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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Environmental Assessment (EA) has been prepared by the Montana Department of
Public Health and Human Services (DPHHS) in cooperation with the Montana Board of
Investments (BOI) pursuant to the Montana Environmental Policy Act (MEPA), Montana
Code Annotated (MCA) Title 75, Chapter 1, and the Administrative Rules of Montana
(ARM), 17.4.601 et seq.

The EA evaluates the environmental, social, public health, and economic consequences
of the Proposed Action—the construction and operation of a 32-bed (potentially
expanding to 64-bed) forensic mental health facility on an approximately 114-acre
property in Yellowstone County west of Laurel, Montana, selected after evaluation of
alternative sites — against the No Action Alternative of not proceeding with the facility.
DPHHS has assessed the Proposed Action by identifying the Proposed Action, its need,
and the affected environment, and evaluating the direct, secondary, and cumulative
impacts to relevant environmental resources, and by considering the site-specific
characteristics of the project area, applicable regulatory requirements, and the
effectiveness of mitigation measures in reducing any impacts.

Based on the analysis presented herein, DPHHS finds that the Proposed Action would
result in positive impacts to the Montana human environment, including material
improvements to public health, constitutional due process, regional economic vitality,
geographic equity in the provision of and access to health services, and public safety —
while causing no significant adverse impacts to the physical, or other components of
the human, environment. The Proposed Action would result in no material alteration to
land, air, water or biological resources, and any alteration would be of limited
geographic extent or duration or could be mitigated below any material alteration.
Wetlands and aquatic features identified on the parcel would be avoided or subject to
additional permitting and review. The facility would connect to existing municipal water
and wastewater infrastructure with confirmed capacity, and stormwater, dust, and
erosion impacts would be addressed through standard permitting and best
management practices.

No material growth-inducing or growth-inhibiting aspects, including cumulative impacts,
are anticipated to occur. The Proposed Action is a compatible land use and consistent
with applicable growth policy goals of greater economic opportunity. The evaluation of
alternative sites has demonstrated that the selected site reasonably satisfies, and
exceeds, the State’s operational, infrastructure, and workforce criteria relative to other
locations considered. While local community opposition, reflected in public comment,
was expressed to the forensic mental health facility’s location, it did not demonstrate
any change to the site’s satisfaction, and exceedance, of the site selection criteria.

No particularly unique, fragile, or important environmental resource or value was
identified, though the Proposed Action would increase the availability of, and alleviate
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the lack of capacity for, forensic psychiatric evaluation and restoration services, which
is a critical need. The Proposed Action contemplates the full buildout of the facility, and
would not set precedent for, or commit the Department to, any future actions with
significant impacts. The Proposed Action does not conflict with local, State, or federal
laws, requirements, or formal plans.

The No Action Alternative is found to perpetuate and intensify existing adverse impacts
to Montana's behavioral health system, its forensic patients, and its county detention
infrastructure. While the No Action Alternative would avoid the minor environmental
issues associated with, in particular, the facility’s construction, any variation in effects
are minimal and of short duration.

AGENCY DETERMINATION

The Department of Public Health and Human Services approves and selects as the
appropriate alternative the Proposed Action, subject to the mitigation measures and
conditions identified in this Environmental Assessment. The Proposed Action meets the
purpose and need, satisfies and exceeds the site selection criteria, has minimal physical
environmental impacts, and has positive human environmental impacts. The Proposed
Action does not result in any significant impacts to the environment, including to the
physical or human environment. The Department of Public Health and Human Services
determines that preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement is not required.

1. PURPOSE AND NEED
1.1 STATUTORY AUTHORITY AND PROJECT BACKGROUND

In the 2025 legislative session, the Montana Legislature passed House Bill 5 (HB 5), a
long-range building program bill that transferred $26.5 million to the BOI for the
construction of a behavioral health facility. Governor Greg Gianforte signed HB 5 into
law on June 19, 2025. The statute required DPHHS and BOI to jointly develop a plan for
the facility's type and location, subject to approval by the Director of the Office of
Budget and Program Planning (OBPP).

Pursuant to HB 5, DPHHS and BOI developed a joint plan. On Nov. 28, 2025, following
OBPP approval of the joint plan and analysis of alternative sites, DPHHS Director Charlie
Brereton announced that a location in Yellowstone County near Laurel had been
selected as the proposed facility site. BOIl subsequently executed a buy-sell agreement
for a 114-acre parcel located west of Laurel along Old U.S. Highway 10, between 8th
Avenue and Golf Course Road. The parcel and facility would be owned by BOI as a State
investment asset, with DPHHS serving as operator under a lease arrangement
consistent with each agency's statutory mission.
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1.2 PURPOSE

The primary purpose of this project is to construct and operate a state-of-the-art, 32-bed
(potentially expanding to 64-bed) forensic mental health facility in Montana to address
the acute shortage of forensic mental health capacity. The facility will serve individuals
involved in the criminal justice system who require mental health evaluation or inpatient
restoration of competency to stand trial, as authorized under MCA Titles 46 and 53. The
facility is designed with modular scalability so that beds may be converted to civil
commitment use if future demand warrants.

1.3 NEED

Montana's forensic mental health system is operating under severe and worsening
strain. The following data points, drawn from DPHHS's October 2025 forensic demand
analysis, document the need for immediate action:

o Forensic court orders have surged 77% since FY 2022, with Guilty but Mentally I
(GBMI) orders alone increasing by 650% over that same period. There were 156
forensic court orders in FY 2025.

e The forensic waitlist at the forensic mental health facility in Galen reached 128
individuals at the close of FY 2025 — a patient population being housed in county
jails while awaiting treatment, often without adequate psychiatric care. As of
June 5, 2026, there are 87 patients on the forensic wait list.

e Since FY 2022, the Galen facility has maintained a waitlist consistently
exceeding 70 patients, creating a systemic bottleneck affecting county courts,
jails, local mental health systems, and defendants' constitutional rights.

e Montana currently operates 21.57 State psychiatric beds per 100,000 residents,
at the lower end of the national benchmark range of 20-40 beds per 100,000
population.

e The only forensic facility in the State — the forensic mental health facility in Galen
(53 beds) — is located in western Montana, requiring eastern and central
Montana counties to transport defendants hundreds of miles for evaluations and
restoration.

e Nationally, forensic waitlists grew from 883 individuals in 2019 to approximately

2,400 by 2024, and 11 states added more than 1,300 forensic beds between
2022 and 2024 in direct response.
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e InFY 2024 and FY 2025 combined, at least 24 known court orders were
dismissed due to speedy trial violations directly attributable to forensic bed
shortages — each representing a lost treatment opportunity and a constitutional
risk to the State, as well as a failure of the justice system.

e The total behavioral health investment during the 2025 session — approximately
$124 million in State funds plus up to $40 million in federal funds — reflects the
Legislature's recognition of a behavioral health crisis requiring comprehensive
infrastructure solutions.

2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

2.1 PROPOSED ACTION

DPHHS, as the Lead Agency and future facility operator, proposes, in cooperation with
BOI (property owner), to construct a 32-bed (potentially expanding to 64-bed) forensic
mental health facility on approximately 14 acres of an 114-acre parcel located in
Yellowstone County, west of Laurel, along Old U.S. Highway 10, at Section 8, Township 2
South, Range 24 East (Facility or FMHF). The project is funded at $26.5 million through
HB 5, with the potential to draw on approximately $28.5 million from the Behavioral
Health System for Future Generations (BHSFG) State special revenue fund to cover any
costs exceeding the initial legislative appropriation. A description of the proposed
FMHF, including maps and other depictions of the facility, can be found in Appendix C.

Full scope of the Proposed Action analyzed under MEPA. The Proposed Action
analyzed under this EA encompasses the full long-range buildout of the FMHF in two
phases on the same parcel:

Phase 1 (currently funded): Construction and operation of a 32-bed forensic mental
health facility, funded by the $26.5 million HB 5 (2025) appropriation supplemented
by $28.5 million from the BHSFG State special revenue capital account. BOI has
approved and is awaiting DPHHS direction to proceed following applicable
regulatory processes, an Investment Project Manager Contract (BOlI SH-DM-1-2026)
with D&M Development, LLC for the construction, with a total contract obligation not
to exceed $48,296,810.40.

The Phase 1 design, permitting, bidding, construction, commissioning, and
substantial completion sequence is depicted in the project schedule below.
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Figure 1. Montana Forensic Mental Health Facility Project Schedule (Phase 1). Source: DAC / Cushing Terrell,
December 3, 2025.
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Phase 2 (contingent on future appropriation): Construction and operation of an
additional 32 forensic beds on the same parcel, increasing total facility capacity to
64 forensic beds. The additional beds will serve the same forensic population, will
be designed to the same security and clinical standards, and will be operated under
the same DPHHS lease and operational program as the Phase 1 facility. Phase 2 will
not be constructed unless and until the Legislature appropriates additional funding
for that purpose.

Both phases are analyzed in this EA. Where this document refers to the “32-bed” facility,
that reference describes Phase 1 of the Proposed Action; references to the long-range
facility, full buildout, or the 64-bed configuration describe the cumulative scope of
Phase 1 plus Phase 2. Where impacts are inherently scaled with bed count — water and
sanitary sewer demand, staffing complement, traffic, and capital cost — the relevant
section identifies both the Phase 1 figure and the full-buildout figure.

The two-phase scope is disclosed in the DPHHS HB 5 Proposed Construction Plan
submitted to OBPP (which states the facility will be designed with scalability in mind for
future use) and has also been described to the Laurel City Council and the Yellowstone
County Commission and is reflected in the conceptual design package prepared by DLR
Group and Cushing Terrell on the State’s behalf.

Key project components include:

e 32-bed inpatient forensic mental health facility designed to medium- to low-
security standards with modular pods convertible to civil commitment use.

e Programmatic areas including evaluation suites, restoration treatment units,
gender-separated housing pods, administrative offices, and clinical support
spaces.

e Site infrastructure, including water, wastewater, electrical service, stormwater
management, access roads, and surface parking.

e Security infrastructure appropriate for a forensic patient population, including
perimeter fencing, secure entries, and camera systems.

e Landscaping and open space consistent with a secure, treatment environment and
compatible with the surrounding land use context.

Upon completion, DPHHS will operate the FMHF as lessee, with BOI retaining ownership
as a State investment asset consistent with its statutory mission.

2.2 SITE DESCRIPTION

The proposed site is a 114-acre parcel of generally flat, vacant agricultural land located
on the western edge of Laurel's urban boundary. The site is situated approximately 700
feet from Interstate 90 and borders Old U.S. Highway 10, providing direct access to the
interstate transportation corridor and efficient traffic circulation options. The parcel is
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bordered by commercial developments to the south and southeast, agricultural land to
the west, and residential land to the north and east. The Laurel Golf Course is to the
east, and Wood's Softball Complex is across Old Highway 10 to the South. The new
Love's Travel Stops & Country Stores, Inc. (Love's) truck stop location is nearby.

Because the property currently lies just outside the Laurel city limits, BOI has contacted
both the City of Laurel and Yellowstone County to have the property zoning designated
for governmental use. Although the property must be zoned for government use, no
zoning regulations or growth policy is contrary to the siting of a forensic mental health
facility. BOI plans to consent to annexation if the City of Laurel desires it.

The nearest school is approximately .5 miles from the proposed construction location
of FMHF. Commenters have expressed concern about the FMHF’s location in relation to
the school, generally comparing the FMHF to a prison. (Commenters have presented no
data demonstrating that siting a forensic mental health facility within any given
proximity to a school causes adverse impacts or effects to the human environment.)
Although both forensic mental health facilities and prisons are secure facilities, a
forensic mental health facility is not a prison and is very different from a prison.
Montana law does not preclude siting a forensic mental health facility in Yellowstone
County west of Laurel, including as it may relate to any school.

A forensic mental health facility is a secured facility providing psychiatric care to
individuals needing mental health care or evaluation. It is not a prison or private
correctional facility. It is part of the behavioral health system, operated under DPHHS
authority and licensed as a secured, nonhospital component of a mental health center,
whose primary purpose is to provide psychiatric evaluation, treatment, and custody for
individuals whose criminal cases turn on their mental iliness, fitness to proceed, or
special forensic sentencing status.

Pursuant to Administrative Rule of Montana 37.106.1902 (10), a forensic mental health
facility means a 24-hour, seven-day-a-week, secured nonhospital-based forensic
psychiatric treatment for criminal justice involved adults who are committed by a court
of competent jurisdiction for the purpose of psychiatric treatment or evaluation.
Pursuant to Montana Code Annotated Section 53-21-102 (11), a "mental health facility"
or "facility" means the state hospital, the Montana mental health nursing care center, or
a hospital, a behavioral health inpatient facility, a community facility, a category D
assisted living facility, a community program, an appropriate course of inpatient
treatment, a mental health center, a residential treatment facility, or a residential
treatment center licensed or certified by the department that provides treatment to
children or adults with a mental disorder.

Forensic mental health facilities are organized around clinical care rather than custody.
They must maintain enough clinical and support staff on duty around the clock to meet
treatment needs, respond to crises, and sustain a safe therapeutic environment, which

results in more direct care staff per patient than is typical per inmate in a prison unit.
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The workforce in a forensic mental health facility is largely composed of physicians,
psychiatric technicians, nurses, and other clinically oriented staff whose work centers
on observation, therapeutic engagement, de-escalation, and supporting individualized
treatment plans for people with serious mental illness. Security practices in a forensic
mental health facility are designed to protect staff and patients and prevent elopement,
but they are embedded within a treatment-focused environment where clinical
assessments, recovery-oriented interventions, and therapeutic goals drive daily
operations rather than a primarily custodial or punitive mission.

A prison, by contrast, is part of the correctional system and exists to securely confine
people who have been criminally convicted and sentenced to the Department of
Corrections. Its core legal purpose is punishment, custody, training, and general
rehabilitation, with mental health services provided as one of several institutional
programs rather than as the primary mission. See Mont. Code. Ann. § 53-30-101 (1).
Prisons are staffed primarily by Correctional Officers, who are law enforcement
professionals focused on maintaining order, enforcing rules, and providing security in a
custodial, punishment-oriented setting. Their training emphasizes use of force
standards, emergency response, perimeter and movement control, and managing large
inmate populations. As a result, a relatively small number of officers may supervise
many incarcerated people across large housing units or recreation yards, with staffing
geared toward broad security coverage and institutional control.

Prison placement is driven by a standard criminal sentence under the criminal code,
whereas placement in a forensic mental health facility is driven by court orders under
the mental iliness and mental defect provisions of Montana law. In many cases,
patients in a forensic mental health facility have not been found guilty of a crime but are
being evaluated to determine whether they are mentally fit to stand trial or are being
treated to become fit to stand trial. Some may ultimately be found “guilty but mentally
ill” (GBMI), meaning the court concludes they committed the offense but had a
significant mental disorder at the time, and their sentence must account for both
punishment and treatment. Others may be found “not guilty but mentally ill” (NGBMI) or
a similar status under Montana law, meaning the court recognizes that their criminal
responsibility is altered by mental iliness and focuses on treatment and supervision
rather than punishment.

Forensic mental health facilities differ significantly from prisons. These differences
include differences in core mission, staffing, and day-to-day operations. Siting
considerations applicable to prisons are not applicable to forensic mental health
facilities.

Montana Code Annotated Section 53-30-607 imposes a one-mile setback between a
private correctional facility and the nearest public school. That statute does not apply to
a forensic mental health facility. Section 53-30-607 is titled “Licensure limitations —
siting of private correctional facilities” and, by its plain terms, restricts only what the

June 12, 2026 11|Page



STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ettt s,
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

Department of Corrections may license. “Department” is defined at Montana Code
Annotated Section 53-30-602(1) as “the department of corrections provided for in 2-15-
2301,” and “private correctional facility” is defined at Montana Code Annotated Section
53-30-602(2)(a) as “a correctional facility that is either privately operated or privately
owned and operated.” The FMHF is neither: it is publicly owned by the BOI under HB 5
(2025) §17, publicly operated by DPHHS under HB 5 § 21, and is a forensic mental
health facility, not a correctional facility.

The Legislature, moreover, has expressly recognized that the two categories are
distinct: Montana Code Annotated § 53-21-102 (10) provides that “[a] correctional
institution or facility or jail is not a mental health facility within the meaning of this part.”
The FMHF is governed by Title 53, Chapter 21, not by Title 53, Chapter 30, Part 6. No
Montana statute imposes a fixed setback distance between a DPHHS forensic mental
health facility and a school; the site’s security design is therefore evaluated under the
standards applicable to forensic hospitals (perimeter fencing, secure entries, controlled
patient movement, and sallyport intake, rather than under the Department of
Corrections private-prison siting rule). Both environments are secure. There are locked
doors, controlled movement, searches, and rules designed to prevent escape and keep
staff, residents, and communities safe. Each uses structured schedules, formal
disciplinary processes, and incident reporting to manage behavior and respond to
safety concerns. Both settings also have to balance individual rights with public safety,
follow constitutional standards for conditions of confinement, and provide basic
services such as food, shelter, medical care, and access to the courts.

But a forensic mental health facility is very different from a prison. This distinction is
recognized both in law and in their core missions. Montana law permits the siting of the
forensic mental health facility in Yellowstone County west of Laurel, including as it may
relate to any school.

2.3 ALTERNATIVES

Proposed Action — Construct and Operate the FMHF on Parcel Near Laurel in
Yellowstone County
As described in Section 2.1 above.

