to 
§85-2-307(3)(a), MCA.  
 
If no extension of Ɵme is requested and the DraŌ Preliminary DeterminaƟon decision is to grant 
your applicaƟon or grant your applicaƟon in modified form, the Department will prepare a 
noƟce of opportunity to provide public comment, per §85-2-307(4)(a), MCA.  
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Surface Water Change Technical Analyses Report 
Application No. 76H 30171086 

Missoula Regional Office 
Missoula County 

Surface Water Change Technical Analyses Report — Notice of Errata 
Department of Natural Resources and Conservation (DNRC/ Department)  
Water Resources Division 
Benjamin Thomas, Water Conservation Specialist II, Missoula Regional Office 
 

Applicant Dean E Hardi & Rhonda K Hardi Living Trust 

Application No.  76H 30171086 

Proposed Point of Diversion  SESWSW Section 33, T8N, R21W, Ravalli County 

Overview 
This Notice of Errata documents corrections to the Surface Water Change Technical Analyses 
Report prepared for the above-mentioned change application. Two errors were found in the 
calculation of conveyance losses: the ditch wetted perimeter was not calculated correctly, and 
evaporation values were not converted from inches to feet. These errors have been corrected, 
resulting in changes in the body text of Section 2.2 and to Tables 3 - 6. Other minor corrections, 
including the calculated flow percentage of Statement of Claim 76H 9853-00 have also been 
made. 
 
Deletions are notated as bold, crossed out text, and insertions are notated as bold, underlined 
text. 

2.0 Historical Use Technical Analysis 
2.2 Historical Conveyance Losses  
 
Per ARM 36.12.1902(10), the historical conveyance loss volume is equal to the sum of the 
historical seepage loss, vegetation loss, and ditch evaporation volumes. 
 
Water for Statement of Claim 76H 108997-00 is diverted from Gash Creek by a headgate in the 
SESWSW Section 33, T8N, R21W, Ravalli County. After this diversion, water enters into a 
wooden flume approximately 70 feet in length, then passes into a concrete culvert which 
extends approximately 300 feet, after which it flows into the Hickey B ditch which carries water 
to the place of use. The Applicant is the last water user on the Hickey B ditch. There are no 
water rights which utilize water below the Applicant, but there are 17 upgradient rights. 
 
It is the Department’s standard practice only to consider conveyance losses in places where a 
ditch does not run through or adjacent to the place of use of a water right which it supplies; 
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Surface Water Change Technical Analyses Report 
Application No. 76H 30171086 

Missoula Regional Office 
Missoula County 

losses in these areas are considered as contributing to the beneficial use of those rights (e.g. 
through subirrigation). 
Water runs approximately 2,000 ft from the headgate to the first place of use; of this, 1,700 ft 
are considered for evaporation losses (as no evaporation is considered to occur in the 300 ft 
concrete culvert), and 1,630 ft are considered for seepage and vegetative losses (as these are 
not considered to occur in either the culvert or the flume). The flume is 29 inches wide, and 
Hickey B ditch after the culvert is 30 inches wide and 12 inches deep. The USDA National 
Cooperative Soil Survey (NCSS) indicates that the soils in this area belong to the Macmeal-
Kadygulch-TolamnTolman families, described as being very gravelly sandy loam. The 
Department estimates the seepage rate for these soils to be 2.2 ft3 / ft2 / day. 
 
The sum of the flow rates of water rights on the Hickey B ditch is 6.65 CFS (6.57 CFS for 
irrigation + 0.08 for stock rights per Department standard). The slope of this reach of the ditch 
is 0.037, and a reasonable Manning’s number for an earthen ditch is 0.025. Using the Manning’s 
equation with these values, we can calculate a water depth of approximately 6 inches, resulting 
in a wetted perimeter of 24 42 inches for this leg of the conveyance. The first leg of conveyance 
losses are calculated in Table 3: 
 
Table 3: First Leg Conveyance Losses 

 
After the first leg described above, the Hickey B ditch runs along the place of use of four water 
rights which have claim to 1.2 CFS. Following this, the ditch runs for 140 ft through land where 
water is not put to use. The USDA NCSS indicates that soils in this area are of the Chereete-
Sheafman complex, and composed of coarse sandy loam or coarse gravelly sandy loam. A 
seepage rate of 2.0 ft3 / ft2 / day was used. As above, we can use the Manning’s equation to 

A Seepage Loss 
Ditch Wetted 
Perimeter (ft) 

Ditch 
Length (ft) 

Ditch Loss Rate 
(ft3/ft2/day) 

Days 
Irrigated 

Seepage Loss 
(AF) 

2 3.5 1630 2.2 187 30.79 53.88 

B Vegetation 
Loss 

% Loss/Mile 
Historic 
Flow Rate 
(CFS) 

