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Christine Pearcy

From: Jespersen, Adam <adamj@intermountain.org>
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2014 1:00 PM
To: Tim Meldrum; Ali Havig (AliH@architects-sma.com); Klint Fisher (KlintF@architects-

sma.com); Christine Pearcy
Subject: FW: Intermountain Providence Home EA

Good afternoon again, 
  
Here is another comment just received from Fish, Wildlife, and Parks. 
  
Thanks, 
  
Adam Jespersen | Foundation Relations Officer | Intermountain | P: (406) 457.4837 
  
Intermountain 
      restoring hope for children 
www.intermountain.org 
  

 
  

From: Debbie Pierson [mailto:dpierson@flathead.mt.gov]  
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2014 12:55 PM 
To: Jespersen, Adam 
Subject: FW: Intermountain Providence Home EA 
  
Hi Adam, 
  
Can you forward all  the comments received on to SMA so they are aware of the concerns that are being presented? 
  
Thanks! 

  

From: Vore, John [mailto:jvore@mt.gov]  
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2014 12:01 PM 
To: Elaine Nelson 
Cc: BJ Grieve 
Subject: Intermountain Providence Home EA 
  
Dear Flathead County Board of Commissioners, 
  
I would like to take this opportunity to address some concerns about the recent Environmental Assessment (EA) done by 
the Flathead County Planning Department concerning the proposed Intermountain Providence Home.  
                                  
The EA does not adequately address the impacts of the proposed development on public use, particularly hunting, on 
the adjacent Blasdel Waterfowl Production Area (WPA).  The Blasdel WPA was originally purchased by the US Fish & 
Wildlife Service to provide wildlife habitat and a place to hunt.  It is a very popular place for  people to hunt pheasants, 
and also provides opportunity to hunt Hungarian partridge (also known as gray partridge or Huns), deer, and 
waterfowl.   The proposed placement of buildings in the development is close enough to the WPA that it will cause many 
hunters to avoid that portion of the WPA, and it will lead to complaints from future residents of the Providence Home 
about legal hunting activities.  Although the EA states that there has been no accidents related to current houses within 
150 feet of the WPA, those houses, by virtue of their close proximity, do impact public use of the WPA none the less by 
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forcing most hunters to avoid hunting along property lines.  Further encroachment on the WPA by the Providence Home 
buildings will negatively impact the popular public recreational use.  Moreover, the Blasdel WPA and nearby agricultural 
and open lands are very important for migratory waterfowl, game birds, both nesting and wintering raptors as well as a 
local population of white‐tailed deer. Development of agricultural lands and conversion to development reduces the 
availability of food, cover, and security for these species. 
  
The negative impacts on public use could be mitigated by providing a reasonable buffer for the WPA by moving the 
buildings farther north and west, away from the WPA boundary.  I suggest a minimum buffer of 300 feet, but a larger 
buffer that would move the building envelope closer to existing houses, buildings and infrastructure would improve 
safety and allow for greater  conservation of wildlife habitat in general, as recommended in FWP’s Recommendations for 
Subdivision Development in Montana (available online at: 
http://fwp.mt.gov/fishAndWildlife/livingWithWildlife/buildingWithWildlife/subdivisionRecommendations/). 
  
Other concerns that were not clearly addressed in the draft EA are potential impacts on ground water other than stating 
ground water is limited in this area and that the development will depend on ground water.  Some of the wetlands on 
the WPA appear to be tied to the local ground water levels. Surface water tends to flow to the south so might the 
groundwater. We would also like to know what type of fencing, if any, is proposed. Some fence designs can impact 
wildlife movements or impact birds while others limit those risks.   
  
We would be happy to meet or go on site with the developers to discuss any of these issues. Thanks for the opportunity 
to comment. Please contact me if you have any questions.  Thank you. 
  
John Vore 
Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks 
Kalispell Area Wildlife Biologist 
jvore@mt.gov 
406-751-4584 
  

This communication is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may 
contain information that is privileged, confidential or otherwise exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If 
you are not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this communication to 
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this 
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please immediately 
notify the sender by telephone at 800-200-9112, and delete the email.  



 

 
 
 

 
January 5, 2013 
 
 
Flathead Board of Commissioners 
800 S Main St, Room 302 
Kalispell, MT  59901 
via email:  enelson@flathead.mt.gov, pholmquist@flathead.mt.gov, gkrueger@flathead.mt.gov, 
cscott@flathead.mt.gov 
 
Dear Commissioners Holmquist, Krueger, and Scott: 
 
The Flathead Lakers request that you refrain from releasing the Community Development Block 
Grant funds requested by Intermountain for its proposed Providence Home until deficiencies in 
the Environmental Assessment (EA) have been rectified and mitigation measures required.   
 