Alternative Sites Considered Prior to Selection

Numerous alternative sites were evaluated for the location of the FMHF. Site visits took
place in Summer 2025 throughout Yellowstone County to assess locations suitable for
the FMHF’s design requirements. Additional site visits were conducted in Fall 2025 in
Custer County (Miles City) and Bighorn County (Hardin) with participation from local
officials, BOI, and DPHHS representatives.

There were a variety of factors used in the site selection process, including:
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+ Accessibility, Transportation, and Logistics
+ Site Configuration and Suitability

« Utilities, Public Services, and Infrastructure
* Fiduciary Considerations

« Permanent Workforce Availability

Based on a comprehensive evaluation of all proposed locations, the Yellowstone County
west of Laurel site most clearly satisfied the State’s selection criteria and demonstrated
superior long-term viability for a new FMHF. The site was chosen over other locations
due to its strong alignment with the aforementioned factors. The alternative sites
identified and considered during the site-selection process are identified in Appendix E.

Accessibility, Transportation, and Logistics — The site offers direct and reliable access
for patients, staff, emergency medical services (EMS), and law enforcement, with
convenient proximity to major transportation routes and regional population centers.
This level of accessibility supports timely transfers, facilitates staff commuting, and
enhances coordination with community partners throughout eastern Montana. The site
also facilitates geographic equity in the provision of mental health services.

Site Configuration and Suitability — The property provides an appropriately sized and
configured lot to support secure forensic facility operations and construction needs.
The site’s topography, layout, and access meet the needs of the specialized security,
privacy, and safety requirements of a new FMHF.

Utilities, Public Services, and Infrastructure — The location has access to reliable water,
sewer, electrical power, and telecommunications infrastructure, established emergency
vehicle routes, and access to emergency medical services, fire, and police. These
existing systems reduce development risk, support continuity of operations, and help
ensure that emergency response and public safety services can be provided efficiently
and effectively.

Fiduciary Considerations — The site supports responsible stewardship of public funds
by balancing upfront project costs with long-term maintenance and operational
efficiency. The availability of existing infrastructure, the suitability of the lot for potential
phased development, and the potential to minimize costly retrofits or off-site
improvements all contribute to lower lifecycle costs for the State.

Permanent Workforce Availability — This facility will rely on a specialized behavioral
health workforce, including psychiatric nurses, psychiatric technicians, psychiatrists,
psychologists, social workers, and other key clinical and support roles. The Laurel
location was selected in part because of its proximity to the largest health system and
health care workforce hub in Montana, improving the feasibility of recruiting, training,
and retaining qualified permanent staff. Workforce challenges in behavioral health are
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pronounced nationally and in Montana. The State is actively investing in solutions
through efforts such as the BHSFG Initiative and the Rural Health Transformation
Program (RHTP). These initiatives, among others, are expanding education, training,
certification, and career advancement opportunities in critical behavioral health fields,
and the Laurel site is positioned to benefit from and contribute to those ongoing efforts.

Commenters have expressed opposition to the FMHF’s immediate location, particularly
as to how it may interrelate with proximal residences, businesses, or schools. Although
the Commenters concerns have been heard and considered, Commenters arguments
and data have not materially changed the criteria evaluation described above, or
demonstrated the need for additional, unconsidered criteria, or demonstrated that an
alternative location would better satisfy the criteria.

The evaluation of alternative sites, applying the factors identified above, demonstrates
that the selected parcel reasonably satisfied, and exceeded, the State’s operational,
infrastructure, and workforce criteria relative to other locations considered. The
Yellowstone County site near Laurel was selected because it best satisfies the State’s
siting criteria—offering superior access to major transportation routes and regional
population centers, access to mental health care providers, compatible site
configuration, and immediate connection to existing utilities and public infrastructure—
while reducing development risk and lifecycle costs. It also uniquely supports long-term
operational viability by providing access to Montana'’s largest health care workforce,
improving recruitment and retention and the provision of forensic mental health
services, relative to other locations considered.

No Action Alternative — Decline to Build the Facility

Under the No Action Alternative, BOIl would not acquire the Laurel parcel, and the facility
would not receive the $26.5 million appropriated in HB 5, which would revert to the
Long-Range Building Program account. No new forensic psychiatric capacity would be
added in Montana through this mechanism in the foreseeable future. The existing
forensic system, centered entirely at the Galen facility in western Montana, would
continue to operate at or above capacity, with a growing, constitutionally problematic
waitlist, and continued geographic inequity in the provision of forensic mental health
services. The Proposed Action and the No Action Alternative have comparable and
limited environmental impacts, in that the Proposed Action results in only minor,
localized, and mitigable construction and operational effects, while the No Action
Alternative avoids those physical disturbances. Accordingly, the primary distinction
between the alternatives lies not in the physical environmental effects, but in the
Proposed Action’s ability to avoid the worsening human-environmental conditions and
lost economic opportunity associated with inaction.
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3. AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The analysis area for this EA is private property under an option to buy agreement with
BOI, and potentially impacted surrounding areas, including residences, businesses,
schools, transportation corridors, and utility service areas. Additional information on the
physical environment is available in Appendix B.

3.1 PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

Soils and Geology

As shown in the geotechnical analysis attached as Appendix B, the geologic setting
consists of lean clay with varying amounts of sand from the surface to depths ranging
from 14 to 20 feet below ground surface. Underlying the clay is a sand with varying
amounts of clay, silt, and gravel encountered at depths ranging from 14 to 20 feet and
continuing to the bottom of the boring when encountered. The lean clay material was
identified to be part of the Quaternary glacial till while the sand material was identified
to be part of the Quaternary alluvial deposits in the Scobey region.

Standard Penetration Test (SPT) N values (uncorrected) recorded in the clay generally ranged
from 1 to 14 blows per foot, indicating very soft to stiff soil. The moisture content of split
spoon samples ranged from 5 to 25% at the time of testing.

SPT N values (uncorrected) recorded in the clay generally ranged from 6 to over 50 blows per
foot, indicating loose to very dense soil. The moisture content of split spoon samples ranged
from 18 to 23% at the time of testing.

The proposed site consists of agricultural soils typical of the Yellowstone River valley,
characterized by generally well-drained loam and clay-loam soils used for dryland and
irrigated agricultural production. No unique geological features or unstable soils have
been identified in available site records.

Floodplain and Wetlands
Six wetlands totaling 17.31 acres and five bed-and-bank features totaling 1.84 acres
were delineated during the February 2026 aquatic resource delineation.

Wetland-3, Wetland-5, and Wetland-6 may be considered jurisdictional due to their
connection to seasonal wetlands, Bed and Bank (BB-1), which is likely to convey
naturally sourced water for more than three months per year. BB-1 connects to a
network of irrigation ditches that eventually outflow to the Yellowstone River, a Waters
of the United States (WOTUS). Wetland-2 and Wetland-4 are likely non-jurisdictional
features since they do not connect to another WOTUS. More research and field
investigation will need to be performed to provide a preliminary jurisdictional
determination for Wetland-1, as it is difficult to determine if it connects to another
WOTUS somewhere off the property.
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BB-4 and BB-5 are all likely non-jurisdictional features since they are constructed wholly
in upland and do not convey water for more than three months of the year. BB-2 and BB-
3 are also likely non-jurisdictional features, as they are constructed in upland areas and

may convey water for more than 3 months of the year.

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers will be consulted to make all final jurisdictional
determinations in future phases that may impact the regulated features. Construction
would occur away from and not disturb these wetlands.

Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases

The project is located within Yellowstone County. Montana's air quality standards are
enforced under the Clean Air Act of Montana, Title 75, Chapter 2, MCA. Ambient air
quality in the project vicinity is typical of peri-urban/agricultural interface and is
influenced by a combination of regional and local sources, including vehicle traffic
along Interstate 90 and Old U.S. Highway 10, agricultural activities, including soil
disturbance and seasonal operations, commercial and light industrial development, and
occasional fugitive dust during dry and windy conditions. Existing emissions from the
parcel are minimal and limited primarily to agricultural soil disturbance and minor
equipment use. Construction activities would generate temporary, localized fugitive
dust and equipment emissions, primarily from ground disturbance, vehicle traffic, and
construction equipment. During operations, the facility is expected to produce no air
quality impacts. The Facility would not be a major stationary source of regulated air
pollutants, and emissions would be limited to routine vehicle traffic, building energy use,
and minor maintenance activities, consistent with existing development in the area and
typical of institutional development. The Proposed Action would likely have a negligible
effect on increased greenhouse gas emissions entering the atmosphere.

Water Resources

Water services would be provided by connection to the existing City of Laurel facilities.
The City of Laurel has stated that sufficient capacity is available to provide water supply
to this proposed facility, as established by the Love’s Late-Comer’s and Development
Agreement approved by the City Council under Resolution R25-39 (adopted June 10,
2025), which authorized extension of city water and sanitary sewer mains to serve this
area at capacity sufficient to accommodate the Proposed Action. A copy of Resolution
R25-39 and the accompanying Late-Comer’s and Development Agreement is attached
to this EA as Appendix A.

Circular D by the Department of Environmental Quality projects use of 4,680 gallons per
day (gpd) for Phase | (32 beds times 115 gpd plus 100 employees times 10 gpd). Phase
Il would add an additional 4,280 gpd (32 beds time 115 gpd plus 60 employees time 10
gpd). However, actual projected potable demand for the 32-bed FMHF is approximately
2,000 gallons per day: 1,000 for employee and patient needs and 1,000 for kitchen and
laundry services. At 64 beds, the facility would use 2,600 gallons per day potable water.
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At 32 beds, this is roughly the equivalent of 10 five-bedroom single family homes (400
gpd each). The total water line length from Love’s Truck Stop to the 12" tee at the site
is approximately 2,364 lineal feet. There will be approximately 500 linear feet of water
line from the tee to the building site. As is the case with Love’s, a domestic pump will be
used to ensure adequate pressure.

Sanitary wastewater would discharge to the existing City of Laurel municipal
wastewater collection and treatment system, which the city has confirmed has
adequate treatment capacity at projected flow of approximately 2,000 gallons per day
per 32-bed unit, again, throughout Laurel Resolution R25-39.

To minimize the use of treated potable water for non-potable purposes, the Proposed
Action includes installation of on-site groundwater wells dedicated to landscape
irrigation. The irrigation wells would be permitted by the Montana Department of
Natural Resources and Conservation (DNRC) under the Montana Water Use Act (Title
85, Chapter 2, MCA).

Estimated irrigation demand is approximately 7,000 gallons per day during the growing
season. Area data indicates groundwater levels are approximately 40 feet below the
existing ground surface.

No surface-water bodies are located on the proposed construction site. Stormwater
management for construction would be conducted under the Department of
Environmental Quality’s (DEQ’s) General Permit for Stormwater Discharges Associated
with Construction Activity, with a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)
developed prior to ground disturbance. Post-construction stormwater would be
managed by on-site retention and conveyance designed in accordance with the City of
Laurel's stormwater standards. The SWPPP mitigations would minimize sediment and
erosion-related impacts to surface water during construction.

The water-resources analysis in this EA is tiered to the City of Laurel's adopted water
and sewer master plans, to the Late-Comer’s and Development Agreement adopted
under Resolution R25-39, and to existing Yellowstone County groundwater studies.

Cultural and Historic Resources
No historic structures are located on the vacant agricultural parcel itself.

Vegetation and Wildlife

The site is currently in agricultural use with minimal native vegetation. No critical
wildlife habitat, threatened or endangered species, or wildlife corridors have been
identified on the parcel. The project footprint is appropriate for the scale of proposed
development and will not fragment regionally natural areas. This location is adjacent to

June 12, 2026 17|Page



STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ettt s,
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

the urban interface of Laurel and Old Highway 10. The area is not in Core or General
Habitat for greater sage grouse.

3.2 HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

Populations and Demographics

Yellowstone County, anchored by the city of Billings, is the most populous county in
Montana, with over 169,000 residents as of 2022 and experiencing growth. It serves as
a regional economic hub with a diverse economy. Laurel is a city of approximately 7,376
residents (2026 projected) located in Yellowstone County, approximately 14 miles
southwest of Billings. The city has experienced steady population growth, with a
projected annual growth rate of approximately 1.1%. The median household income is
$68,474, and the poverty rate is approximately 8—10%. Laurel's location on the 1-90
corridor, adjacent to the Billings metro area, provides access to a robust regional labor
market, essential to staffing the proposed facility.

Health Care Workforce and Infrastructure

Yellowstone County's access to a critical health care workforce and infrastructure
necessary to ensure the facility's success is a primary reason for its selection. This
location puts the facility close to the Billings metropolitan area's health care workforce
catchment zone, which supports a broad range of medical, mental health, and
behavioral health professionals. The proximity to Billings — Montana's largest city and
regional health care hub — is essential for recruiting and retaining the licensed
psychiatric nurses, social workers, psychologists, and security personnel that a forensic
facility requires.

Transportation

Laurel sits directly on I-90, one of Montana's primary east-west transportation corridors.
This location provides direct, high-quality road access for law enforcement transporting
patients from eastern and central Montana counties — many of which currently face
one-way transport distances of 300—500 miles to reach the Galen facility in western
Montana. There is a direct exit off the I-90 onto the Old U.S. Highway 10 frontage road.
This provides direct site access.

The Traffic Impact Study for the Love’s Travel Stop performed by SCJ Alliance dated
May 2024 identifies that the Love’s Travel Stop will generate an additional 720 trips per
day in 2025. Their analysis assumes a 4% growth rate per year for both Love’s traffic
and general neighborhood growth through 2030. The closest intersection to the FMHF
site that was included in the study is at Golf Course Road/19" Ave W and Old Highway
10 W, which will also be the main entrance from the interstate to the facility. 994 trips
per day were counted. In 2030, with the Love's project, the traffic flow is anticipated to
be 2,085 trips per day. The FMHF, if fully expanded to 64 beds, will have approximately
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60 employees. This is less than 5% of the daily traffic and is unlikely to cause effects in
the area. This study is attached as Appendix H.

Public Services

Local governments (county or city) could provide standard municipal services, including
water, wastewater, fire, and emergency response. Yellowstone County could provide law
enforcement detention and emergency medical services at a regional level consistent
with the operational needs of the proposed facility. As addressed below, the FMHF will
be fairly self-efficient with respect to various public services, as it will have staff trained
and equipped to respond to clinical, behavioral, and life-safety events.

Funding for the facility is limited by Legislative transfer and appropriation pursuant to
Articles VIII, Sections 13 and 14 and HB5 (2025). Funding for other public services with
funds dedicated by the Legislature for this facility is not legal.

Water and sanitary sewer capacity. The City of Laurel's water and sewer systems have
sufficient capacity to serve the proposed facility. The city has already answered that
question in the affirmative on the record.

On June 10, 2025, the Laurel City Council adopted Resolution R25-39, approving a Late-
Comer's and Development Agreement under Laurel Municipal Code Chapter 12.38 by
which Love’s has constructed, at its sole expense and at an estimated cost of
$2,735,515, a water main extending from the city’s existing system at the 8th
Avenue/0Old U.S. Highway 10 intersection and a sanitary sewer main extending from the
city’'s existing system at the 7th Avenue/OId U.S. Highway 10 intersection, both running
approximately 1,450 feet east of the Old Highway 10/19th Avenue West intersection.

The city’s approval of R25-39 reflects an affirmative engineering determination that
capacity exists in the existing system to receive these new connections along the Old
Highway 10 corridor. The proposed FMHF parcel lies along that same corridor and
would tap into the Love’s-financed improvements on the same terms as any other
prospective customer under LMC § 12.38.030, paying a pro-rata reimbursement during
the seven-year reimbursable period. The City’s execution of R25-39 demonstrates that
the city’s water and sewer systems can accommodate the proposed facility.

The State’s preliminary facility design parameters confirm that the demand placed on
the city’'s system by the Proposed Action is modest relative to the capacity being
delivered under R25-39: the facility’s domestic water service will tap the Loves-financed
main with a four-inch (4") connection, reducing to a three-inch (3") service entering the
building, sized for a peak instantaneous demand of approximately 120 gallons per
minute at full long-range buildout of 64 beds (Phase 1 plus Phase 2, as described in
Section 2.1).

Sanitary sewer service to the facility will be conveyed by a six-inch (6") lateral
discharging to the Loves-financed sanitary sewer main. These service sizes are
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consistent with standard institutional health care service connections and are below the
design capacity of the mains being constructed under R25-39.

Fire, police, and emergency medical services. The proposed facility would very rarely
draw on Laurel’s volunteer-stipend fire department and single-ambulance emergency
medical service, or on the city’s police department. This health care facility will be
staffed at all times with on-site safety personnel and patient-care staff trained and
equipped to respond to clinical, behavioral, and life-safety events, and the building will
be designed with secure entries, controlled patient movement, perimeter fencing,
sallyport intake, and fire detection and suppression systems meeting the standards
applicable to a hospital occupancy, and on-site security supervision. The proposed
facility is designed and will be operated so as not to impose additional demands on
those local services. Additional detail can be found in Section 4.4.1.

The State, through the BOI as titleholder under HB 5 (2025) §17 and DPHHS as operator
under HB 5 §21, will not seek annexation of the parcel into the City of Laurel for the
purpose of obtaining fire, police, or ambulance services; the State will, however, consent
to annexation if the City requests it, consistent with the position already stated in
Section 2.2 of this EA.

For the limited circumstances in which a patient requires emergency medical care that
cannot be safely managed on-site, DPHHS will pursue inter-facility transfer agreements
with hospital systems and independent emergency medical service providers in Billings
(located approximately 12 miles east of the site via Interstate 90) for transport and
treatment, rather than relying on the City of Laurel’'s ambulance or hospital resources.