Days Irrigated Ditch Length 
(mi) 

Vegetation 
Loss (×2) (AF) 

0.75 6.65 187 0.31 5.76 

C Ditch 
Evaporation 

Ditch Width 
(ft) 

Ditch 
Length (ft) 

Ditch 
Evaporation 
Rate (ft) 

Ditch 
Evaporation 
(AF) 

Seasonal 
Conveyance 
Loss (AF) 
(A+B+C) 

2.5 1700 22.67 1.89 2.21 0.18 38.76 59.82 
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Surface Water Change Technical Analyses Report 
Application No. 76H 30171086 

Missoula Regional Office 
Missoula County 

calculate the depth of water in the ditch, now 5 inches. Conveyance losses on this leg of the 
ditch are shown in Table 4. 
 
Table 4: Second Leg Conveyance Losses 

 
Following this, the Hickey B ditch always runs along or through the place of use of water rights 
which draw from it, meaning there are no further conveyance losses to be calculated. The 
volume of conveyance losses attributable to each water right can be calculated by their share of 
the flow rate in the ditch. Table 5 shows this calculation for each water right on the Hickey B 
ditch system, and yields a total volume of 2.55 3.95 AF of conveyance losses attributable to 
Statement of Claim 76H 108997-00. 
 
Table 5: Conveyance Loss Volumes of Water Rights on Hickey B Ditch 

Water Right 
Number 

Flow 
Rate 
(CFS) 

Conveyance 
Loss Leg 1 

(AF) 

% Flow 
Leg 1 
(CFS) 

Apportioned 
Loss Leg 1 

(AF) 

Conveyance 
Loss Leg 2 

(AF) 

% Flow 
Leg 2 
(CFS) 

Apportioned 
Loss Leg 2 

(AF) 

76H 2504 00 0.39 

38.76 
59.82 

5.86 
2.27 
3.50 

2.79 
4.43 

7.15 
0.20 
0.32 

76H 9853 00 0.02 0.3 
0.12 
0.18 

0.85 
0.73 

0.02 
0.03 

76H 9854 00 0.58 8.64 
3.35 
5.17 10.55 

0.29 
0.47 

76H 99707 00 2.00 30.06 
11.65 
17.98 36.70 

1.02 
1.63 

A Seepage Loss 
Ditch Wetted 
Perimeter (ft) 

Ditch 
Length (ft) 

Ditch Loss Rate 
(ft3/ft2/day) 

Days 
Irrigated 

Seepage Loss 
(AF) 

1.83 3.33 140 2.0 187 2.20 4.00 

B Vegetation 
Loss 

% Loss/Mile 
Historic 
Flow Rate 
(CFS) 

Days Irrigated Ditch 
Length (mi) 

Vegetation 
Loss (×2) (AF) 

0.75 5.45 187 0.03 0.41 

C Ditch 
Evaporation 

Ditch Width 
(ft) 

Ditch 
Length (ft) 

Ditch 
Evaporation 
Rate (ft) 

Ditch 
Evaporation 
(AF) 

Seasonal 
Conveyance 
Loss (AF) 
(A+B+C) 

2.5 140 22.67 1.89 0.18 0.02 2.79 4.43 
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Surface Water Change Technical Analyses Report 
Application No. 76H 30171086 

Missoula Regional Office 
Missoula County 

Water Right 
Number 

Flow 
Rate 
(CFS) 

Conveyance 
Loss Leg 1 

(AF) 

% Flow 
Leg 1 
(CFS) 

Apportioned 
Loss Leg 1 

(AF) 

Conveyance 
Loss Leg 2 

(AF) 

% Flow 
Leg 2 
(CFS) 

Apportioned 
Loss Leg 2 

(AF) 