The Flathead Lakers is a nonprofit organization dedicated to protecting clean water, healthy 
ecosystems, and lasting quality of life in the Flathead Watershed.  Our organization was founded 
in 1958 and currently has 1,500 members. 
 
The property on which this development is proposed encompasses shallow groundwater, which 
may be as little as five feet or less from the surface, and important habitat for waterfowl and 
other birds.  Critical Lands Project partners, which include our organization, resource 
management agencies, and land conservation organizations, identified areas of shallow 
groundwater and associated wetlands and sloughs as high priorities for protection due to the 
services they provide, including clean water protection and wildlife habitat.  We believe the EA 
does not adequately demonstrate that these public resources will not be significantly degraded by 
this development.  
 
Soils and Groundwater: 
 
The section of the EA on "Groundwater Resources Aquifer" describes only the deep aquifer, 
stating that the average depth to wells in the vicinity is 355 feet.  Additional information is 
needed on shallow groundwater in this area and its potential impacts on the proposed project and 
potential impacts of the project on the groundwater.  The EA should provide additional 
information about the infiltration rates for snow melt or rainfall on the property, as, due to the 
soil types and shallow groundwater, other farm lands in the area are known to periodically flood 
as the soils become saturated, with water pooling on the surface. 
 
Stormwater: 
 
The EA does not provide any information about the project's stormwater management plan, but 
merely states that the "stormwater controls are designed to MDEQ standards."  More information 
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about the plan is needed to evaluate if it is appropriate for this area of shallow groundwater and 
nearby wetlands.  The controls should be required to collect stormwater from all impervious 
surface areas, treat it to remove oil and other contaminants, contain it on the property, prevent it 
from creating surface channels, and ensure it is not directed to the shallow groundwater or 
toward wetlands on adjacent properties.  
 
Sewage Treatment: 
 
The EA does not discuss the type of septic system planned for this area of shallow groundwater.  
The number of residents the home would serve is unclear.  The EA states the facility will house 
different numbers of residents in different sections, ranging from 8 to 23.  The section on "waste 
water – sewage system" indicates "it is reasonable to assume that the wastewater system will be 
designed as a "public" system because it may accommodate more than 24 persons at any given 
time throughout the year."  Information about the proposed system and the number of people it 
will serve is necessary to draw any conclusions regarding its adequacy in protecting the shallow 
groundwater and the connected wetland system adjacent to the project property. 
 
Mitigation Measures, Wildlife and Hunting: 
 
We support the recommended mitigation measure to move the building location further away 
from the Blasdel WPA and its wetlands and we support requiring it to be moved to the area of 
the property where there is the greatest depth to groundwater to help mitigate impacts to 
groundwater, wildlife, habitat, and hunting.  Moving the proposed building further from the 
south and west property lines adjacent to the WPA is suggested in the EA as a mitigation 
measure for safety reasons.  It is unclear in the EA whether this and other suggested mitigation 
measures are required or voluntary.  The EA finds no impact to wildlife (the rationale given is 
because wildlife can just move to the adjacent Waterfowl Production Area (WPA)), habitat (the 
rational given is that it's all farm land), or hunting.  No evidence is given to support these 
conclusions.  There may not be sufficient habitat in the WPA to support additional wildlife, and 
farm land often provides significant bird and other wildlife habitat (as has been shown for other 
properties in the area).  The EA contradicts itself by saying there will be no impact on hunting 
while also stating that most hunters will likely voluntarily avoid the area adjacent to a home, 
which would impact hunting. 
  
Project Size: 
 
The EA indicates that an Intermountain Master Plan site plan shows future plans for multiple 
structures and parking for 300-400 cars for occasional events.  Although these future plans are 
not considered in the EA's analysis, the environmental impacts would be much greater for that 
size of project, including the impacts to groundwater and, potentially, to wetlands on the adjacent 
Blasdel WPA from the much larger impervious surface area and additional vehicles.  The EA 
does not evaluate cumulative impacts, as required in #8 of the environmental impact evaluation 
form.  We encourage the county and Department of Commerce to require an evaluation of 
cumulative impacts, including impacts of proposed future project expansion.  
 
We respectfully request that Flathead County and the Department of Commerce ensure that an 
amended EA be prepared that includes substantiation for the claims of no impact to the 
groundwater and habitat or require measures to mitigate impacts, and that the applicant be 



required to revise the project to adopt all mitigation measures mentioned in the EA, as well as 
any additional mitigation measures needed to address needs that emerge from the amended EA.  
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Greg McCormick   
President    

 
Robin Steinkraus 
Executive Director 
 
cc:  Gus Byrom, Program Manager Housing and Public Facilities, Community Development      
Division, Department of Commerce, DOCCDBG@mt.gov 
 
 
























