Accordingly, the Proposed Action does not impose meaningful new operating demands
on Laurel’s fire department, police department, or emergency medical services.

Proximate Residences, Business, and Schools

Commenters have expressed opposition to the FMHF’s immediate location, particularly
as to how it may interrelate with proximal residences, businesses, or schools. As
addressed in Section 2.3, Commenters’ arguments and data have not materially
changed the site selection criteria evaluation described above or demonstrated that an
alternative location would better satisfy the criteria. Additionally, property value and tax
revenue issues are addressed in Sections 4.1.1, 4.1.2—, and schools are addressed in
Section 2.2 and 4.1.1. Commenters did not provide any data or studies demonstrating
any effect on proximate businesses. As demonstrated in Section 4.1.1, the FMHF is
expected to have a positive economic impact.
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4. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

4.1 PROPOSED ACTION - IMPACTS ASSESSMENT

4.1.1 Positive Impacts on the Human Environment

Public Health — Behavioral Health Service Access

The construction of the 32-bed facility is projected to increase DPHHS's annual forensic
care delivery capacity to 197 patients, increasing the availability of, and alleviating the
lack of capacity for, forensic psychiatric evaluation and restoration services, which is a
critical need.

This expansion directly addresses a documented and worsening public health
emergency. Individuals on the current 87-person waitlist are being held in county jails
without adequate psychiatric care, leading to clinical deterioration, increased suicide
risk, and prolonged institutionalization. Access to timely forensic psychiatric services is
foundational to both individual health outcomes and community public safety.

The 197-patient annual delivery capacity figure reflects Phase 1 (32 beds). Upon
completion of Phase 2 (an additional 32 forensic beds, contingent on future legislative
appropriation, as described in Section 2.1), the facility's annual forensic care delivery
capacity is projected to approximately double, providing meaningful long-term capacity
to address the documented and growing forensic waitlist.

Constitutional Due Process and Rule of Law

Prolonged detention in county jails without access to competency evaluations and
restoration treatment may constitute a violation of defendants' constitutional due
process rights under the Fourteenth Amendment. Other states, including Washington,
have faced federal class-action lawsuits and consent decrees requiring expanded
forensic capacity due to similar systemic failures. The proposed facility directly
mitigates this legal exposure for both the State of Montana and its 56 counties. It will
also reduce the costs of confining individuals who are committed to DPHHS and are
awaiting bed availability at the State’s Galen campus.

The current waitlist for these services supports Yellowstone County as the location for
the facility. As of June 5, 2026, the waitlist, by county, is:

Missoula — 15
Yellowstone — 13

Flathead — 12
Silver Bow — 11
Cascade - 5
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Richland - 4
Beaverhead - 4
Powell - 3

Lewis and Clark — 3
Ravalli — 3

Hill - 3

Custer — 2

Jefferson -1
Deer Lodge - 1

Lake — 1
Gallatin — 1
Lincoln — 1
Fallon - 1
Mineral — 1
Carbon - 1
Big Horn — 1

Total: 87 across 21 counties.

Geographic Equity — Central and Eastern Montana

Because the existing forensic mental health facility in Galen is located in western
Montana, law enforcement agencies, courts, patients, and families in central and
eastern Montana face substantial transportation burdens — in some cases 300-500
miles one-way — for forensic services. DPHHS's guidance analysis specifically cites
geographic equity and improved access for eastern Montana as the primary rationale
for the facility's site selection. Locating the facility in Laurel on the I-90 corridor provides
efficient ground transportation access to communities across central and eastern
Montana, including Yellowstone, Custer, Dawson, Richland, McCone, Garfield, Prairie,
Rosebud, and Treasure Counties.

Economic Benefits — Regional Employment and Investment

The project represents a capital investment of at least $26.5 million, with potential
supplemental funding of up to $28.5 million from the BHSFG fund. Construction will
generate direct employment in the building trades and support indirect economic
activity throughout the Yellowstone County regional economy. Upon opening, the facility
will create permanent positions in psychiatry, nursing, social work, psychology, security,
maintenance, and administration — stable, well-compensated public health care sector
jobs consistent with Laurel's growth policy goal of greater employment opportunity.

Public Safety
The forensic waitlist has directly contributed to the dismissal of criminal charges on
due process grounds — at least 24 known cases in FY 2024 and FY 2025 combined.
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Each dismissal represents a safety risk if the underlying criminal conduct is attributable
to untreated mental illness. By reducing waitlists and increasing throughput for
competency evaluation and restoration, the proposed facility enables the criminal
justice process to move forward appropriately, protecting both defendants' rights and
community safety.

Safety and Security Concerns Related to Proximity to Local Schools and Homes

All individuals admitted to this type of facility are either court-ordered or sentenced to
DPHHS. The facility will operate under strict security and clinical protocols to ensure the
safety of patients, staff, and the local and broader community. The facility will be fully
compliant with ARM 37.106.1615, which stipulates the requirements for a facility of this
type. No law or regulation restricts the siting of the facility at the location selected.

As a forensic mental health facility, security is tighter than in traditional locked
psychiatric units. Security features include:
“Sally port” doors, which ensure one door is closed before the other opens to
prevent patient elopement
A robust, high-security perimeter fence around certain sections of the facility as
an additional measure of safety and security for the campus as well as the
surrounding community
A 24/7 central command station that operates facility access control and
manages patient and staff movements
24/7 interior and exterior live video monitoring

No firearms are on-site, and staff are trained in de-escalation and safe behavioral
management techniques.

Total EMS calls for the Galen facility are minimal and are as follows, based on
information provided by DPHHS. There have been four total fire department calls from
2020 to present, none of which required fire department response (fire alarms only).
There have been 21 EMS calls, most in FY 2025, due to ongoing construction of the
Main Hospital and increased medical acuity of patients being transferred to Galen. The
Department does not anticipate that this would be the patient population served in the
Yellowstone County Facility.

Reduction of County Jail Strain

County jails across Montana report severe operational strain from housing forensic
patients who require psychiatric care but cannot access treatment due to the waitlist.
Jail staff reports that these individuals deteriorate while held in facilities not equipped
to treat mental iliness. The proposed facility, by reducing the forensic waitlist and
absorbing patients from eastern counties, will relieve overcrowding in county jails,
reduce per-diem costs to county governments, and allow jail staff to focus on their core
public safety function.
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Long-Term Systemic Resilience

The facility's modular design — built to forensic standards but capable of conversion to
civil commitment use — provides long-term flexibility that maximizes the return on State
capital investment and avoids costly future retrofits.

4.1.2 Physical Environmental Impacts

Short-Term Construction Impacts

Ground-disturbing activities will produce temporary, localized impacts, including fugitive
dust, equipment exhaust emissions, construction noise, and disturbance of agricultural
soils within the project footprint. These impacts are typical of commercial and
institutional construction projects. They will be managed through standard best
management practices, including dust suppression, erosion and sediment controls, and
construction traffic management plans. All applicable State air quality, stormwater, and
construction permits will be obtained before commencement of earth-disturbing
activities.

Long-Term Operational Impacts

Upon completion, the facility's operational footprint will generate traffic consistent with
that of an institutional health care campus — primarily staff commuting and periodic
law-enforcement transport of patients. Given the site's access via Old U.S. Highway 10
and its direct exit from I-90, traffic impacts on residential streets will be minimized
through appropriate site design and access management. Wastewater flows could be
handled by the City of Laurel's municipal wastewater treatment system. Stormwater will
be managed in compliance with State permit requirements.

Land Use, Visual, and Socioeconomics

The Proposed Action encompasses the full 64-bed long-range buildout in two phases:
Phase 1, the currently funded 32-bed forensic facility; and Phase 2, an additional 32
forensic beds on the same parcel, contingent on future legislative appropriation. The
two-phase 64-bed scope, as disclosed in the DPHHS HB 5 Proposed Construction Plan
submitted to OBPP, has also been described to the Laurel City Council and the
Yellowstone County Commission. It is also reflected in the conceptual design package
prepared by DLR Group and Cushing Terrell on the State’s behalf, attached as Appendix
C.

The 114-acre parcel size reflects the security perimeter, operational support, and
contingency-buffer requirements appropriate to a 64-bed forensic campus, identified
during the alternative-site screening (Section 2.3). Because the full 64-bed buildout is
analyzed in this EA, no supplemental environmental analysis is required for Phase 2
construction, provided it remains within the parameters analyzed here. Any future State-
operated construction at this site that would exceed the parameters analyzed in this EA
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— for example, capacity materially beyond 64 beds or a materially different use — may
constitute a separate State action potentially requiring its own environmental analysis.

The site is currently vacant agricultural land in Yellowstone County by the western edge
of Laurel. Construction in this location is generally consistent with Laurel's Growth
Policy, which anticipates continued development along the western urban fringe.
Landscaping, architectural design, and appropriate setbacks will be incorporated to
minimize visual impacts on nearby residential properties and recreational amenities.
Excess land could be left in its current agricultural status, resold, or further developed,
as consistent with land-use or growth needs.

Impacts to nearby residential property values have been raised, specifically by citing
broker testimony (“6% sale-price differential on a single townhouse unit,” another
broker’s estimate of “up to 50%,” a “$100,000 per home” figure, and a “27% within one
mile” figure) and a reference to a Montana Realtors Association report.

Studies were submitted by opponents and proponents of the facility. Proponents
submitted information collected by the State of Montana’s Legislative Services Division,
analyzing forensic facility construction and the current economic conditions around
previously built forensic facilities. Opponents submitted information regarding
“correctional facility, jail, work camp, etc.” (Sage Journals), ranging in date from 1990 to
2022. After consideration and review, it was determined that “correctional facilities,
jails, work camps, etc.” are not comparable to a forensic mental health facility as
described in Section 2.2. A local gap analysis was conducted in September 2025, and
the Department has determined that the analysis is inaccurate and generally irrelevant.
The analysis claimed that the “proposed facility, operating at a standard 7:1 ratio, would
require approximately 450 full-time staff,” which is categorically false based on the
existing staffing models for the FMHF at Galen and the Department’s projected staffing
needs for the new facility. All studies are available in Appendix F.

The Department has reviewed the comment record and the peer-reviewed empirical
literature on this question. None of the figures submitted in comments are supported by
controlled market analysis: the 6% figure is a single transaction with a five-month listing
period and no hedonic comparison, nor was it accompanied by any documented proof
of the valuation change; the “up to 50%,” “$100,000,” and “27%" figures are stated
without identified comparable sales, methodology, or source documents. Anecdotal
comments regarding sales data were considered but remain unverified as second-hand
and do not consider the changing dynamic of the housing market, which is shifting to a
more buyer-friendly market generally (https://nbcmontana.com/news/local/pandemic-
era-influx-drove-price-spikes-economist-says-montana-housing-is-stabilizing). However,
an analysis was performed on the housing market in the 59044 Zip Code using publicly
available data and found average home prices have increased from December 2025 to
April 2026 in dollar value and shows home prices have grown year-over-year for the
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same time frame. This timeframe overlaps with public knowledge of the FMHF and its
proposed location in the 59044 Zip Code.

60-Month Home Value Trend

low Home Value Index (ZHVI, typical home value, smoothed & seasonally adjusted) for ZIP 59044. Shaded bands mark calendar years of above-average mont

Dollar Value Year-over-Year %

60-Month Home Value Trend

VI, typical home value, smoothed & seasonally adjusted) for ZIP 59044. Shaded bands mark calendar years of above-average mont

Dollar Value Year-over-Year %

Peer-reviewed literature has examined this question repeatedly over four decades using
multiple-regression and difference-in-differences methods that control for the fact that
such facilities are generally sited in already lower-value areas.
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Galster, Tatian, and Pettit (2004), studying 11 supportive-housing developments in
Denver, found that property values within 2,000 feet of the facilities rose approximately
3.5% relative to the pre-siting trend after the facilities opened.

The NYU Furman Center’s analysis of roughly 7,500 supportive-housing units in New
York City found no statistically significant negative impact on properties within 500 feet
and steady relative price growth after opening.

Horn, Joshi, and Maclean (2021), studying substance-use-disorder treatment centers in
Seattle, found that naive models produced a 3.4-4.6% reduction, but that, after
correcting for the endogeneity of facility siting using a spatial difference-in-differences
model, “no evidence that [such centers] affect property values” remained.

Earlier studies of mental health centers and group homes (Dear 1977; Ryan and Coyne
1985; Wagner 1989) reached similar conclusions.

Property-value diminishment claims are not supported by the available empirical
evidence and do not establish an adverse socioeconomic impact. The FMHF, moreover,
would be developed with full perimeter landscaping and architectural treatments
consistent with the surrounding residential and commercial context, and with setbacks
designed to minimize visual intrusion on adjacent properties.

Assertions that siting the facility on the Laurel parcel forgoes an estimated $350,000 to
$400,000 per year in property tax revenue that would otherwise be generated by private
residential or commercial development of the 114-acre site are not supported by data
and are speculative in assuming that such residential or commercial development
would provide this revenue (Commenters assume a scale of residential and commercial
development exceeding that of the FMHF, which the Commenters maintain cannot
adequately be serviced by existing utilities), occur. As demonstrated in Section 4.4.1,
the FMHF would generate positive socioeconomic impacts, including those with a
nexus to the human environment.

Additionally, psychiatric facilities are commonly located in residential neighborhoods
throughout Montana. Appendix C shows maps of the Billings Clinic Behavioral Health
and DPHHS Grasslands psychiatric facilities with concentric circles extending for a one-
mile radius. In both instances, facilities are near residential and other public facilities,
are in growing areas, and, generally, have above-average commercial and financial
value.

Property owned by the State of Montana and used for a governmental purpose is
generally exempt from local property taxation under Article VIII, Section 5 of the
Montana Constitution and Title 15, Chapter 6, Part 2, MCA, irrespective of the specific
site selected; any foregone-tax figure therefore reflects not a unique consequence of
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the Yellowstone County parcel, but the general statutory framework governing State-
owned facilities.

The Phase 1 (32-bed) construction phase represents a BOI contractual commitment of
up to $48,296,810.40 under BOI Investment Project Manager Contract SH-DM-1-2026,
funded by the $26.5 million HB 5 (2025) appropriation supplemented by $28.5 million
from the BHSFG fund. Phase 2 construction, if appropriated by a future Legislature,
would represent a further capital investment of comparable magnitude on the same
parcel. Ongoing operations of the facility will sustain permanent positions in psychiatry,
nursing, social work, psychology, security, maintenance, and administration — payroll,
procurement, and indirect economic activity that accrues to the Yellowstone County
regional economy and to local sales- and income-tax-paying businesses.

Municipal water, sanitary sewer, and road systems could adequately service the FMHF.
As addressed in Section 3.2, the City of Laurel’s execution of the Love’s Latecomer
Agreement (Resolution R25-39, June 10, 2025) and its acceptance of municipal water
and sewer extensions to this corridor demonstrate that infrastructure capacity to serve
development in this area is being delivered. Additionally, water and sewer services are
financed by user fees, not property taxes.

The City of Laurel has further received substantial state financial assistance for
construction, operation, and maintenance of its water and wastewater systems. The
chart below from the Legislative Services Division, which was verified by the Office of
Budget and Program Planning, shows in excess of $23 million in state financial
assistance to the City of Laurel.
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Biennium Program Type/Legislation Infrastructure Focus Status
2025 State-Local Infrastructure $488,448 | 7th Ave and 6th Ave Sewer Main Approved
Partnership Act (HB 355) Line Replacements
2021 ARPA Infrastructure Grant $1,098,308 | South 4th Street Stormwater and | Completed
(HB 632) Sewer Infrastructure
Improvements Project
2017 TSEP Wastewater Grant $500,000 | Fire Flow Capacity and Mains Completed
Replacement
2015 TSEP Planning Grant $15,000 | Water system PER Completed
2015 DNRC Renewable $125,000 | Water Systems Improvements Completed
Resource Grant (RRGL)
2011 TSEP Wastewater Grant $625,000 | Replace distribution main Completed
2009 TSEP Wastewater Grant $750,000 | Replace the Village Sub lift station | Completed
2007 TSEP Wastewater Grant $500,000 | Replace sewer trunk mains. Completed
Since WREF (Drinking Water) $11,600,000 | Water Treatment Plant, Water Completed
2000 Loans Main, Laurel Intake
Since SRF (Wastewater) Loans $7,900,000 | Upgrade to Wastewater Plant and | Completed
2000 Collection System
Total $23,601,756

Locating the facility on the 114-acre Yellowstone County parcel west of Laurel does not
block westward residential growth nor does it exacerbate any local housing shortage.
Long-term housing supply in the Laurel area is governed by considerably broader
factors than the availability of any one 114-acre peri-urban parcel, and the FMHF merely
requires that any westward growth in the area align with the FMHF’s use of the parcel.
In fact, the FMHF further supports the continued provision of services to any westward
expansion. The City of Laurel, moreover, has no ability to provide for expanded
residential development in the vicinity of the parcel, as it, and other areas west, are
outside the Laurel city limits. The City of Laurel Civil Attorney stated on March 25, 2026,
in a written communication to the BOI, “The City of Laurel has no authority to zone, or
otherwise dictate, appropriate land use for the property the State is purchasing.”
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From: Civil Attorney <civilattorney@laurel. mt.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2026 2:43 PM

To: Villa, Dan <DVilla@mt.gov>

Cc: City Mayor <citymayor@laurel.mt.gov>; Kurt Markegard <kmarkegard@laurel.mt.gov>
Subject: Governmental Use Notice

M. Villa:
I am responding to the attached letter sent to City of Laurel CADO Markegard late yesterday night.

Moving forward, please direct all communications to my office on this matter, or if you are communicating with City Staff on
these pending matters, please be sure to circle in my office, due to pending litigation concerns.