76H 99710 00 0.12 

38.76 
59.82 

1.8 
0.70 
1.08 

2.79 
4.43 

2.20 
0.06 
0.10 

76H 103790 00 0.02 0.3 
0.12 
0.18   

76H 103791 00 0.38 5.64 
2.18 
3.37   

76H 105206 00 0.02 0.3 
0.12 
0.18 0.73 

0.02 
0.03 

76H 105207 00 0.30 4.53 
1.76 
2.71 5.53 

0.15 
0.25 

76H 105320 00 0.75 11.27 
4.37 
6.74 13.76 

0.38 
0.61 

76H 107855 00 0.02 0.3 
0.12 
0.18   

76H 107856 00 0.38 5.64 
2.18 
3.37   

76H 107857 00 0.08 1.17 
0.45 
0.70   

76H 108997 00 0.40 6.05 
2.34 
3.62 7.38 

0.21 
0.33 

76H 149557 00 0.33 4.95 
1.92 
2.96 6.04 

0.17 
0.27 

76H 150105 00 0.25 3.78 
1.46 
2.26 4.61 

0.13 
0.20 

76H 151398 00 0.25 3.78 
1.46 
2.26 4.61 

0.13 
0.20 

76H 215669 00 0.38 5.64 
2.18 
3.37   

 
2.3 Historical Diverted Volume 
Per ARM 36.12.1902(10), the historically diverted volume is equal to the sum of the historical 
field application volume and historical conveyance loss volume. The historical diverted volume 
of Statement of Claim 76H 108997-00 is 86.59 87.99 AF (84.04 AF field applied + 2.55 3.95 AF 
conveyance losses). 
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Surface Water Change Technical Analyses Report 
Application No. 76H 30171086 

Missoula Regional Office 
Missoula County 

2.4 Summary of Historical Use 
The Department will consider the following values when evaluating the historical use of 
Statement of Claim 76H 108997-00 for the adverse effect criterion:  
 
Table 6: Summary of historical use of Statement of Claim 76H 108997-00 

Water 
Right No. 

Historical 
Purpose 

Maximum 
Historical 

Acres 

Historical 
Place of 

Use 

Historical 
Point of 

Diversion 

Maximum 
Historical 
Flow Rate 

Historically 
Consumed 

Volume 

Historically 
Diverted 
Volume 

76H 
108998-00 Irrigation 16 

E2NESW 
Sec. 3 
T7N, 

R20W 

SESWSW 
Sec. 33, 

T8N, 
R21W 

180.53 
GPM 25.21 AF 86.59 AF 

87.99 AF 

 



 
Missoula Water Resources Regional Office 

PO Box 5004 
2705 Spurgin Road, Bldg. C 
Missoula, MT 59806-5004 

(406) 721-4284 
 

January 12, 2026 
Dean E Hardi & Rhonda K Hardi Living Trust 
1828 Pleasant View Dr 
Victor, MT 59875-9670 
Subject: Completed Technical Analysis for Change PreapplicaƟon No. 76H 30171086 
 
Dear Applicant, 
 
As designated on the submiƩed PreapplicaƟon MeeƟng Form per §85-2-302(3)(b), MCA, the 
Department of Natural Resources and ConservaƟon (DNRC or Department) has completed the 
technical analyses for Change PreapplicaƟon No. 76H 30171086 based on the informaƟon 
provided in your PreapplicaƟon MeeƟng Form accepted by the Department on December 3, 
2025. The technical analyses can be found in the aƩached report. 

This Technical Analyses Report IS: A collecƟon of facts that the DNRC has gathered, including 
content provided in the PreapplicaƟon MeeƟng Form materials. The Department will use these 
data to analyze the criteria in §85-2-402, MCA if you submit an applicaƟon for the project 
described in the completed PreapplicaƟon MeeƟng Form. 

This Technical Analyses Report IS NOT: An analysis or discussion of whether the PreapplicaƟon 
MeeƟng Form as filed meets the criteria (§85-2-402, MCA). 

You have 180 days to submit the Water Right Change Applica on Form 606 considering the 
informa on provided in the technical analyses and Preapplica on Mee ng Form. If the 
ApplicaƟon Form is not submiƩed to the Missoula Regional Office by July 11, 2026, a new 
preapplicaƟon meeƟng will be required to process the ApplicaƟon with expedited Ɵmelines 
(ARM 36.12.1302(6)(b)). If any details described in the submiƩed ApplicaƟon are changed from 
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Surface Water Change Technical Analyses Report 
Application No. 76H 30171086 

Missoula Regional Office 
Missoula County 

Surface Water Change Technical Analyses Report 
Department of Natural Resources and Conservation (DNRC/ Department)  
Water Resources Division 
Benjamin Thomas, Water Conservation Specialist II, Missoula Regional Office 
 

Applicant Dean E Hardi & Rhonda K Hardi Living Trust 

Application No.  76H 30171086 

Proposed Point of Diversion  SESWSW Section 33, T8N, R21W, Ravalli County 

Overview 
This report analyzes data submitted by the Applicant in support of the above-mentioned water 
right change application. This report provides technical analyses as required under the 
Administrative Rules of Montana (ARM) 36.12.1303 in support of the water rights criteria 
assessment as required in § 85-2-402, Montana Code Annotated (MCA). This report was 
completed by regional office staff. 
 