Montana law, related to local zoning regulations, as you note in your letter to CAO Markegard, specifies as follows:

76-2-402. Local zoning regulations -- application to agencies. (1) Whenever an agency proposes to use public land contrary
to local zoning regulations, o public hearing must be held and the agency shall attend the public hearing.

{2) The focal governing body shall hold a hearing within 30 days of the date the agency gives notice to the local governing body
of its intent to develop land contrary to local zoning regulations.

Mont. Code Ann. & 75-2-402 is not applicable to the proposed Mental Health Forensic Facility, as it relates to the City of Lau-
rel. The “local governing body,” in this circumstance, is not the City of Laurel. The “local governing body” is Yellowstone
County. The property at issue is not within City of Laurel city limits. The property at issue is not subject to City of Laurel
jurisdictional obligations. Existing case law and statutory authority makes it very clear that the City of Laurel does not have
extra-territorial jurisdiction over the County property at issue. The City of Laurel has no authority to zone, or otherwise dictate,
appropriate land use for the property the State is purchasing. Please refer to the County’s Resolution related specifically to
this issue —R24-116. In addition, please refer to the District Court’s determination by way of Judge Fehr in Yellowstone County,
clearly specifying that the City does not have extra-territorial jurisdiction over County properties. While that decision is on
appeal, right now, to the Montana Supreme Court, unless and unfil overturned, this is the existing law that governs the City
of Laurel, and it is binding upon the City of Laurel’s actions, as they relate to County properties.

The City declines to take any actions in relationship to the property at issue, including the State’s purchase of this property
and intended use. If and when an annexation Petition is presented to the City, at which time the City/County Planning Board
will meet its legal obligations to consider the Petition, and thereafter, so will City Council, the City declines to participate in
any purported “zoning” hearings or otherwise related to the County property at issue. The City does not have jurisdictional
authority over this property, and your inguiries should be directed at Yellowstone County, its staff, and the Commissioners
making decisions about County properties.

If you wish to further discuss, please let me know.

Thank you.

Best Regards,

Nidele L. B——

Michele L. Braukmann

Civil City Attorney

City of Laurel

Cell Phone: 406.671.4333
civilattorney@laurel.mt.gov
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The parcel lies in unincorporated Yellowstone County and is currently in agricultural
use. Even where local zoning regulations exist, Montana law expressly contemplates
State agency use of public land for governmental purposes that may be contrary to
local zoning (see 76-2-402, MCA). Section 76-2-402, MCA, provides that where an
agency proposes to use public land contrary to local zoning regulations, the local
governing body must hold a public hearing within thirty days of notice from the agency,
and the agency must attend the hearing. The statute prescribes a procedure for such
use; it does not prohibit it. The State will follow the procedure, as applicable, prescribed
by § 76-2-402, MCA, in Yellowstone County. As addressed in Section 2.2, the
Department has separately requested that the City of Laurel and Yellowstone County
designate the property for governmental use, consistent with the existing planning
framework.

Additionally, as detailed in Section 2.3, multiple alternative sites, including various
locations in central and eastern Montana, were considered for the potential location of
the FMHF. Based on that evaluation and application of the siting factors and
considering any unique varying effects on the human environment presented by the
various locations, the site near Laurel most clearly satisfied the selection factors and
demonstrated superior long-term viability for a new FMHF.

The Department finds that the scope of the Proposed Action is fully disclosed and
analyzed. The Department finds no adverse land use, socioeconomic, or visual impacts
established by the Proposed Action. The Department finds no adverse impact to the
housing market or to the regional growth pattern established by the dedication of this
parcel to the Proposed Action.

Water, Air, and Land
Impacts and their lack of materiality are generally addressed in applicable portions of
Sections 3.1 and 3.2, and those portions are incorporated herein by reference.

Physical Environmental Finding

Based on site characteristics, the scale of the proposed facility, available infrastructure,
and applicable regulatory framework, no adverse impacts to air quality, water resources,
soils, cultural resources, biological resources, or other physical environmental
components are anticipated from the Proposed Action that cannot be mitigated through
standard permitting and construction practices.

Based on the foregoing, the Department has determined that there are no adverse
impacts to water resources associated with the Proposed Action.
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4.2 NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE - IMPACTS ASSESSMENT

The No Action Alternative — declining to build the Forensic Mental Health Facility in
Yellowstone County — does not represent a neutral baseline. It perpetuates and
compounds a documented, ongoing crisis with measurable adverse consequences for
Montana's human environment. While the No Action Alternative perpetuates and
compounds this adverse consequence for Montana’'s human environment, it would
mean that the impacts of the Proposed Action would not occur, and that existing
impacts reflecting 114-acre agricultural land would continue.

Continued Public Health Crisis

Without the proposed facility, the forensic waitlist — currently at 87 individuals and
growing — will continue to grow as forensic court orders (up 77% since FY 2022)
outpace admission capacity. Individuals legally entitled to psychiatric evaluation and
treatment will remain in county jails for extended periods without appropriate clinical
intervention, with documented clinical deterioration, increased risk of self-harm, and
delayed adjudication.

Constitutional and Legal Exposure

The No Action Alternative leaves Montana's constitutional exposure regarding the due
process rights of forensic defendants intact and worsens it. As DPHHS has noted, other
states facing analogous situations have been subjected to federal court oversight, class-
action litigation, and court-ordered capacity expansions — remedies far more costly
than the proactive investment contemplated under the Proposed Action. The continued
dismissal of criminal charges due to speedy trial violations is expected to increase.

Perpetuation of Geographic Inequity

Without this Yellowstone County facility, central and eastern Montana will remain
without accessible forensic psychiatric services, forcing continued long-distance
transport of patients, delays in treatment initiation, and disproportionate burden on
eastern Montana's law enforcement and judicial systems.

Foregone Economic Development

The No Action Alternative results in the forfeiture of at least $26.5 million in legislative
capital investment in the Laurel and Yellowstone County community. Permanent health
care employment positions, multiplier economic effects, and long-term institutional
investment in the community would not be realized.

Continued County Jail Strain and Costs

County jails would continue to bear the cost and operational burden of housing
psychiatric patients for whom treatment is legally required but unavailable. This burden
falls disproportionately on smaller counties with limited detention resources and diverts
county resources from core public safety functions.
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No Action Alternative Finding

Under the No Action Alternative, existing and worsening adverse impacts on the human
environment — including degraded public health, constitutional rights violations,
geographic inequity, foregone economic development, and strain on county public
safety — will continue and intensify. The No Action Alternative is found to produce a
materially worse environmental outcome for Montana's human environment than the
Proposed Action and is not the environmentally preferred alternative.

5. MITIGATION MEASURES AND PUBLIC
ENGAGEMENT

The following mitigation measures are recommended as conditions of project approval
to manage identified physical environmental impacts. These measures shall be
incorporated into the facility's design, construction, and operations documentation
before commencement of ground-disturbing activities.

1. Dust and Air Quality
Implement a dust control plan for all ground-disturbing activities, including water
application, vehicle speed limits on unpaved surfaces, and prompt stabilization
of disturbed areas following grading.

2. Stormwater and Erosion Control
Prepare and implement a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan in compliance
with Montana DEQ's Construction General Permit before earth-disturbing
activities.

3. Wetlands and Floodplain
Complete a formal jurisdictional wetland determination and FEMA floodplain
review before final site plan approval. If wetlands are identified, comply with all
applicable Section 404/401 requirements.

4. Cultural Resources
Complete a Phase | archaeological survey of the project area before ground
disturbance and conduct Section 106 consultation with the State Historic
Preservation Office as required by State and federal law.

5. Traffic Management
Develop a Construction Traffic Management Plan to route heavy equipment and
delivery vehicles away from residential streets and design permanent facility
access to prioritize ingress and egress from Old U.S. Highway 10 and the I-90
interchange.

6. Exterior Lighting
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Implement full-cutoff exterior lighting to minimize light spillover onto adjacent
residential properties and the Laurel Golf Course, consistent with dark-sky best
practices.

7. Landscaping
Landscape to enhance both the functionality of the facility and be consistent with
BOI's fiduciary duty to protect the asset's investment value.

8. Public Engagement
Public engagement occurred throughout the decision process, and BOI and
DPHHS have held two public meetings in Yellowstone County on the Proposed
Action and related EA. Another public engagement will be forthcoming as
required by law related to zoning for governmental purposes. First, a public
hearing occurred on April 22, 2026, in Laurel, Montana. DPHHS and BOI reviewed
and considered public comment and input from that hearing and addressed that
input as applicable in a Preliminary Draft EA. A second public hearing, with
concurrent public comment period, occurred June 2, 2026, in Billings, Montana.
Comments were, again, considered and, as applicable, incorporated into the EA.
And a final public engagement is to be scheduled by Yellowstone County and is
related to the proposed governmental use designation, should the land purchase
occur.

A brief timetable of public involvement and comment opportunities is detailed
below:

e August 20, 2025: BOI Executive Director read a complete statement for
the Board of Investment and audience members at the BOI's regular
meeting. The statement was made available to the public and can be
found at hb5.mt.gov.

e December 10, 2025: BOI authorizes the Executive Director to purchase
land for construction of a behavioral health facility pursuant to HBS,
subject to approval of the Office of Budget and Program Planning. The
option to buy was delayed to July 1, 2026, to accommodate the MEPA
process. No public comment was provided.

e March 9, 2026: DPHHS Director, DPHHS staff, and BOI Executive Director
provide an update to the Children, Families, Health and Human Services
Committee. Public comment and minutes can be found on the committee
website at https://committees.legmt.gov/#/nonStandingCommittees/7.
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e March 17, 2026: DPHHS Director, DPHHS staff, and BOI Executive Director
provide an update to the Health and Human Services Interim Budget
Committee. Public comment and minutes can be found on the committee
website at
https://committees.legmt.gov/#/nonStandingCommittees/41?tab=Details

o April 22, 2026: Board of Investments approves the construction contract
for the Behavioral Health Facility investment, pending receipt of a notice to
proceed by the Department of Public Health and Human Services.
Senators and Director Osmundson provided proponent comments.
Citizens provided opponent comments. The contract has not been
executed pending completion of the MEPA process. A public hearing was
held at the Laurel Public Library for comments on the Proposed Action
and “State of Montana Preliminary Environmental Assessment.” The
meeting notice, agenda, and documents can be found at
https://hb5.mt.gov/_shared/PUBLIC_HEARING_doc.pdf, and the recording
is posted at https://www.youtube.com/@theMT_BOI/videos and
incorporated by reference.

e June 2, 2026: A public hearing was held at the Billings Hotel and
Convention Center on the Proposed Action and draft “State of Montana
Final Environmental Assessment.” The meeting notice, agenda, and
documents can be found at https://hb5.mt.gov/_shared/Docs/6-2-
26_Public_Hearing_Packet.pdf, and the recording is posted at
https://www.youtube.com/@theMT_BOI/videos and incorporated by
reference.

The Proposed Action was also publicly discussed at the Billings City
Council, Laurel City Council, Laurel School Board, and Yellowstone County
Commission, all of whom have had public comment on the proposed
facility between July 2025 and June 2026. Meetings wherein no formal
notice was provided but where public members were made aware of the
project and potential locations took place in July 2025 with elected and
public officials, including Yellowstone County Commissioners, Billings City
Council members and staff, Laurel city staff, and local legislators.
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All applicable comments were reviewed and considered. Written
comments as well as video recordings of both public meetings can be
viewed in Appendix G. All materials are incorporated herein by reference.

Additionally, DPHHS and BOI have established a public website,
https://hb5.mt.gov, with information relevant to the proposed Forensic
Mental Health Facility, including this EA. That information is incorporated
herein by reference. That information includes:

e The plan called for under subsection 2 of Section 17 of House Bill 5;

e The document “Building a Foundation for Future Generations: Montana’s
New Behavioral Health Facility;

e A Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs): Montana’s New Behavioral Health
Facility”;

e Legal opinions from the Staff Attorneys for the Montana Legislative
Services Division;

e A Letter of Advice from the Attorney General;
e A copy of House Bill 5 in its entirety; materials used during the site
identification process, including communications from Big Horn County,

Custer County, and the City of Laurel;

e A copy of the Buy/Sell Agreement between the Board of Investments and
the current landowner;

e Draft floor plans of the proposed facility;

e A presentation to the Children, Families, Health and Human Services
Interim Committee entitled “Forensic Mental Health Facility Update”,

e A presentation to the Health and Human Services Interim Budget
Committee entitled “Forensic Mental Health Facility Update”; and

e Comments between the agencies and the City of Laurel
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6. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The proposed facility is one component of a comprehensive statewide behavioral
health investment totaling approximately $124 million in State funds authorized by the
2025 Legislature. This package includes funding for MSH Spratt Unit closure and
conversion to support 30 new forensic beds, expansion of civil psychiatric beds at MSH
and MSH Grasslands, reopening of the Montana Mental Health Nursing Care Center
(Lewistown) D-Wing for geriatric civil psychiatric patients, and a community-based
court-ordered evaluation program through the BHSFG fund. Each element of the
behavioral health investment is essential, and meeting one or more elements does not
eliminate the need for the others.

No cumulative adverse physical environmental impacts are identified from the
Proposed Action in combination with other projects or activities in the Laurel area. The
cumulative human environment benefits of this investment — improved access to
behavioral health care, reduced waitlists, decreased legal exposure, reduced county jail
burden, and improved geographic equity — are substantial and broadly distributed
across the State.

7. AGENCIES AND PERSONS CONSULTED

Agency / Entity Role in Project

Montana Department of Public Health and Lead Agency; forensic demand analysis; site selection;
Human Services facility programming
Montana Board of Investments Cooperating Agency; property owner; HB 5

investment manager; real estate developer

Montana Office of Budget and Program Joint plan review and approval; budget compliance
Planning oversight

Montana Department of Environmental MEPA, stormwater permit requirements, water/
Quality sewer to subdivision approvals

City of Laurel Closest municipal authority

Yellowstone County Commission Community engagement, land use

CFHHS Interim Committee, Health and Human Montana Legislature; legislative oversight and
Services Interim Budget Committee (Section appropriations history
B)

DPHHS, overlapping with BOI, has jurisdiction and environmental review responsibility
for the Proposed Action. Additional agencies or entities, as identified above, will have
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varying responsibilities for aspects of the Proposed Action, generally relating to the
issuance of any needed permits or approvals.

8. FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

1. DPHHS, in cooperation with the Montana BOI, prepared this Environmental
Assessment in accordance with the Montana Environmental Policy Act, Montana
Code Annotated Title 75, Chapter 1, and the Administrative Rules of Montana,
17.4.601, et seq.

2. The Environmental Assessment evaluates the environmental, social, public health,
and economic consequences of the Proposed Action—the construction and
operation of a 32-bed (potentially expanding to 64-bed) forensic mental health
facility on an approximately 14 acres of an 114-acre property in Yellowstone County
west of Laurel, Montana, selected after evaluation, through application of various
site selection criteria, of alternative sites—against the No Action Alternative of not
proceeding with the Forensic Mental Health Facility, along with the potential
environmental impacts of the Proposed Action and No Action Alternative.

3. The Environmental Assessment was made available for public review, and public
comment periods were provided and public hearings conducted. DPHHS and BOI
reviewed and considered all applicable comments and incorporated responses,
either directly or conceptually, into this Environmental Assessment.

4. DPHHS and BOI considered concerns raised, and documentation provided, during
public comment, including concerns regarding proximate schools, residences, and
businesses, property values and tax revenue, residential growth, transportation,
water, sewer, and other public services infrastructure, emergency services,
allegations of improper site selection, and general, localized opposition to the
Forensic Mental Health Facility. These concerns were evaluated using applicable
data, studies, and analysis, and assessing the strength or applicability of any
supporting documentation.

5. Montana’s forensic mental health system is experiencing a documented and acute
shortage of capacity, including increasing forensic court orders, persistent and
growing waitlists, strain on county detention systems, and associated constitutional
and public-health concerns.

6. The purpose of the Proposed Action is to construct and operate a forensic mental
health facility to provide forensic mental health care, including evaluation and
competency restoration services, to address this identified statewide need.

7. The Proposed Action’s locating of the FMHF in Yellowstone County facilitates
access to mental health care professionals and services, facilitates the expansion of
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Montana’s mental health care workforce, and alleviates a geographic inequity in the
availability of forensic mental health care.

8. DPHHS and BOI considered the Proposed Action, the No Action Alternative, and
multiple alternative sites during the planning and analysis process.

9. Based on an evaluation of the siting criteria, including accessibility, infrastructure
availability, site configuration, workforce availability, and long-term operational
viability, DPHHS finds that the Yellowstone County site west of Laurel, Montana best
satisfies the siting criteria.

10.DPHHS finds that the No Action Alternative would avoid construction-related
disturbance but would perpetuate and exacerbate existing adverse conditions
affecting Montana’s human environment, including continued delay in mental health
care, strain on county jails, legal and constitutional risks and liabilities, and public
health consequences.

11.DPHHS selects the Proposed Action as the preferred alternative.

12.DPHHS finds that the Proposed Action and affected area are appropriately defined,
and that the affected area consists of a vacant agricultural parcel and surrounding
transportation, infrastructure, residences, businesses, schools, and service areas,
with no unique or fragile environmental resources identified within, or impacted by,
the Proposed Action or its footprint.

13. Wetlands and aquatic features are present on portions of the property; however,
DPHHS finds that construction will avoid these resources or be subject to additional
review and permitting, as required by applicable law.

14.DPHHS finds that construction of the Proposed Action will result in temporary,
localized impacts, including dust, noise, emissions, and soil disturbance, all of which
are typical of construction activities.

15.DPHHS finds that such impacts will be minimized and controlled through standard
permitting requirements, best management practices, and implementation of
mitigation measures.

16.DPHHS finds that long-term operation of the Forensic Mental Health Facility will
result in minimal impacts to air quality, water resources, soils, waste, biological
resources, and cultural resources, and that the facility will function within existing
infrastructure and regulatory frameworks.

17.DPHHS finds that water, wastewater, transportation, and other public service
infrastructure, including emergency services, have sufficient capacity to support the
Proposed Action.
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18.DPHHS finds no adverse impacts to physical environmental resources are
anticipated that cannot be avoided, minimized, or mitigated through standard
practices and regulatory compliance.

19.DPHHS finds that the Proposed Action will result in beneficial effects to the human
environment, including:
+ Increased access to forensic mental health services;
Reduction in county jail strain;
Improved public safety;
Constitutional due process compliance;
Enhanced geographic equity in service access; and
Economic investment and employment opportunities.

20.DPHHS finds that no adverse socioeconomic, land-use, or community-service
impacts have been demonstrated to result from the Proposed Action.

21.DPHHS finds that the Proposed Action, when considered with other past, present,
and reasonably foreseeable actions, will not result in cumulative adverse impacts to
the physical environment.

22.DPHHS finds that cumulative impacts to the human environment are beneficial in
light of the broader statewide behavioral health investments.

23.DPHHS adopts the mitigation measures identified in Section 5 of the Environmental
Assessment as conditions of project implementation, including as applicable:
« Dust control and air quality measures;
Stormwater and erosion control measures (including preparation and
implementation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan);
Wetland and floodplain review and compliance;
Cultural resource investigations and consultation;
Traffic management planning; and
Lighting and landscaping measures.

24.DPHHS finds that these mitigation measures are reasonable, enforceable, and will
ensure that any potential impacts remain below levels of significance, though no
levels of significance are expected.

25.DPHHS finds that the Proposed Action will comply with all applicable federal, state,
and local laws, regulations, and permitting requirements, including those governing
water resources, air quality, stormwater, cultural resources, and land use.

26.DPHHS finds that any required permits or approvals will be obtained prior to
construction or operation as required by law.
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27.Based on the analysis contained in this Environmental Assessment, and in
consideration of the factors identified in Administrative Rule of Montana 17.4.608,
DPHHS finds that the Proposed Action:
Will not have significant adverse impacts on or to the environment, including the
physical or human environment;
Will not adversely affect unique, fragile, or important environmental resources;
Will not result in significant cumulative adverse impacts to the environment; and
Will not create significant uncertainty or unknown environmental risks.

28. DPHHS finds that any impacts associated with the Proposed Action are minor,
localized, temporary, or mitigable, and do not rise to the level of significance under
the Montana Environmental Policy Act.

29. Based on the analysis in the Environmental Assessment, including consideration of
direct, indirect, and cumulative effects, and applying the significance criteria in
Administrative Rule of Montana 17.4.608, the Department concludes that the
proposed action will not significantly affect the quality of the environment.

30. DPHHS determines that preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement is not
required.

31. DPHHS approves the Proposed Action, subject to the mitigation measures and
conditions identified in this Environmental Assessment. The Proposed Action
meets the purpose and need, satisfies and exceeds the site selection criteria, has
minimal physical environmental impacts, and has positive human environmental
impacts.

32.Findings and conclusions included in discussions in other sections of this
Environmental Assessment are incorporated herein by reference.
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®%f =

21DF48F786AE4F4...
61408679875F473...

Date: 6/12/2026 Date: 6/12/2026

This Environmental Assessment was prepared in accordance with Title 75, Chapter 1, MCA (Montana Environmental
Policy Act) and the Administrative Rules of Montana, ARM 17.4.601 et seq. Public comment on this document may be
submitted to the Montana Department of Public Health and Human Services, 111 N. Sanders, Helena, MT 59601, or to the
Montana Board of Investments, 2401 Colonial Drive, 3rd Floor, Helena, MT 59620. Please review public
notices identifying comment periods and hearing dates and locations.
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APPENDIX A

CITY OF LAUREL RESOLUTION R25-39 — LATE-COMER’S AND
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Adopted by the Laurel City Council;, conveys municipal water and sewer service extension
authority to the FMHF site.
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CONTRACT

(Late Comers and Development Agreement)

This Late Comers and Development Agreement (this “Agreement™) is made and
executed this_ day of . 20
by and between Love's Travel Stops & Couniry Stores, Inc., an Oklahoma corporation,
(“Love’s™), and the City of Laurel, Montana, a Municipality within the State of Montana (the
“City™);

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, Love’s desires to construct a water main and sanitary sewer, to connect to
the City's existing system at the 7% Avenue/ Old US Highway 10 intersection for the sewer
connection, and the 8" Avenue/Old US Highway 10 intersection for the water connection both to
extend to +/- 1,450 feet east of the Old Highway 10/19™ Avenue W intersection with said system
to serve property (collectively, the “Improvements™) owned by Love’s and more particularly
described in the attached Exhibit A (the “Love’s Property™).

TO WIT:

AND WHEREAS, the parties desite to enter into a contract pursuant to the authority
granted by Chapter 12.38 of the Laurel Municipal Code (“LMC"), whereby provisions are
made for the reimbursement of Love’s and its assigns by any owner of real estate who did not
contribute to the original cost of such facility and who subsequently taps onto or uses the same,
pursuant to the specific definitions of a “prospective customer” under LMC § 12.38.030, of a
fair pro rata share of the cost of construction of such facility, to be borne by Love’s, including
only those who directly connect thereto, and

WHEREAS, it is adequate for the requirements of Love’s that the City has required
Love’s to install in lieu thereof, and

WHEREAS, the parties have agreed that upon the construction thereof, the City will
acquire title thereof,

NOW, THEREFORE, it is agreed between the parties hereto as follows:

l. Love's shall, at its own expense, construct the Improvements to be located as
follows:

Prior to the commencement of construction thereof, Love's shall submit to the
City Engineer of the City of Laurel detailed plans and specifications for the
construction of such Improvements, which plans and specifications must be
authorized by the City Engineer prior to the commencement of construction.
Thereafter, said Improvements shall be constructed by Love’s in accordance with
the standards established by the City of Laurel and in compliance with all rules
and regulations of the Public Works Department of the City of Laurel. Prior to
commencing constiuction of the Improvements, Love's shall furnish to the City a
performance bond in an amount equal to one hundred twenty-five percent (125%)

4B880-6148-3609, v. 8
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9 Lave's estimates that the Improvements will cost § $2.735,515.00, which amount shall include
all anlicipated costs associated with the design, construction, installation, inspection, testing, and
approval of the Improvements.

3. During the construction of said Improvements, the City Engineer of the City of Laurel, or bis
representatives, shall have the right to make reasonable inspection of said Improvements to
determine that they are being constructed in accordance with the plans and specifications above
referenced to and in compliance with all of the standards established by the City of Laurel. Upon
the completion of said construction, Love's shall submit to the City Engineer of the City of Laurel,
a detailed statement of the cost of said con struction, which staternent shall be attached hereto and
made a part hereto (the “Expended Amount™). Love’s shall likewise submit to the City Engineer,
such proof as the Engineer may require that Love's has fully paid for all labor and materials used
in connection with his construction of said Improvements.

4. Upon completion of the Improvements and upon the submission to the City Engineer of the
information required in the immediately preceding paragraph, the City Engineer will inspect said
Improvements, and upon his approval and acceptance thereof, said Improvements shall thereafter
belong to and be the property of the City of Laurel, and the City of Laurel will thereaftcr charge
for the use of such Improvements such rates as it may be authorized by law to collect and shall
likewise thercafter provide for the maintenance and opcration of said [mprovements Additionally,
upon such approval and acceptance of the Improvements, the City shall promptly release the
performance bond. The City Engincer may, in his or her reasonable discretion, approve a partial
release of the performance bond upon substantial completion of a portion of the Improvements,
provided that the remaining hond amount is sufficient to guarantee completion of the remaining
Improvements.

5. This Agreement shall, upon completion and acceptance of the Improvements as hercinabove
described, be recorded with the Clerk and Recorder of Yellowstone County, and thereafter and
for a period of seven (7) years (the “Reimbursable Period™), the City of Laurel will not grant any
person, firm, or corporation who has not contributed to the original cost of such Improvements

“Future Developer”) & permit or be autharized to tap into or use such Improvements during said
period of time without first paying to the City of Laure] the amount required to reimburse Love’s
pursuant to the requirements of LMC 12.38 and based upon the City’s Schedule of Fees and
Charges that is in place at the time that the reimbursement is calculated ("Reimbursement Fees'").
The City of Laurel will pay all amounts 50 received to Love's or its assigns annually on the first
waorking day of November pursuant to Chapter 12.38 of the Laurel Municipal Code and the City's
Schedule of Fees and Charges. The City and Love’s each agree to keep detailed written records
related to the Reimburserment Fees assesscd and received (as applicable), to provide cach other
reasonable access thereto, upon request, and to covperate in good faith to resolve any apparent or
purported discrepancies. The Reimbursement Fees shall be calculated by the City pursuant to the
terms of LMC 12.38 and the City’s Schedule of Fees and Charges in place at the time that the
Reimbursement Fees is calculated. Notwithstanding the foregoing, in no event shall the
Reimbursement Fees collected from any Future Developer be less than the amounts sct forth in
the City's current Schedule of Fees and Charges attached hereto as Exhibit B, as may be amended
from time to time, and if the City’s Schedule of Fees and Charges increases in the fulure, the
higher fee shall apply. Pursuant to LMC 12.38.030, the parties agree that the Reimbursement Fees
apply only to connections and does not apply to additional extensions of existing special benefit
facilities. Tf, during the Reimbursable Period, LMC 12.38.030 or any successor provision is
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amended to penmit reimbursement for additional extensions of existing special benefit facilities,
then, notwithstanding anything to the contrary herein, Love's (or its assigns) shall be entitled to
receive such additional reimbursements to the fullest extent permitted by such amendment,
without the need for further amendment fo this Agreement, and the City shall cooperate in good
faith to effectuate the intent of this provision,

Priority ta Allow Recovery of Costs; Cooperation. Love’s having the right and ability to recoup
the Reimbursement Fees, the parties understand and agree that it is of pnmary importance to and

consideration of Love’s in entering into and performing under this Agreement. As such, the
parties agree that, subject to the limitations hereinabove, Love's shall have priority in entitlement
to recovery of the Reimbursement Fees to reimburse Love's, and the Ciry shall act in good faith
to honor such priority,

Default and Remedies. Except as otherwise provided in this Agreement, if either party breachss
any provision of this Agreement and fails to remedy such breach within thirty (30) days of notice
thereof (unless such cure is not reasonably possible within such 30-day period and the breaching
party has commenced and is pursuing with reasonable diligence such cure), the non-breaching
party may institute legal action against the defanlting party for specific performance, injunctive
or declaratory relief, damapges, and/or any other remedy provided by law or in equity.

[nterpretation: Applicable Law. Tf any part of this Agreement shall be held invalid by a court of
competent jurisdiction, the same shall be deemed a scparate and independent provision and shall
not affect the validity of the remaining portion thereof, This Agreement shall be governad by and
construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Montana. In the event that applicable
Montana, federal, or local law, regulation or ordinance is changed after the effective date of this
Agreement, resulting in the invalidity or unenforceability of any provision hereof, then this
Agreement shall be deemed modified to the extent necessary to comply with the law, regulation
or ordinance then in effect.

Waiver. The failure to enforce any particular provision of this Agreement on any particular
occasion shall not be deemed 2 waiver by either party of any of its rights hereunder, nor shall it
be deemed to be a waiver of subsequent or contimuing breaches of that provision, unless such
waiver expressed in a writing signed by the party to be bound.

. Relationship of Parties; Ownership of Improvements. Nothing contained in this Agreement shall

be deemed to dedicate any portion of the Love's Property as public land or create a partnership,
tenancy-in-common, joint tenancy, joint venture, co-ownership, by or between the parties in the
Love’s Property (which shall remain the sole property of Love’s) or in the Improvements (which
once dedicated, shall remain the sole property of the City).

MNotice, All notices or other communication herein required or permitted shall be in writing and
given by personal delivery or sent by (i) registered or certified mail retum receipt requested,
postage prepaid, (ii) oationally recognized ovemnight courer service, or (ii) facsimile
transmission, to the addresses first set forth hereinabove (unless changed in accordance herewith).
Notice shall be deemed received on the earlier of (i) actual receipt, (ii) three (3) business days
after deposit in the U.8. Mail, (iii) the first business day after deposit with an overnight courier,
or (iv) if by facsimile transmittal, upon receipt of proof of transmission. Any notice or
communication not received because of a change of address or facsimile number, without notice
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to the other party thereof, or refusal to accept delivery, shall be deemed received, notwithstanding
the samne, as set forth above,

12. Miscellancous. This Agreement embodies the entire understanding with respect to the subject
matter hereof and may not be altered or modified except by an instrument in writing signed by all
parties. The Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the parties, their respective successors
and assigns. The terms hereof shall not be construed in favor of or against any party, but shall be
construed as if the parties jointly prepared this Agreement. If any provisions of this Agreement
shall be held to be void or unenforceable for any reason, said provision shall be deemed modified
s0 as to constitute a provision conforming as nearly as possible to said void or unenforceable
provision while still remaining valid and enforceable, and the remaining tenms or provisions
hereof shall not be affected thereby. This Agreement may be executed by facsimile, electronic
or original signature of the parties and in any number of counterparts, each of which, assuming
no modification or alteration, shall constitute an original and all of which, when taken together,
shall constitute one and the same instrument. In the event any party hereto commences litigation
or other legal action against the other to enforce its rights hereunder, the prevailing party in such
litigation or legal action shall be entitled to recover from the other(s), in addition to any other
relief granted, its reasonable attorney's fees, costs and expenses incidental to such litigation or
legal action.

In the event of the assignment by Love’s of any interest in this contract, written notice
thereof shall be given to the City of Laurel. All payments to be made by the City of Laurel to the
party of the first part under this contract shall be sent to the following address, TO WIT: Love's
Travel Stops & Country Stores, Inc., 10601 N. Pennsylvania Ave., Oklahoma City, OK 73120;
Attn: Real Estate or to such other address as the party of the first part may hereinafter direct in

writing.
[signatures on following pages] -
Dated at Okiahoma City, Oklahoma, this__ 2.2 dayor_il¥ 2070 .
7
LOVE’S; LOVE’S TRAVEL STOPS & COUNTRY
STORES, INC.
By: %M.
Name: ?I_M_Q“H"H'), .k
Title: __ V(¢ T 40T
STATE OF OKLAHOMA )
) 88
COUNTY OF OKLAHOMA )
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This instrument was acknowledged befare me on thaalc} day of , 20 _&5—-
by “TTion {0k r R J Sie f Love's Travel Stops|& Country
o

e of notafial officer
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Dated at Laurel, Montana, this___ ,g __dayof___ o dd __._Z{F?-*E’J

CITY OF LAUREL

STATE OF MONTANA j;
55
COUNTY OF YELLOWSTONE )
] S
i d vear above personally appeared before me. {0, jud W69

i dl?r:: }u:’awn to be ;Jc[ing as Authorized Agent for the City of Laurel, M m:tamli

icipali ithi foregoing instrument an

lity within the State of Montana, who exccuted the foreg _ ent. ar

mﬁ:ﬂ:ﬁrm said instrument to be the free and voluntary act :mfl deed n{ said Municipality
for the uses and purposes therein mentioned and on oath states he/she is authorized to execute the
said instrument.

AR 25
Given under my hand and official seal __ | (é day of__ A , 202,

Notary Public in and for the State ?.f Mantana,
Residing in _ o) ngs ¥
My commission expircs —’Hﬁj—’f&i‘é{“

Approved as to form:

Jm 'L.}’lt L Lh——

City Attorney
City of Laurel
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4096700 WD
02/26/2025 02:12 PM Page 5 of 7
eRecorded For Yellowstone County, MT

EXHIBIT A

Lot 7A-1, of the Amended Plat of Tracts 6A and 7A, of the Amended Plat of Tracts 6 and 7, of
Westbrooks Subdivision, Yellowstone County, Montana, according to the official plat on file in
the office of the Clerk and Recorder of said County, under Document No. 1684287.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion granted unto The State of Montana by virtue of Bargain
and Sale Deed recorded January 25, 1965, Book 807, Under Document No. 747048; and

EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion granted unto The Mantana Department of Transportation
by virtue of Bargain and Sale Deeds recorded September 13, 2017 Under Document No.