This Surface Water Change Technical Analyses Report contains the following sections:   
 
Surface Water Change Technical Analyses Report ...................................................................... 1 
Overview .................................................................................................................................. 1 
1.0 Application Details .............................................................................................................. 2 
2.0 Historical Use Technical Analysis ......................................................................................... 3 

2.1 Historical Field Consumed and Applied Volumes ............................................................... 3 
2.2 Historical Conveyance Losses .......................................................................................... 4 
2.3 Historical Diverted Volume ............................................................................................... 6 
2.4 Summary of Historical Use ............................................................................................... 7 

3.0 Analysis of Impacted Surface Water Sources ........................................................................ 7 
3.1 Summary of Proposed Use ............................................................................................... 7 
3.2 Area of Potential Adverse Effect ....................................................................................... 7 
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Surface Water Change Technical Analyses Report 
Application No. 76H 30171086 

Missoula Regional Office 
Missoula County 

1.0 Application Details 
The Applicant proposes to add a place of storage to Statement of Claim 76H 108997-00. The 
proposed place of use is located in the E2NESW Section 3, T7N, R21W. The project is in Ravalli 
County and the source is Gash Creek. 
 
Table 1: Water Right(s) Proposed for Change 
 

Water Right 
Number 

Flow 
Rate Volume Purpose Period 

Of Use 
Place Of 

Use 
Point(s) Of 
Diversion 

Priority 
Date 

76H 
108997-00 

180.53 
GPM 86.591 Irrigation 4/15 - 

10/19 

E2NESW 
Sec. 3, 
T7N, 

R21W 

SESWSW 
Sec. 33, 

T8N, R21W 
11/25/1895 

1Volume not quantified in original claim; diverted volume of 86.59 AF is calculated below. 
 

 
Figure 1: Map of the Applicant’s proposed POD on the source and proposed place of use. 
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2.0 Historical Use Technical Analysis 
2.1 Historical Field Consumed and Applied Volumes 
The consumed volume for irrigation is based on the net irrigation requirement (NIR) from USDA 
Natural Resources Conservation Service Irrigation Water Requirements (IWR) at a 
representative weather station. The NIR is multiplied by a county-wide management factor 
(from ARM 36.12.1902) to produce an adjusted NIR representative of actual crop yields in 
Montana. Crop consumption is determined by multiplying the adjusted NIR by the number of 
acres of irrigation. Crop consumption is then divided by the field efficiency identified from the 
irrigation method and ARM 36.12.115 to determine the field applied volume. Irrecoverable 
losses (IL) are 5% of the field applied volume for flood irrigation or 10% for sprinkler irrigation. 
The total consumed volume for irrigation is the crop consumption plus irrecoverable losses. The 
total non-consumed volume is the field applied volume minus the total consumed volume. 
 
Statement of Claim 76H 108997-00 was filed for a 16-acre place of use in the E2NESW Section 
3, T7N, R21W, Ravalli County. The Water Resource Survey field notes for Ravalli County from 
1957 indicate that 65 acres were irrigated in the SW of Section 3, T7N, R21W, with maps from 
the Water Resource Survey showing much of the Applicant’s property irrigated. The portion of 
the Applicant’s property covered by a digitized polygon of the WRS map was measured in 
ArcGIS to be approximately 14 acres. It should be noted, however, that the WRS digitized map 
has only coarse precision at the ¼ ¼ scale. The mylar of verified claims on the 1979 USDA aerial 
photo 179-68 delineates approximately 18 acres as irrigated; all but the southeast corner of the 
Applicant’s property. However, a residence and driveway are visible in the 1979 photo in the 
area marked as irrigated; these also lie in the area delineated as unirrigated in the WRS map. A 
closer examination of the 1979 aerial photo, taken in conjunction with the WRS information, 
suggests that the place of use should be reckoned at 16 acres. 
 
According to the claim filing, the historical method of irrigation was flood irrigation. Evidence in 
support of this can clearly be seen in the 1979 aerial photograph. 
 
There are no supplemental water rights. The Applicant has petitioned the Water Court to 
withdraw Statement of Claim 76H 108998-00. 
 
The historical consumed and field applied volumes have been calculated with the inputs shown 
in Table 2 following the methods described above and in ARM 36.12.1902. 
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Table 2: Historical use. 

Irrigation 
Method Acres IWR 

(in)1 
Mgmt. 
Factor2 

Field 
Efficiency 

Crop 
Consumption 

(AF) 

Field 
Applied 
Volume 

(AF) 

IL 
(AF) 

Total 
Consumed 

Volume 
(AF) 

Flood 16 19.82 79.5% 25% 21.01 84.04 4.20 25.21 
1Western Ag Research IWR Weather Station 
2Ravalli County Historical Use Management Factor (1964-1973) 
 
2.2 Historical Conveyance Losses  
 
Per ARM 36.12.1902(10), the historical conveyance loss volume is equal to the sum of the 
historical seepage loss, vegetation loss, and ditch evaporation volumes. 
 