3827294 and 3827295 and

EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion granted unto The Montana Department of Transportation
by virtue of Warranty Deeds recorded September 13, 2017 Under Document No. 3827296 and
3827297,

{00198413.D0CX;1)
A-l

4B62-7486-4618, v. 1
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Exhibit B

RESOLUTION NO. R25-18

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL TO ADOPT AN OFFICIAL SCHEDULE
OF FEES AND CHARGES FOR TIE CITY OF LAUREL AND REPEALING ALL
PREVIOUS RESOLUTIONS THAT SET FEES OR CHARGES THAT CONFLICT

WITH THE SCHEDULE ATTACHED HERETO UPON ITS EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Laurel Municipal Code requires the City Council to review, modify,
and/or updale its fees and charges on an annual basis through further Resolution of the City
Council;

WHEREAS, City Staff prepared the attached Schedule of Fees and Charges,
incorporated herein, for the City Council’s consideration and adoption after public hearing
until further Resolution of the City Council;

WHEREAS, on the 25" day of February 2025, the City Council adopted Resolution
No. R25-17, a Resolution of Intent to adopt the updated Schedule of Fees and Charges and
set a public hearing for the 11" day of March 2025 and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on the 11" day of March 2025, in order to
provide opportunity for public input prior to adoption of the updated Schedule of Fees and
Charges.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council that the attached
Schedule of Fees and Charges is reasonable and in the best interests of the City of Laurel; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council hereby

approves the Schedule of Fees and Charges attached hereto and incorporated by reference
herein.

Introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council on the 11" day of March 2025 by
Council Member Banks.

PASSED and APPROVED by the City Council of the City of Laurel, Montana on the
11™ day of March 2025.

APPROVED by the Mayor on the 11" day of March 2025.

ITY OF LALIT’B.\EL
\ N\ \|" \

MMM/ [ M el
Dave Waggoner, Ma}tm{

R25-18 Adopt Schedule of Fees and Charges
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ATTEST:
/ P
7 A " S g )

_,.J‘A;Ah’j’f f.u’] (l nﬂ Jr/}fu / I\'L__-'
Kelly Strgkeér, Clerk-Treasurer

7

APPRDVED AS TO FORM:

‘/ BRY,
: js}U;s;Q

Mmhele L. Braukmann, Civil City Attorney

R25-18 Adopt Schedule of Fees and Charges
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FY 25 Schedule of Fees and Charges
March |1, 2025
Resolution No. R25-18

Page 1 ol 15
CITY OF LAUREL
SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES
AS OF TUESDAY MARCH 11, 2025/ RESOLUTION NO. R25-18
Administrative, City Attorney, and Court Fees and Charges (except Library)
Item Fee
Returned Check $50.00
Daocument Photocopying
First three pages No Charge
Copies in excess of three pages per page $0.25
Discovery Fee
Fee for production of discovery documents — Flat fee for USB Drive $10.00
Additional Discovery Fee for Mailed Documents $10.00
Public Records Request/FOILA Request
Research City Records (Per Hour) $50.00
Research by Contracted Staff (Per Hour) $150.00-
$250.00
Research by City Attorney (Per Hour) $250.00
Dog License Fees and Renewals before April 1 (Must be renewed each year)
Spayed Female/Neutered Male $20.00
Un-spayed Female/Un-neutered Male $30.00
Dog License Renewals after April 1
Spayed Female/Neutered Male $30.00
Un-spayed Female/Un-neutered Male $40.00
Dog Kenne! before April 1 (Must be renewed each year)
Non-Commercial $50.00
Commercial $75.00
Chicken License Fee - Flat Fee $25.00
Business License
General £100.00
Beer and/or Wine $400.00
Three Apartments $£50.00
Four Apartments $60.00
Five or more Apartments $95.00
Pawn Shop $200.00
Utilities $400.00
Amusement Machines $100.00
Live Music $100.00
Junk $100.00
Liquor $500.00
Franchises $400.00
L Sexually Oriented Business $750.00

JUIIE 14, £ULO Q0| Frdye
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Resolution Ne, R25-18

Page 2 of 15
Police Department Fees and Charges
Item Fee
Victims Report $10.00
Case Report $40.00
Case Report with Pictures $55.00
Vehicle Accident Report — Form Only $20.00
Vehicle Accident Report with Pictures $35.00
Audio Recording y $75.00
Vehicle Impound — Per Day 1% Week | $45.00
Vehicle Impound — Per Day after 1™ Week £70.00
Dog Impound Fee — |* in Calendar Year | $35.00
Dog Impound Fee — Subsequent in Calendar Year ' $50.00
Dog Boarding Fee — 24 Hours After Notification — Per Day $100.00
Fingerprint Card $35.00
Subsequent Fingerprint Cards — Per Card $5.00
False Alarm — 3™ and Consecutive in Calendar Year $100.00
Library Fees and Charges
ltem Fee

Photocopy Fees — per page

Black & White $0.10

Color $0.20
Printer Fees — per page

Black and White $0.10

Color $0.20
Lost or Damaged Book Cost
Library Cards for Non-Residents No Charge
Interlibrary Loan Postage (per item not available via Courier — after 3) $5.00
Community Room

Use during library hours — for profit fee charged - per hour $3.00

Use after hours (per hour or any portion of an hour — for profit) £30.00

Refundable Cleaning Deposit $30.00
Library Card Replacement Fee (per card) $2.00
Fax Fees (per page)

Send No Charge

Receive $0.10
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FY 23 Schedule of Fees and Charges

Fire Department Fees and Charges

March 11, 2025

Resolution No, R25-1 8

Page 3 ol 15

55|Page

[ Item = Fee
Incident Report (NFIRS Copy) $50.00
Photograph Copies — Digital (USB) $35.00
Fire Suppression Fees Charged to Non-Resident or for Code or Ordinance
Violations

Base Rate for First Hour of Response for Working Fires, Rescue $2,000.00
Operations, Hazmat or Large-Scale Incidents
Base Rale for First Hour of Service Assist Calls or Minor Calls $1,500.00
For Each Fireman — Per Hour $50.00
Base Rate for Assist and Investigate — Per Hour $250.00
Rates for Additional Hours after the First Hour of Any Response
Time Calculated from Time of Response to Return to Service)
Engine #1 $500.00
Engine #2 $500.00
Engine #4 $500.00
Squad 5 $500.00
Tender #1 $225.00
Tender #2 $225.00
Support #1 $225.00
Command 1 $250.00
Command 2 $250.00
Brush #3 $250.00
Brush #4 $250.00
Brush #5 $250.00
Business Inspections within jurisdiction — Marketing Fireworks, Firecrackers, $250.00
and other Pyrotechnics
False Fire Alarms — Per Calendar Year
First No Charge
Second $400.00
Third $800.00
Fourth+ $1,000.00
Fire Extinguisher Training
10 Students $250.00
Additional Per Student $25.00
June 12, 2026
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FY 25 Schedule of Fees and Charges

March |1, 2023

Resolution No. R235-18

Emergency Medical Service Fees and Charges

Page 4 ol 15

Code Definition Charge
AD425 Ambulance Mileage (per loaded mile) $20.00
AD428 Transport, BLS non-emergent $850.00

Out of District Fee $150.00
A0429 Transport, BLS emergent $1,200.00
Qut of District Fee $150.00
AD426 Transport, ALS non-emergent $1.000.00
Qut of District Fee $150.00
A0427 Transport, ALS emergent $1,400.00
QOut of District Fee $150.00
AD433 Transport, ALS 2 emergent $1,600.00
Out of District Fee $150.00
A0434 Specialty Care Transport $2,000.00
A0424 Extra Ambulance Attendant $100.00
A0382 BLS routine supplies $100.00
A0398 ALS routine supplies $200.00
A0384 Defibrillation supplies $160.00
A0394 IV Supplies $75.00
A0396 Intubation $175.00
AD422 Oxygen $75.00
A0420 Waiting time (with patient) $75.00
Stand by Rate QRU (1 person) (per hour) $75.00
Stand by Rate Ambulance (2 person) (per hour) $100.00
TNTI Simple response (lift assist, etc.) $25.00
TNTZ Response, treatment using BLS Supplies / no transport $50.00
TNT3 Response, treatment using ALS or ALS2 Supplies / no transport $100.00
Glucagon $300.00
Patient Care Report Copy (HIPAA Compliant) $25.00
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FY 25 Schedule of Fees and Charges
March 1, 2025

Resolution No. R25-18

Public Works: Water Rutes and Charges

PageSol I35

See Current Resolution (Resolution No. R24-100)

System Development Fees (Based on Line Size) - Water
¥ Inch $2,500.00
1 Inch $4.475.00
I Y Inch $6,950.00
1 ¥ Inch $10,000.00
2 Inch $17,850.00
3 Inch $40,000.00
4 Inch $71.425.00

Connections to the water system with meters larger than 4 inches or when the

unique usage characteristics of a large water user may require, the City will

determine the system development fee at that time if the City can provide the

services as requested.

Curb Box Repair Insurance Fee — Per Month Per Water Account $1.00

Utility Hook-Up Fees
Water Tapping — Two Inches or Less $250.00
Water Tapping — Greater Than Two Inches Feex 1.25
Labor/Operator Rate Per Hour $60.00
Heavy Equipment Rate Per Hour $100.00

Other Fees for Repairs, ete.

Frozen or Damaged Meter
Replacement Meter or Meter Parts Cost +25%
Plus the Labor/Operator Rate Per Hour $60.00
OR Overtime Hourly Rate if Called Out After Hours $90.00

Hydrant Meter Rental — Per Month (Prorated Plus the Total Usage) $476.00

Utility Billing Fees and Deposits
New Accounts or Re-Establishing an Account $35.00
Restoring Service to a Delinquent Account $75.00
Deposit for New Meter Accounts, No Service in Previous Year $170.00
Charge for Check Returned by Bank as Unpaid £50.00
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FY 25 Schedule of Fees and Charges
March 11. 2025

Resolution MNo. R25-18

Page 6 of 15

Public Works: Wastewater Rates and Charves

- ltem fee
See Current Resolution (Resolution No. R24-100)
Septic Dump Fee - $60.00
Minimum
up to 1,000
Gallons plus
$0.06 per
gallon
thereafter
Septic Clean-up Fee for Spillage (Resolution No. R15-96) $40.00
System Development Fees (Based on Line Size) — Sewer
Residential — Each Housing Unit (Duplex=2 units; Triplex=3 units; $2,700.00

Four-plex=4 units; etc.
Commercial - Based on Water Meter Size: Includes Subdivision for
Rent or Lease

¥ Inch $2,700.00
1 Inch $4.833.00
1 % Inch $7,506.00
1 ¥ Inch $10,800.00
2 Inch $19,278.00
3 Inch $43,200.00
4 Inch $77,139.00

Connections to the wastewater system with water meters larger than 4 inches or
when the unique usage characteristics of a large water user may require, the City
will determine the system development fee at that time if the City can provide
the service as requested.
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Public Works: Solid Waste Fees and Charges
PO | | . Fee
See Current Resolution (Resolution No, R22-77)
Multiple Containers — Non-Residential users who use multiple containers shall
be assigned a volume of use variable for each container used.
Roll Off Container Set/Reset $30.00
Roll Off Container Haul $150.00
Roll Off Container Cost per Ton Covtas Flices
Replacement Waste Container — Due to Negligence Cost x 1.50
All Tires — Per Tire $5.00
Container Site Waste — Business and Non-City Residents and/or City Residents
that do not use City Solid Waste Services
Minimum $10.00
Per Additional Cubic Yard $10.00
Non-Residential Garbage Disposal Rate Schedule — See Current Resolution
(R22-77)
Park and Recreation Fees and Charges
Item Fee
Shelter Reservation $50.00
Special Event Application Fee $35.00
Special Event in Parks
One Day Closure $100.00
Two Day Closure $150.00
Youth Activities Fee can be
waived by
the Mayor
Garbage Cans for Special Events — Per 100 Gallons — Prepaid Residential
Garbage
Rate
Special Event Clean-1Ip Fee — Per Hour/Per Employee $45.00
Riverside Park Camping Fees
Tent Space (per night) $20.00
Back-in Space (per night) $25.00
Pull Through Space (per night) $30.00
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Cemetery Fees and Charges
EEE -y [tem Fee
Please Note: Cemetery Caretaker must be present at all interments.
Please Note: Burials are not permitted on Sundays, holidays, or Saturday
afternoons.
City Residents
Full Grave $650.00
Baby Grave | $500.00
Non-Residents |
Full Grave | $800.00
Baby Grave $550.00
Opening and Closing
Full Grave $480.00
Full Grave on Saturday mornings $580.00
Baby Grave $400.00
Baby Grave on Saturday mornings $450.00
Cremation $300.00
Cremation on Saturday momings $350.00
Two Cremations on single plot $375.00
Two Cremations on single plot on Saturday mornings $450.00
Set Cremation Urn at existing Headstones $75.00
Private Sale of any plot — Transfer Processing Fee $75.00
Disinterment Fee for full burial $600.00
Disinterment Fee for cremains $500.00

June 12, 2026 60|Page



DEPARTMENT OF

»
STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ”é’ﬂﬁ“ il e
U

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

FY 25 Schedule of Fees and Charges
Mareh 11, 2025

Resolution No. R25-18

Page? ol 15

Planning Fees and Charges

ltem Fee Motes
Annexation into the City of Laurel (80 acres or less) $ 750.00 | + $35.00/acre
Annexation into the City of Laurel (81 acres or more) $ 750.00 | + $55.00/acrc
Casl_1 in Lic}I of Parking spaces outside of the Central §850.00 | + $25.00/space
Business District IE
Conditional Use Application (Commercial) $ 1,350.00
Conditional Use Application (Residential) $ 850.00
Floodplain Permit $ 300.00
Home Occupations $200.00
Outdoor Seating $300.00 | +$25.00/day
Planned Unit Development Concept Plan $ 850.00
Planned Unit Development Preliminary Plan $1,350.00 |  +$50.00/acre
Planned Unit Development Final Plan §1,600.00 | +%$25.00/acre
Review of Buildings for Lease or Rent §350.00
Site Plan Review Fee (Commercial) $ 600.00
Site Plan Review Fee (Residential) $350.00
Special Review (Commercial) $1,350.00
Special Review (Residential) $ 850.00
Special Review Applications resubmitted within one
year of a withdrawal request made after the legal $ 600.00
advertising
Staff Research $ 50.00 Per Hour
Temporary Use Permit $ 450.00
Vacation of Street or Alley $ 350.00
Variance (Commercial) $1,350.00
Variance (Residential) $ 850.00
Variance Applications resubmitted within one year of $ 850.00
a withdrawal request made after the legal advertising '
Zone Change $1,350.00 | + $45.00/acre
Zone Change Applications resubmitted within 1 year
of a withdrawal request made after the legal $ 850.00
advertising
Zoning Compliance/Verification Letter $ 200.00
Zoning Map Amendment $1,750.00 | + $45.00/acre
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Subdivision Fees and Charecs

> ltem . e Fee Notes
Corrections or Adjustments to Plats, Conditions, and
Supporting Documents after Preliminary Plat
Approval: $ 350.00
Corrections or Vacations of Recorded Final $ 350.00
Subdivision Plats or Supporting Documents :
Exempt Subdivision $ 400.00
Preliminary Plat (Minor) $ 1,950.00 | + $50.00/lot
Final Plat (Minor) $ 1,.350.00
Preliminary Plat, Major Subdivision, 6 to 40 lots $2,250.00 | + $25.00/lot
Final Plat, Major Subdivision, 6 to 40 lots $1,750.00
Preliminary Plat, Major Subdivision, 41 to 200 lots $2,950.00 | + $25.00/lot
Final Plat, Major Subdivision, 41 to 200 lots $ 2,500.00
Preliminary Plat, Major Subdivision, Over 200 lots $3.750.00 | + $25.00/lot
Final Plat, Major Subdivision, Over 200 lots $ 3,500.00
Major Adjustments for Minor Subdivisions $ 750.00
Major Adjustments for Major Subdivision, 6 to 40
lots $1,350.00
Major Adjustments for Major Subdivision, 41 to 200
lots $1,850.00
Major Adjustments for Major Subdivision, Over 200
lots $ 2,350.00
Minor Adjustments, Major and Minor Subdivisions $ 350.00
Pre-Application Meeting $750.00 | +$25.00/lot
Subdivision for Rent or Lease, Final Plan $ 1,500.00
Subdivision for Rent or Lease, Preliminary Plan §1,250.00
All Appeals the same as the Application Fee
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Building Permit Fees and Charees

’ ltem _Fee I . Nots

Additional Plan Review required by changes,

additions or revisions to plans (minimum charge - one Per Hour

half hour) $ 100.00

Additional Re-Inspection Fee $ 100.00

Building Permit - | See Appx. A

Deck Permit $25.00 Per sq.1t.

Demolition Permit — Residential $500.00

Demolition Permit — Commercial - | See Appx. A

Encroachment Permit $ 150.00

Fence Permit $ 100.00

Fire Inspection (includes one follow-up inspection) $ 100.00

Mobile Home Blocking Permit (includes two-meter

inspections) $ 100.00

Moving Permit $ 250.00

On-site Pre-building Inspection (New & Additions) $30.00

Photocopies (over 3 pages) $0.25| PerPage
65% of
Building

Plan Review (Commercial) - | Permit Fee
50% of
Building

Plan Review (Residential) - | Permit Fee

Plotter Photocopies $10.00 Per page

Right-of-way Excavation Permit (Gravel) $ 150.00

Right-of-way Excavation Permit (Paved) $ 200.00

Roofing Permit (Commercial) $ 250.00

Roofing Permit (Residential) $ 150.00

Siding Installation Permit § 100.00

Sidewalk, Driveway Approach, Curb & Gutter Permit $ 150.00

Sign Permit $1.00 | Persq.fi.

Sign Plan Review Fees $2.00 | Persq.fi.