Water for Statement of Claim 76H 108997-00 is diverted from Gash Creek by a headgate in the 
SESWSW Section 33, T8N, R21W, Ravalli County. After this diversion, water enters into a 
wooden flume approximately 70 feet in length, then passes into a concrete culvert which 
extends approximately 300 feet, after which it flows into the Hickey B ditch which carries water 
to the place of use. The Applicant is the last water user on the Hickey B ditch. There are no 
water rights which utilize water below the Applicant, but there are 17 upgradient rights. 
 
It is the Department’s standard practice only to consider conveyance losses in places where a 
ditch does not run through or adjacent to the place of use of a water right which it supplies; 
losses in these areas are considered as contributing to the beneficial use of those rights (e.g. 
through subirrigation). 
 
Water runs approximately 2,000 ft from the headgate to the first place of use; of this, 1,700 ft 
are considered for evaporation losses (as no evaporation is considered to occur in the 300 ft 
concrete culvert), and 1,630 ft are considered for seepage and vegetative losses (as these are 
not considered to occur in either the culvert or the flume). The flume is 29 inches wide, and 
Hickey B ditch after the culvert is 30 inches wide and 12 inches deep. The USDA National 
Cooperative Soil Survey (NCSS) indicates that the soils in this area belong to the Macmeal-
Kadygulch-Tolamn families, described as being very gravelly sandy loam. The Department 
estimates the seepage rate for these soils to be 2.2 ft3 / ft2 / day. 
 
The sum of the flow rates of water rights on the Hickey B ditch is 6.65 CFS (6.57 CFS for 
irrigation + 0.08 for stock rights per Department standard). The slope of this reach of the ditch 
is 0.037, and a reasonable Manning’s number for an earthen ditch is 0.025. Using the Manning’s 
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equation with these values, we can calculate a water depth of approximately 6 inches, resulting 
in a wetted perimeter of 24 inches for this leg of the conveyance. The first leg of conveyance 
losses are calculated in Table 3: 
 
Table 3: First Leg Conveyance Losses 

 
After the first leg described above, the Hickey B ditch runs along the place of use of four water 
rights which have claim to 1.2 CFS. Following this, the ditch runs for 140 ft through land where 
water is not put to use. The USDA NCSS indicates that soils in this area are of the Chereete-
Sheafman complex, and composed of coarse sandy loam or coarse gravelly sandy loam. A 
seepage rate of 2.0 ft3 / ft2 / day was used. As above, we can use the Manning’s equation to 
calculate the depth of water in the ditch, now 5 inches. Conveyance losses on this leg of the 
ditch are shown in Table 4. 
 
Table 4: Second Leg Conveyance Losses 

A Seepage Loss 
Ditch Wetted 
Perimeter (ft) 

Ditch 
Length (ft) 

Ditch Loss Rate 
(ft3/ft2/day) 

Days 
Irrigated 

Seepage Loss 
(AF) 

2 1630 2.2 187 30.79 

B Vegetation 
Loss 

% Loss/Mile 
Historic 
Flow Rate 
(CFS) 

Days Irrigated Ditch Length 
(mi) 

Vegetation 
Loss (×2) (AF) 

0.75 6.65 187 0.31 5.76 

C Ditch 
Evaporation 

Ditch Width 
(ft) 

Ditch 
Length (ft) 

Ditch 
Evaporation 
Rate (ft) 

Ditch 
Evaporation 
(AF) 

Seasonal 
Conveyance 
Loss (AF) 
(A+B+C) 

2.5 1700 22.67 2.21 38.76 

A Seepage Loss 
Ditch Wetted 
Perimeter (ft) 

Ditch 
Length (ft) 

Ditch Loss Rate 
(ft3/ft2/day) 

Days 
Irrigated 

Seepage Loss 
(AF) 

1.83 140 2.0 187 2.20 

B Vegetation 
Loss 

% Loss/Mile 
Historic 
Flow Rate 
(CFS) 

Days Irrigated Ditch 
Length (mi) 

Vegetation 
Loss (×2) (AF) 

0.75 5.45 187 0.03 0.41 
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Following this, the Hickey B ditch always runs along or through the place of use of water rights 
which draw from it, meaning there are no further conveyance losses to be calculated. The 
volume of conveyance losses attributable to each water right can be calculated by their share of 
the flow rate in the ditch. Table 5 shows this calculation for each water right on the Hickey B 
ditch system, and yields a total volume of 2.55 AF of conveyance losses attributable to 
Statement of Claim 76H 108997-00. 
 
Table 5: Conveyance Loss Volumes of Water Rights on Hickey B Ditch 

Water Right 
Number 

Flow 
Rate 
(CFS) 

Conveyance 
Loss Leg 1 

(AF) 

% Flow 
Leg 1 
(CFS) 

Apportioned 
Loss Leg 1 

(AF) 

Conveyance 
Loss Leg 2 

(AF) 

% Flow 
Leg 2 
(CFS) 

Apportioned 
Loss Leg 2 

(AF) 
76H 2504 00 0.39 

38.76 

5.86 2.27 

2.79 
 

7.15 0.2 
76H 9853 00 0.02 0.3 0.12 0.85 0.02 
76H 9854 00 0.58 8.64 3.35 10.55 0.29 

76H 99707 00 2.00 30.06 11.65 36.70 1.02 
76H 99710 00 0.12 1.8 0.7 2.20 0.06 

76H 103790 00 0.02 0.3 0.12 -- -- 
76H 103791 00 0.38 5.64 2.18 -- -- 
76H 105206 00 0.02 0.3 0.12 0.73 0.02 
76H 105207 00 0.30 4.53 1.76 5.53 0.15 
76H 105320 00 0.75 11.27 4.37 13.76 0.38 
76H 107855 00 0.02 0.3 0.12 -- -- 
76H 107856 00 0.38 5.64 2.18 -- -- 
76H 107857 00 0.08 1.17 0.45 -- -- 
76H 108997 00 0.40 6.05 2.34 7.38 0.21 
76H 149557 00 0.33 4.95 1.92 6.04 0.17 
76H 150105 00 0.25 3.78 1.46 4.61 0.13 
76H 151398 00 0.25 3.78 1.46 4.61 0.13 
76H 215669 00 0.38 5.64 2.18 7.15 0.2 

 
2.3 Historical Diverted Volume 
Per ARM 36.12.1902(10), the historically diverted volume is equal to the sum of the historical 
field application volume and historical conveyance loss volume. The historical diverted volume 

C Ditch 
Evaporation 

Ditch Width 
(ft) 

Ditch 
Length (ft) 

Ditch 
Evaporation 
Rate (ft) 

Ditch 
Evaporation 
(AF) 

Seasonal 
Conveyance 
Loss (AF) 
(A+B+C) 

2.5 140 22.67 0.18 2.79 
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of Statement of Claim 76H 108997-00 is 86.59 AF (84.04 AF field applied + 2.55 AF conveyance 
losses). 
 
2.4 Summary of Historical Use 
The Department will consider the following values when evaluating the historical use of 
Statement of Claim 76H 108997-00 for the adverse effect criterion:  
 
Table 6: Summary of historical use of Statement of Claim 76H 108997-00 

Water 
Right No. 

Historical 
Purpose 

Maximum 
Historical 

Acres 

Historical 
Place of 

Use 

Historical 
Point of 

Diversion 

Maximum 
Historical 
Flow Rate 

Historically 
Consumed 

Volume 

Historically 
Diverted 
Volume 

76H 
108998-00 Irrigation 16 

E2NESW 
Sec. 3 
T7N, 

R20W 

SESWSW 
Sec. 33, 

T8N, 
R21W 

180.53 
GPM 25.21 AF 86.59 AF 

 

3.0 Analysis of Impacted Surface Water Sources  
3.1 Summary of Proposed Use 
The Applicant does not propose any change to the historical point of diversion, means of 
conveyance, place of use, or purpose of use. The only change the Applicant seeks is the addition 
of a place of storage which falls within the legal land description of the historical place of use. 
The evaporative losses from the proposed reservoir are covered under Ground Water 
Certificate 76H 108650-00. As a result, the proposal does not result in any change to the 
diverted or consumed volume of this water right. 
 
3.2 Area of Potential Adverse Effect 
Because the proposed change will not result in a change to diverted or consumed volume or to 
the timing of appropriation, the Department determines that there will be no adverse effect to 
surface water. 
  



 
 

8 | P a g e  
 

Surface Water Change Technical Analyses Report 
Application No. 76H 30171086 

Missoula Regional Office 
Missoula County 

Review 
This document has been reviewed by the Department on January 11, 2026. 

References 
Department Standard Practice for Determining Historical Use 
Department Standard Practice for Analyzing Area of Potential Adverse Effect 
Technical Memorandum: Distributing Conveyance Loss on Multiple User Ditches 
Memorandum Re: Development of standardized methodologies to determine Historic Diverted 
Volume 
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Thomas, Benjamin

From: Dean Hardi <dhardi@msn.com>
Sent: Sunday, July 20, 2025 10:47 PM
To: Thomas, Benjamin
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Historical Use Map

Hello Ben, 
 
Just checking in to see how things are going on the historical use analysis. 
 
Also, was wondering if you wanted me to remove all the other water users off the slides I sent over to you, or 
if you had already done that. 
 
Lastly, I recall our in our conversation at the office you all wanted to know the size/depth/slope of various 
items on the ditch.  
 
Flume Measurements: 

• Length - approx 70 ft. 
• Width - 29" 
• Height - 9.5" 
• Slope 2.75" drop every 48", or 0.57 
• At the end of the 70' flume, the ditch goes into a concrete culvert that is 24" in diameter and approx 

300' long. 
• After exiting the concrete culvert, there is a concrete weir that historically split the water between 

Hickey B and C ditches.  Hickey C then goes into another concrete culvert that is at least 300'or more, 
and is clogged.  I've viewed the other end of this culvert, and there is standing water from seepage in 
it, but it has no flow exiting the culvert. 

• Hickey B ditch, on the upper end after exiting the culvert averages 28 - 32" wide, and about a foot or 
more deep, pretty much all the way down to the split where it exits the Cook property.  

• After Hickey B ditch exits the Cook property, it splits three ways, 1) back onto the south end of Cook 
property, 2) Down the North side of Pleasant View / Gash Road toward the Roy Ranch, and 3) across 
Pleasant View/Gash Road and on to the Mitchell, Wingo, Henderson, etc. properties.  The two 
branches toward the Roy Ranch and to the other properties are maintained to be at least 12-18" wide 
by 1' deep  in order to hold the capacity required for their distribution. 

 
Let me know if there is anything other info you all require. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Dean 
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From: Dean Hardi <dhardi@msn.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 1, 2025 5:43 PM 
To: Thomas, Benjamin <Benjamin.Thomas@mt.gov> 
Subject: Re: Historical Use Map 
  
It was the distribution out of Gash creek.  There has not been any Branch Creek water running here as long as 
he's been here. 

From: Thomas, Benjamin <Benjamin.Thomas@mt.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 1, 2025 8:50 AM 
To: Dean Hardi <dhardi@msn.com> 
Subject: RE: Historical Use Map 
  
Good morning, Dean, 
  
This is helpful, thank you. To confirm the last point, the distribution ditch that Helmut helped to move in the 90’s 
was for irrigation out of Branch Creek, correct? Or was that the distribution out of Gash? 
  
Benjamin 
  
  

     

Benjamin Thomas | Water Conservation Specialist II  
Water Resources Division, Missoula Regional Office  
Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation  
2705 Spurgin Road, Building C, Missoula, MT 59804   
DESK: 406-542-5883 EMAIL: benjamin.thomas@mt.gov    
Website | Facebook [facebook.com]  [facebook.com]| [twitter.com]X [twitter.com](T 
[twitter.com]witter [twitter.com]) | Instagram [instagram.com]  
How did we do? Let us know here: [forms.office.com]Feedback Survey 
[forms.office.com]  

  
  
From: Dean Hardi <dhardi@msn.com> 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2025 5:06 PM 
To: Thomas, Benjamin <Benjamin.Thomas@mt.gov> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Historical Use Map 
  
Hi Ben, 
  
Thanks for the check-in. 
  
In checking on the history of Hickey A ditch, I've done a search on the DNRC database, as well as talked with 
Helmut Meyer, who has lived on the property next door since the late '70s, and was the Hickey Ditches B/C 
coordinator for decades prior to me. 
  
Per DNRC the only Hickey A ditch water rights were withdrawn in 2001 (irrigation water rite), and 2008 (stock 
water right).  Both held by the same owner. (Mazade).  
  
Per Helmut, he cannot recall there being water running in A ditch during his tenure.  He did remember that 
Mazade had a water right there, but said there has not been water in that ditch as long as he's lived here. 
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I asked him about Branch Creek, and if he ever new of any water running from Branch Creek to my property. 
  
He told me historically, when a gentleman last named Wolf owned the property I now own, he used to irrigate 
in the spring, and graze sheep/goats.  The water would feed into the property to the north of where it feeds in 
now.   The previous owners (Jacobsen) worked with Helmut to move the distribution ditch to where it is 
now.  That would have been in the late '90s. 
  
Hope that helps. 
  

• Dean 
  

From: Thomas, Benjamin <Benjamin.Thomas@mt.gov> 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2025 10:15 AM 
To: dhardi@msn.com <dhardi@msn.com> 
Subject: RE: Historical Use Map 
  
Good morning, Dean, 
  
I’ve done some looking into this, and it seems like I’ll be able to map out where the Branch Creek water right was 
historically used without much difficulty. However, if I recall correctly from our scoping meeting, you were going to 
look into getting information on when the Hickey A ditch went out of service, as that could be an indicator of when 
Branch Creek went dry. Depending on if this happened before or after 1973, this would affect how we consider the 
historical use of the Branch Creek right. Have you been able to find any information? 
  
Benjamin 
  

     

Benjamin Thomas | Water Conservation Specialist II  
Water Resources Division, Missoula Regional Office  
Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation  
2705 Spurgin Road, Building C, Missoula, MT 59804   
DESK: 406-542-5883 EMAIL: benjamin.thomas@mt.gov    
Website | Facebook  [facebook.com]| X (Twitter [twitter.com]) | 
Instagram [instagram.com]  
How did we do? Let us know here: Feedback Survey [forms.office.com]  

  
  
From: Thomas, Benjamin 
Sent: Friday, June 27, 2025 9:36 AM 
To: Dean Hardi <dhardi@msn.com> 
Subject: RE: Historical Use Map 
  
Good morning, Dean, 
  
Sorry for getting back to you so late on this; I dropped the ball here. 
  
The questions are asking for all the PODs, conveyances, etc. that belong to your right, not everyone's rights on the 
ditch. It isn't necessary to include the names/information for the other irrigation rights; the only thing we're 
interested in are this right and the Branch Creek water right on your property. Figuring out how best to map out the 
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Branch Creek right will be a priority for me next week; I'll send you what I find, and we'll add that in and make some 
other improvements to your maps then. 
  
Benjamin 
  

     

Benjamin Thomas | Water Conservation Specialist II  
Water Resources Division, Missoula Regional Office  
Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation  
2705 Spurgin Road, Building C, Missoula, MT 59804   
DESK: 406-542-5883 EMAIL: benjamin.thomas@mt.gov    
Website | Facebook  [facebook.com]| X (Twitter [twitter.com]) | 
Instagram [instagram.com]  
How did we do? Let us know here: Feedback Survey [forms.office.com]  

  
  
From: Dean Hardi <dhardi@msn.com> 
Sent: Monday, June 9, 2025 8:21 AM 
To: Thomas, Benjamin <Benjamin.Thomas@mt.gov> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Historical Use Map 
  
Good Morning Ben, 
  
Thanks for sending over the historical photo. 
  
I know we will be iterating on this a bit, but I wanted you to review my work over the weekend to make sure 
I'm on the right track. 
  
Attached is my first draft of maps to address questions 8 and 9 (Historical and Proposed Use maps). 
  
I think I have everything on them except the overlapping Branch Creek right, and rulers on the last two 
slides.  Let me know if I'm off on anything.  Also, It was not clear when the questions ask for "all" points of 
diversion, means of conveyance, place of storage, place of use... if it is asking only for ones relating to "my" 
right, or "all" on the ditch.  On the Proposed slide, I have all the conveyance ditches, and cadastral plots for 
everyone else's use, and listed all their water rights, but if that is not necessary I can clean that off of the slide. 
  
The attachment is in PDF (to conserve size in emailing), but was created in Power Point and I can provide the 
original if you need that to add anything. 
  
Let me know if this is what you are looking for. 
  

• Dean 

From: Thomas, Benjamin <Benjamin.Thomas@mt.gov> 
Sent: Friday, June 6, 2025 7:06 AM 
To: Dean Hardi <dhardi@msn.com> 
Subject: RE: Historical Use Map 
  
Good morning, Dean, 
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This would be the 1979 aerial. 
  
Benjamin 
  

     

Benjamin Thomas | Water Conservation Specialist II  
Water Resources Division, Missoula Regional Office  
Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation  
2705 Spurgin Road, Building C, Missoula, MT 59804   
DESK: 406-542-5883 EMAIL: benjamin.thomas@mt.gov    
Website | Facebook  [facebook.com]| X (Twitter [twitter.com]) | 
Instagram [instagram.com]  
How did we do? Let us know here: Feedback Survey [forms.office.com]  

  
  
From: Dean Hardi <dhardi@msn.com> 
Sent: Thursday, June 5, 2025 9:32 PM 
To: Thomas, Benjamin <Benjamin.Thomas@mt.gov> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Historical Use Map 
  
Thx Ben, 
  
I can make out my property boundaries on this photo. 
  
What was the date of this photo? 
  

• Dean 

From: Thomas, Benjamin <Benjamin.Thomas@mt.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, June 5, 2025 3:16 PM 
To: dhardi@msn.com <dhardi@msn.com> 
Subject: Historical Use Map 
  
  
  

     

Benjamin Thomas | Water Conservation Specialist II  
Water Resources Division, Missoula Regional Office  
Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation  
2705 Spurgin Road, Building C, Missoula, MT 59804   
DESK: 406-542-5883 EMAIL: benjamin.thomas@mt.gov    
Website | Facebook  [facebook.com]| X (Twitter [twitter.com]) | 
Instagram [instagram.com]  
How did we do? Let us know here: Feedback Survey [forms.office.com]  

  
  
From: DoNotReply@mt.gov <DoNotReply@mt.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, June 5, 2025 2:21 PM 
To: Thomas, Benjamin <Benjamin.Thomas@mt.gov> 
Subject: Message from KM_C368 
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