Sign - Face Change $30.00 Per face

Temporary Sign Permit $ 75.00

Temporary Structure Permit $150.00

Window and/or Door Replacement Installation Per structure

Permit — No Structural Modifications $ 75.00 | or building
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APPENDIX A: BUILDING PERMIT FEES and Charges

Building permit fees are determined by the total valuation of the project. For new construction
and additions, the total valuation is determined by the most recent valuation data published by
the International Code Council. For remodel projects, the total valuation is based on the

documented project cost. (RPR is Residential Plan Review, CPR is Commercial Plan Review)

Valuation Building Residential Plan | Commercial Plan
Permil Review Review
From To Sm i
5 1.00 b 500.00 § 36.00 3 18.00 b 23.40
¥ 501.00 3 600.00 ¥ 40.50 b 20.25 b 26.33
¥ 601.00 b 700.00 $ 45.00 3 22.50 $ 29.25
$ 701.00 5 800.00 $ 4950 $ 24,75 b 32.18
3 801.00 $ 900.00 $ 54.00 3 27.00 $ 35.10
3 901.00 $ 1,000.00 § 5850 $ 29.25 b 38.03
$ 1,001.00 $§ 1,100.00 £ 63.00 h 31.50 $ 40.95
§ 1.101.00 $ 1,200.00 § 6750 3 33.75 b 43.88
$ 1,201.00 $ 1,300.00 § 7200 $ 36.00 3 46.80
$§ 1,301.00 $ 1,400.00 $ 7650 $ 38.25 $ 49.73
$§ 1,401.00 $ 1,500.00 $ 81.00 3 40.50 3 52.65
$§ 1,501.00 $ 1,600.00 § 8550 h 42.75 Y 55.58
$ 1,601.00 $ 1,700.00 $  90.00 b 45.00 b 58.50
$ 1,701.00 $ 1,800.00 £ 9450 b 47.25 3 61.43
$ 1,801.00 $ 1,900.00 §  99.00 $ 49.50 3 64.35
$ 1,901.00 $ 2,000.00 $ 103.50 b 51.75 b 67.28
§ 2,001.00 $ 3,000.00 § 12550 $ 62.25 $ 80.93
£ 3,001.00 $ 4.,000.00 £ 14550 3 72.75 3 94 .58
$ 4,001.00 $ 5,000.00 £ 166.50 b 83.25 $ 10823
£ 5,001.00 $ 6,000.00 $ 187.50 $ 93.75 $ 121.88
¥ 6,001.00 $ 7,000.00 $ 208.50 § 10425 $ 135.53
$ 7,001.00 $ 2,000.00 $ 229350 $ 11475 $ 149.18
§ 8,001.00 3 9,000.00 $ 250.50 $ 12525 § 162.83
¥ 9,001.00 $ 10,000.00 $ 271.50 $ 1350 § 176.48
$ 10,001.00 $ 11,000.00 3 20250 § 14625 $ 190.13
§ 11,001.00 § 12,000.00 ¥ 313.50 £ 156.75 $ 203.78
$12,001.00 $ 13,000.00 ¥ 335.50 § 167.25 $ 21743
$ 13,001.00 § 14,000.00 $ 35550 s 17705 $ 231.08
§ 14,001.00 $ 15,000.00 $ 376.50 $ 188.25 $ 24473
§ 15,001.00 § 16,000.00 § 397.50 $ 19875 § 258.38
$ 16,001.00 $ 17,000.00 5 418.50 § 20925 § 27203
$17,001.00 $ 18,000.00 § 43950 $ 21975 § 28568
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[ 51800100 5 1900000 [ § 46050 [ 23025 [ $ 29933 |
$19,001.00 | 'S 20,000.00 $ 48150 [ $ 24075 $ 312.98
$20,001.00 | $ 21,000.00 $ 50250 [$ 25125 $ 12663
$21,001.00 | $ 22,000.00 $ 52350 [ $ 261.75 $ 34028
$22,001.00 | $ 23,000.00 $ 54450 |'§ 27225 $  353.93
$23,001.00 [ § 24,000.00 $§ 56550 | § 28275 $  367.58
$24,001.00 [ § 25,000.00 $ 58650 | § 293.25 $ 381.23
$25,001.00 | § 26,000.00 $ 60150 | § 300.75 $  390.98
$26,001.00 | § 27,000.00 § 61650 | $ 308.25 $  400.73
$27,001.00 | $ 28,000.00 $ 633.00 | § 31650 $ 41145
£28,001.00 | $ 29,000.00 B 648.00 | § 324.00 $  421.20
$29,001.00 [ § 30,000.00 $ 663.00 |§ 33150 $ 43095
$30,001.00 | $ 31,000.00 $ 67800 [ 339.00 $  440.70
$31,001.00 | § 32,000.00 $ 693.00 [§ 346.50 $ 45045
$32,001.00 [ '§ 33,000.00 $ 70800 [§ 354.00 $  460.20
$33,001.00 | § 34,000.00 $ 72300 [§ 361.50 $  469.95
$34,001.00 [ $ 35,000.00 $ 73800 |5 369.00 $ _ 479.70
$35,001.00 [ $ 36,000.00 $ 75300 | § 376.50 $  489.45
$36,001.00 [ § 37,000.00 $ 76800 | § 384.00 $  499.20
$37,001.00 [ § 38,000.00 $ 78450 | § 39225 $  509.93
$38,001.00 | § 39,000.00 $ 79950 | § 399.75 $  519.68
$39,001.00 [ $ 4000000 |[$ 81450 |§ 407.25 $ 52943
$40,001.00 [$ 4100000 |$ 82950 |8 414.75 §  539.18
$41,001.00 [ § 42,000.00 $ 84450 |§ 42225 §  548.93
$42,001.00 | § 43,000.00 $ 85950 [$ 42975 $ 558.68
$43,001.00 [ § 44,000.00 $ 87450 | $ 43725 $ 56843
$44,001.00 | § 45,000.00 $ 88950 |§ 44475 $ 578.18
§$45,001.00 | § 46,000.00 $ 90450 |$ 45225 $ 58793
$46,001.00 [ § 4700000 [§ 91950 [ § 459.75 $  597.68
$47,001.00 [ § 4800000 | § 93450 [ $ 467.25 $  607.43
$48,001.00 | § 49,000.00 $ 94950 |3 47475 $ 617.18
$49,001.00 | § 50,000.00 $ 96450 | $ 48225 $ 62693
$50,001.00 | § 51,000.00 § 97650 |§ 488.25 $  634.73
$51,001.00 | § 52,000.00 $ 98700 |§ 493.50 $ 64155
$52,001.00 [ $ 53,000.00 $ 997.50 [ § 498.75 § 64838
$53,001.00 | § 54,000.00 $1,00800 [ § 504.00 $ 65520
$54,001.00 | § 55,000.00 $1,01850 | § 509.25 $  662.03
$55,001.00 [ $ 56,000.00 $1,02000 | § 514.50 $  668.85
$56,001.00 | $ 57,000.00 $1,039.50 |§ 519.75 $  675.68
$57,000.00 [ $ 58,000.00 $1,05000 [ § 525.00 $ 68250
$58,001.00 [ § 59,000.00 $1,060.50 | § 53025 $ 68933
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$59,001.00 [ $ 60,000.00 [ $1071.00 [S 33550 $ 69615 |
$60,001.00 {5 61,00000 |§1,081.50 |§ 540.75 5 M9 |
$61,001.00 | $ 62,000.00 $1.09200 |§ 546.00 $ 70980
$ 62,001.00 $ 63,000.00 $1,10250 [§ 55125 $ 716.63
$63,001.00 [ $ 64,000.00 $1,113.00 | $ 55650 $ 72345
$64,001.00 [ § 65,000.00 $1,12350 [§ 56175 $ 73028
$65,001.00 | $ 66,000.00 §1,13400 | $ 567.00 $  737.10
$66,001.00 | § 67,000.00 $1,14450 [§ 57225 | § 743.93
$67,001.00 |'§ 68,000.00 $1,15500 | § 57750 $  750.75
$68,001.00 |'S 69,000.00 $1,165.50 | § 38275 $ 75758
$69,001.00 | § 70,000.00 $1,17600 | $ 588.00 § 76440
$70,001.00 | § 71,000.00 $1,18650 [ § 593.25 § 771.23
$71,001.00  [§ 72,000.00 $1,097.00 [ $ 59850 §  778.05
$72,001.00 | $ 73,000.00 $1,207.50 [ $ 603.75 3 784.88
§73,001.00 | $ 74,000.00 $1.21800 | $ 609.00 §  791.70
$74,001.00 | § 75,000.00 $122850 [ $ 61425 5 798.53
$75.001.00 [ § 76,000.00 $123900 [ §$ 61950 § 80535
$76,001.00 | $ 77,00000 | $1,24950 |8 624.75 $ 812.18
$77,001.00 [§ 78,00000 [ $126000 |S 630.00 $  819.00
$78,001.00 [$ 7900000 | $1,27050 |5 63525 $ 82583
$79,001.00 | § 80,000.00 $1,281.00 | S 64050 $ 832,65
$80,001.00 | $ 81,000.00 $1,291.50 [ § 64575 $ 839.48
$81,001.00 | § 82,000.00 $1,30200 [ § 65100 $  846.30
$82,001.00 | § 83,000.00 $131250 | § 65625 §_ 853.13
$83,001.00 | § 84,000.00 $1,323.00 [ $ 66150 §  850.95
$84001.00 [§ 8500000 [§1,333.50 |[$ 666.75 §  866.78
$85001.00 [ $ 8600000 | $1,344.00 |$ 672.00 $ _ 873.60
$86,001.00 | $ 87,000.00 $1,35450 | § 67725 §  880.43
$87,001.00 | S 88,000.00 $1,36500 | § 682.50 $ 887.25
$88,001.00 | S 89,000.00 $1,37550 | $ 687.75 5 894.08
$89,001.00 | § 90,000.00 $1,38600 [§ 693.00 $  900.90
$90,001.00 [ § 91,000.00 $1.39650 [ § 69825 §907.73
$91,001.00 [ § 92,000.00 $1,407.00 [ § 70350 5 914.55
$92,001.00 [ § 93,000.00 $1,417.50 [ § 70875 5 921.38
$93,001.00 | $ 94,000.00 $1,42800 [$ 714.00 5 92820
$94,001.00 [ § 9500000 | 3143850 |§ 71925 $ 93503
$95001.00 | § 96,000.00 | $1,449.00 | $ 724.50 $ 941.85
$96,001.00 [ § 97,000.00 | $1459.50 |§ 729.75 $ 94868
$97,001.00 | § 98,000.00 $1,47000 [§ 735.00 $ 95550
$98,001.00 | $ 99,000.00 $1,48050 [§ 74025 $ 962.33
$99,001.00 | $100,000.00 $1491.00 | § 74550 $  969.15
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= $100,001 - $500,000: $1491.00 for the first 5100.000, plus $6.40 for each additional
$1.000 or portion thereof.

»  $500,001 - $1,000,000; $4,051.00 for the first $500,000 plus $5.47 for each additional
$1.000 or portion thereof’

»  $1,000,000 and up: $6,239.00 for the first §1 ;000,000 plus $4.58 for each additional
$1.000 or portion thereof,

* Residential Plan Review = 50% of Permit Fee

» Commercial Plan Review = 65% of Permit Fee

e If work has started prior to issuance of a permit, the Building Permit Fee will double.
¢ Basements

o Finished - $50 per sq.ft.
o Unfinished — refer to the most recent ICC Building Valuation Table

P e
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RESOLUTION NO. R25-49

RESOLUTION OF CITY COUNCIL APPROVING FINAL ANNEXATION FOR A
PORTION OF LOT 7A-1, OF THE AMENDED PLAT OF TRACTS 6A AND 7A, OF
THE AMENDED PLAT OF TRACTS 6 AND 7, OF WESTBROOKS SUBDIVISION,

YELLOWSTONE COUNTY, MONTANA.

WHEREAS, a Petition for Annexation was submitted to the City of Laurel by Michael
Stitzinger, Hans Stitzinger, and James F. Stitzinger Jr., who were the previous property owners,
and the Developer (hereinafter “Petitioner”) of certain real property situated in Yellowstone
County, Montana, on the 6" day of March 2024,

WHEREAS, the real property is generally described as follows:

A Portion of Lot 7A-1, of the Amended Plat of Tracts 6A and 7A, of the
Amended Plat of Tracts 6 and 7, of Westbrooks Subdivision, Yellowstone
County, Montana, according to the Official Plat on file in the Office of the Clerk
and Recorder of said County, under Document No. 1684287, excepting
therefrom that portion granted unto the State of Montana by virtue of Bargain
and Sale Deed Recorded January 25, 1965, Book 807, under Document No.
747048; and excepting therefrom that portion granted unto the Montana
Department of Transportation by virtue of Bargain and Sale Deeds Recorded
September 13, 2017, under Document Nos. 3827294 and 3827295; and
excepting therefrom that portion granted unto the Montana Department of
Transportation by virtue of Warranty Deeds Recorded September 13, 2017
under Document Nos. 3827296 and 3827297.

The real property is generally reflected on the Exhibit attached hereto, which is
incorporated by reference herein, and it includes all contiguous roadways and
rights-of-way;

WHEREAS, Petitioner sought annexation of the property into the City of Laurel in
order to access and utilize City of Laurel services, including, but not limited to, water, sewer,
police, and fire;

WHEREAS, the Laurel City-County Planning Board held a duly advertised public
hearing on Petitioner's Petition for Annexation on the 17" day of April 2024;

WHEREAS, at the conclusion of the hearing, the Planning Board voted to recommend
approval to the City Council of the annexation request;

WHEREAS, the City Council held a duly advertised public hearing regarding
Petitioner’s Petition for Annexation on the 11" day of June 2024;

R25-49 Final Annexation of Love’s Property
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WHEREAS, at the conclusion of the hearing, the City Council determined that approval
of the Petition for Annexation was in the best interests of the City at this time;

WHEREAS, thc annexation of the property is subject to a Late-Comers and
Development Agreement, by and between the City of Laurel and the Developer (Love's), which
was executed by and between the City of Laurel and the Developer and was attached to
Resolution No. R25-39 and thereto incorporated as part of the Resolution;

WHEREAS, the Property Owner will comply with all of the terms and conditions of
annexation imposed by the Laurel City Council;

WHEREAS, all public water, sewer, streetways, and storm drainages will be extended
by the Property Owner and thereafter approved by the Laurel Public Works Department;

WHEREAS, a Waiver of Right of Protest has been finalized, the appropriate
Agreements have been executed, and all appropriate and necessary work will be completed;
and

WHEREAS, the City is prepared to approve the Final Annexation of the property.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Laurel,
Montana, as follows:

1. The owner of record of the territory annexed to the City of Laurel has executed
a Petition of Annexation.

z Pursuant to Mont. Code Ann. § 7-2-46, the incorporated boundaries of the City
of Laurel shall be and the same hereby is extended and/or expanded to include
the territory described herein.

- The following described territory is hereby annexed to the City of Laurel: A
portion of Lot 7A-1, of the Amended Plat of Tracts 6A and 7A, of the Amended
Plat of Tracts 6 and 7, of Westbrooks Subdivision, Yellowstone County,
Montana, according to the Official Plat on file in the Office of the Clerk and
Recorder of said County, under Document No. 1684287, excepting therefrom
that portion granted unto the State of Montana by virtue of Bargain and Sale
Deed Recorded January 25, 1965, Book 807, under Document No. 747048; and
excepting therefrom that portion granted unto the Montana Department of
Transportation by virtue of Bargain and Sale Deeds Recorded September 13,
2017, under Document Nos. 3827294 and 3827295; and excepting therefrom
that portion granted unto the Montana Department of Transportation by virtue
of Warranty Deeds Recorded September 13, 2017 under Document Nos.
3827296 and 3827297.

R25-49 Final Annexation of Love’s Property
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“ The owner of record of the territory annexed to the City of Laurel and the City
of Laurel have executed a Late-Comers and Development Agreement, by and
between the City of Laurel and the Developer (Love’s), which was executed by
and between the City of Laurel and the Developer and was attached to
Resolution No, R25-39 and thereto incorporated as part of the Resolution.

5. That the conditions of the annexation and zoning, as conditioned as follows,
have been or will be met:

A. On all terms, conditions, and requirements of the Late Comer’s and
Development Agreement between the City of Laurel and Petitioner.

B.  The Waiver of Right to Protest, a copy of which is attached to Resolution
No. R24-43 and incorporated by reference herein, and this Resolution,
shall be recorded with the County Clerk and Recorder within ninety (90)
days after the adoption of this Resolution.

C. Connections to the City of Laurel Water and Sewer Systems, once
completed, will require approval by the City of Laurel’s Public Works
Department.

D. All improvements and infrastructure connections will be completed.

6. This Resolution shall be incorporated into the official minutes of the City
Council, and upon said incorporation, the City Clerk-Treasurer shall file a true
and correct certified copy of this Resolution and Meeting Minutes with the
Yellowstone County Clerk and Recorder.

: & From and after the date that the City Clerk-Treasurer files such certified copy
of this Resolution and of the City Council Meeting Minutes with the
Yellowstone County Clerk and Recorder, this Annexation of the above-
described territory to the City of Laurel shall be deemed complete and final.

8. Annexation and the City's responsibility for providing service to the property
shall become null and void upon Petitioner’s failure to satisfy the conditions
imposed by the City Council by and through this Resolution, the Petition for
Annexation, and the Late Comer’s and Development Agreement by and
between the City of Laurel and the Petitioner.

Introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council on the 8" day of July, 2025, by
Council Member Canape.
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PASSED and APPROVED by the City Council of the City of Laurel the 8 day of July,
2025,

APPROVED by the Mayor the 8™ day of July, 2025.

CITY OF LAURI-E![

L L

—— “r

goner, Mayﬁr
ATTEST:
iy,
AHIND & Q.':‘u"”&” i,
& . %
Str ku Clerk—Treasm'er 5"":‘3‘* .-'\1‘&%
@p& g
i3 v /55
APPROVED AS TO FORM: '——,,:?'g*-..,".::“,, of
'9;,:??}'0 NE [‘__Q\l" N

Michele L. Braukmann, Civil City Attorney
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RESOLUTION NO. R24-43

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL FOR ANNEXATION OF PROPERTY
LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS A PORTION OF LOT 7A-1, OF THE AMENDED PLAT
OF TRACTS 6A AND 7A, OF THE AMENDED PLAT OF TRACTS 6 AND 7, OF
WESTBROOKS SUBDIVISION, YELLOWSTONE COUNTY, MONTANA,
ACCORDING TO THE OFFICIAL PLAT ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE
CLERK AND RECORDER OF SAID COUNTY, UNDER DOCUMENT NO. 1684287.
EXCEPTING THEREFROM THAT PORTION GRANTED UNTO THE STATE OF
MONTANA BY VIRTUE OF BARGAIN AND SALE DEED RECORDED JANUARY
25, 1965, BOOK 807, UNDER DOCUMENT NO. 747048; AND EXCEPTING
THEREFROM THAT PORTION GRANTED UNTO THE MONTANA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION BY VIRTUE OF BARGAIN AND SALE
DEEDS RECORDED SEPTEMBER 13, 2017 UNDER DOCUMENT NO. 3827294 AND
3827295; AND EXCEPTING THEREFROM THAT PORTION GRANTED UNTO
THE MONTANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION BY VIRTUE OF
WARRANTY DEEDS RECORDED SEPTEMBER 13, 2017 UNDER DOCUMENT
NO. 3827296 AND 3827297.ADJACENT TO THE CITY OF LAUREL, AS AN
ADDITION TO THE CITY OF LAUREL, YELLOWSTONE COUNTY, MONTANA,
WITH CONCURRENT APPROVAL OF ZONING DESIGNATION UPON
ANNEXATION OF THE PROPERTY.

WHEREAS, a Petition for Annexation was submitted to the City of Laurel by Michael
Stitzinger, Hans Stitzinger, and James F. Stitzinger Jr., who are the property owners (hereinafter
“Petitioner”) of certain real property situated in Yellowstone County, Montana;

WHEREAS, the real property is generally described as a portion of The real property
is generally reflected on the Exhibits to the Petition for Annexation, which is incorporated by
reference herein, and it includes all contiguous roadways and rights-of-way;

WHEREAS, the property is currently unzoned, and Petitioner intends to utilize the
property, if annexed, for Highway Commercial purposes;

WHEREAS, the property is currently outside of City of Laurel City limits, and
Petitioner seeks annexation of the property and a concurrent Zoning Designation as “Highway
Commercial”;

WHEREAS, pursuant to the City of Laurel’s Annexation Policy, the City Council shall
consider various criteria when it receives a written Petition for Annexation, which are fully
incorporated by reference herein;

WHEREAS, further pursuant to the City of Laurel’s Annexation Policy, the City
Council may decide to either condition the approval of the annexation in order to meet the
criteria listed in the City of Laurel’s Annexation Policy or require an Annexation Agreement;

R24-43 Annexation of Love's
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WHEREAS, Petitioner currently seeks annexation of its property into the City of
Laurel, contingent upon completion of the terms of the Annexation Agreement, attached hereto
and fully incorporated herein, which identifies required off-site infrastructure improvements
and guarantees of those improvements;

WHEREAS, in addition to annexation contingent upon completion of the terms of the
Annexation Agreement, the City of Laurel’s Annexation Policies require the mutual-approval
of a Development Agreement prior to issuance of a building permit between the City and
Petitioner; and

WHEREAS, an amended survey for the portion of the Petitioner’s property that will be
annexed shall be prepared and filed with Yellowstone County as part of this annexation; and

WHEREAS, the Laurel City-County Planning Board held a duly advertised public
hearing on Petitioner’s Petition for Zoning Designation on April 17, 2024. At the conclusion
of the hearing, the Planning Board voted to recommend approval to the City Council of the
Zoning Designation, conditioned upon approval of the proposed annexation; and

WHEREAS, the City Council held a duly advertised public hearing regarding
Petitioner’s Petition for Annexation and Concurrent Approval of Zoning Designation on June
11, 2024. At the conclusion of the hearing, the City Council determined that approval of the
Petition for Annexation and Concurrent Approval of Zoning Designation is in the best interests
of the City at this time;

WHEREAS, the annexation of the property and zoning is subject to an Annexation
Agreement by and between the City of Laurel and the Petitioner, which will be executed by
and between the Petitioner and the City of Laurel and will be attached hereto and fully
incorporated as part of this Resolution. In addition, the final annexation of the property and
zoning may be subject to Laurel Municipal Code Chapter 12.38 - developer reimbursement of
water and wastewater extension costs by and between the City of Laurel and the Petitioner,
which will be executed by and between the Petitioner and the City of Laurel and will be attached
to all final annexation documents and Resolution(s), once all conditions of approval, including
execution and completion of a Late Comers Agreement, are completed by the Petitioner and
the Ciry.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Laurel,
Montana, as follows:

1. The owner of record of the territory annexed to the City of Laurel has executed
a Petition of Annexation.

2. Pursuant to Mont. Code Ann. § 7-2-46, the incorporated boundaries of the City
of Laurel shall be and the same hereby is extended and/or expanded to include

R24-43 Annexation of Love's
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the territory described in Petitioner’s Petition for Annexation and all attached
Exhibits,

% The following described territory is hereby annexed to the City of Laurel: A
PORTION OF LOT 7A-1, OF THE AMENDED PLAT OF TRACTS 6A AND
7A, OF THE AMENDED PLAT OF TRACTS 6 AND 7, OF WESTBROOKS
SUBDIVISION, YELLOWSTONE COUNTY, MONTANA, ACCORDING
TO THE OFFICIAL PLAT ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE CLERK AND
RECORDER OF SAID COUNTY, UNDER DOCUMENT NO. 1684287.
EXCEPTING THEREFROM THAT PORTION GRANTED UNTO THE
STATE OF MONTANA BY VIRTUE OF BARGAIN AND SALE DEED
RECORDED JANUARY 25, 1965, BOOK 807, UNDER DOCUMENT NO.
747048; AND EXCEPTING THEREFROM THAT PORTION GRANTED
UNTO THE MONTANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION BY
VIRTUE OF BARGAIN AND SALE DEEDS RECORDED SEPTEMBER 13,
2017 UNDER DOCUMENT NO. 3827294 AND 3827295; AND EXCEPTING
THEREFROM THAT PORTION GRANTED UNTO THE MONTANA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION BY VIRTUE OF WARRANTY
DEEDS RECORDED SEPTEMBER 13, 2017 UNDER DOCUMENT NO.
3827296 AND 3827297.ADJACENT TO THE CITY OF LAUREL, AS AN
ADDITION TO THE CITY OF LAUREL, YELLOWSTONE COUNTY,
MONTANA, WITH CONCURRENT APPROVAL OF ZONING
DESIGNATION UPON ANNEXATION OF THE PROPERTY. The real
property is generally reflected on the Exhibits to the Petition for Annexation,
which is incorporated by reference herein, and it includes all contiguous
roadways and rights-of-way.

4, The owner of record of the territory annexed to the City of Laurel and the City
of Laurel will execute an Annexation Agreement, which terms and conditions
are made a part of this Resolution and the Petition for Annexation.

5. The owner of record of the territory annexed to the City of Laurel and the City
of Laurel will execute a Development Agreement prior to the issuance of a
building permit.

6. That the approval of the annexation is conditioned as follows:

A. Onall terms, conditions, and requirements of the Annexation Agreement
and between the City of Laurel and Petitioner.

B.  The Waiver of Right to Protest, a copy of which is attached hereto and
incorporated by reference herein, and this Resolution, shall be recorded

with the County Clerk and Recorder within ninety (90) days after the
adoption of this Resolution.

R24-43  Annexation of Love's
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C. Connections to the City of Laurel Water and Sewer Systems shall be
approved by the City of Laurel’s Public Works Department.

D.  Any Late Comers Agreement must be agreed upon and approved by the
City prior to the water and sewer service lines being put to use and will
terminate no sooner than 7 years from the date of any late comers
agreement by the developer and the City.

E.  All improvements and infrastructure connections shall be completed
within one calendar year from the date this Resolution is approved,
unless an extension is otherwise approved by the City

7. That the approval of the zoning designation is conditioned upon approval of the
annexation, and upon approval of the annexation, the property shall be zoned as
“Highway Commercial.”

8. This Resolution shall be incorporated into the official minutes of the City

Council, and upon said incorporation, the City Clerk-Treasurer shall file a true
and correct certified copy of this Resolution and Meeting Minutes with the
Yellowstone County Clerk and Recorder.

9, From and after the date that the City Clerk-Treasurer files such certified copy
of this Resolution and of the City Council Meeting Minutes with the
Yellowstone County Clerk and Recorder, this Annexation of the above-
described territory to the City of Laurel shall be deemed complete and final.

10.  Annexation and the City's responsibility for providing service to the property
shall become null and void upon Petitioner’s failure to satisfy the conditions
imposed by the City Council by and through this Resolution, the Petition for
Annexation, and the Annexation Agreement by and between the City of Laurel
and the Petitioner.

Introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council on the 11" day of June 2024, by
Council Member Sparks.

PASSED and APPROVED by the City Council of the City of Laurel the 11 day of
June 2024.

APPROVED by the Mayor the 11* day of June 2024.

R24-43 Annexation of Love's
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ATFIDAVIT OF WATVER OF PROTEST
BEEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF LAUREL, MONTANA

FOR THE ANNEXATION OF THE HEREIN DESCRIBED PROPERTY AND CREATION OF
ANY FUTURE SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

The undersigned hereby waives protest to the annexation of the property described below by the
City of Laurel. Undersigoed also waives their right to seek judicial review under M.C. A,
§ 7-2-4741 (2007), subsequent to the City’s annexation of the below described property.

The undersigned hereby additionally waives protest to the creation of future Special Improvement
District(s) created and/or formed for future street improvements including, but not limited to, paving,
curb, gutter, sidewalk and storm drainage or any other lawful purpose.

This Affidavit is submitted pursuant to and as a part of the Annexation Agreement and future
conternplated Subdivision Improvement Agreement (SIA) with the City of Laurel.

This Affidavit of Waiver shall run with the land and shall forever be binding upon the Granteg, their
transferees, successors and assigns, ;

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPERTY:

- 3 | 4 E Lot TAl, AMIND TR 6A & TA & POR TR 5

;
STATE OF_Pepn sylUtiaja))

)ss.

Countyof Bl s

?nﬂns day of s 4 [ 2,20 2f personally appeared before me,
fhih ael ST 'Z-Ifl-;ﬁef proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be
the person(s) whose name(s) aré subscribed to this instrument, and acknowledged the he/she/they executed

the same.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my Official Seal on the day end

year in this certificate first above written.
-?dfl/& /.:'? L 2}14:\';,(_&,_,,,
Not&y Public for the State of i si i Lowa

(SEAL) : B — Residing at: /i {l6) (crnde. F

ommonsealt BANsyIvania La 23 =1 I
KYLE AMN FRANCIS - Hetary Bublic My Commission Expires: L/~ §~95
Bucks County

My Commission Expires April 18, 2075
Commission Mumber 1052987
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March 6, 2024

Kurt Markegard, Planning Director
City of Laurel

115 West 1* Street

Laural, MT 59044

Re: Letter of Authorization
Laurel, MT Love’s Development Project

Dear Mr. Markegard:

This letter will serve as authorization for Love’s Travel Stops and Country Stores, Inc. (Love’s), and their
Agent, JSA Civil, LLC, to prepare and process the necessary documents relative to the annexation, zoning
assignment, utility extensions, and site development permitting for Tract 7A-1 of the Westbrook’s
Subdivision (Yellowstone County TPN 03082117207010000).

Signed:

Michael Stitzinger %‘éﬂj ,Z%Z_W _)’ 1D ‘ A4
Signature Da e

STATE OF feunsuly: mm,)

County of ﬁtdkﬁ )

P day of Marel .2045‘ personally appeared before me,
Micheel <ht2ivger proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be
the person(s) whmc name(s) arc-slibscribed to this instrument, and acknowledged the he/she/they executed
the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my Official Seal on the day and year in

this certificate first above written.
Kl (B g s
Notar¥ Public for the State of _fZ-i1 41 44 [Ucety &

(SEAL) Residingat: ()11 /6¢5 vzale,
My Commission Expires: L/ ~/€ =25

Commaonwealth of Pennsylvania - Motary Seal
KYLE ANM FRAMCIS - Motary Public
Bucks County
My Commussion Expires April 18, 1025
Commission Humber 1052987
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AFFIDAVIT OF WAIVER OF PROTEST
BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF LAUREL, MONTANA

FOR THE ANNEXATION OF THE HEREIN DESCRIBED PROPERTY AND CREATION OF
ANY FUTURE SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

The undersigned hereby waives protest to the annexation of the property described below by the
Clty of Laurel. Undersigned also walves their right to seek judicial review under M.C.A.
§ 7-2-4741 (2007), subsequent to the City's annexation of the below described property.

The undersigned hereby additionally waives protest to the creation of future Special Improvement
District(s) created and/or formed for future street improvements including, but not limited to, paving,
curb, gutter, sidewalk and storm drainage or any other lawful purpose.

This Affidavit is submitted pursuant to and as a part of the Annexation Agreement and future
contemplated Subdivision Improvement Agreement (SIA) with the City of Laurel.

This Affidavit of Waiver shall run with the land and shall forever be binding upon the Grantee, their
transferees, successors and assigns.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPERTY:

“WESTBROOKS SUBD. S17. T02 5. R24 E. Lot TAL AMND TR 6A & 7A & POR TR 5 LESS HWY
E! !w! E!"
DATEDthis (31~ dayor IMAruA L0 24

; 2
Giranfee Name: Hans Hitzihger

STATE OF oy ldanic )

County of V! ap bons

=
On uﬁsl_f'day of ¥ &9 14 CH . 20&1.EL personally appeared before me,

_Hans Stit zinser proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be
the person(s) whose name(s) are subscribed to this instrument, and acknowledged the he/she/they executed
the same.

N WITNESS WHEREOF, [ have hereunto set my “:and and affixed my Official Seal on the day and

year in this certificate first above written. . v *
WG uwhwon (\ I)J-WL.L-\‘ Jﬁ[‘ad-'cj

Motary Public for the State of |*€11:1 <5y [ nic
(SEAL) Residingat:  Horonam P&

My Commission Expires: 4123, 9 /.20,

Commanwealth of Pennsylvania - Matary Seal
MAUREEN A, BRINSFIELD - Matary Public
Mantgamery County
My Commission Expires February 18, 2016
Commissior Number 1416386
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March 6, 2024

Kurt Markegard, Planning Director
City of Laurel

115 West 1" Street

Laurel, MT 59044

Re: Letter of Authorization
Laurel, MT Love's Development Project

Dear Mr. Markegard:

This letter will serve as authorization for Love's Travel 5tops and Country Stores, Inc, {Love’s), and their
Agent, JSA Civil, LLC, to prepare and process the necessary documents relative to the annexation, zoning
assignment, utility extensions, and site development permitting for Tract 7A-1 of the Westbrook’s
Subdivision (Yellowstone County TPN 03082117207010000).

Signed:

if i .-.[-—.f—.'-r - "_l'.z.'."'
Hans Stitzinger ‘l‘"/]{t ' Al Hidei A s
Signature Vi Date

) ss.
County of hﬂl_u T el e
]

omh,s | 5 dayof _(Vloucche 2034, personally appeared before me,

WNans SEitringes proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be
the pmnn(s) whose name(s) are subscribed to ti-us instrument, and acknowledged the he/she/they executed
the same.

[N WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand & affixed my Official Seal on the day and year in
this certificate first above written.

- \ ‘IL-‘ 1!";: ALY GO I:.'L il,:),“.i. 'J‘v'.-'-‘l_. ,'__l;* Sq'

Notary Public for the State of _[nev oyl nvad
(SEAL) Residingat: _ Mocshgan. (29

My Commission Expires: /.2 %' ). 4 L.

Cammanwealth af Peansyivamia - Natary jez|
MAUREEN A. BRINSFIELD = Motary Public
Mantgomary Caunty
My Cammissian Expires February 18. 1026
Cammission Number 1416388
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Return to:

Love's Travel Stops & Country Stores, Inc.
10601 N Pennsylvania Avenue

Oklahoma City, OK 73120

ANNEXATION AGREEMENT

ﬂsJ

THIS ANNEXATION AGREEMENT is made this //” alay of Ji/ A
2024, by and between LOVE'S TRAVEL STOPS & COUNTRY STDRES, INC, wuth a
mailing address at [0601 N Pennsylvania Avenue, Oklahoma City, OK 73120, (the
“Developer”), and the CITY OF LAUREL, MONTANA, a municipal corporation with a
mailing address at 115 West |* Street, Laurel, MT, 59044 (the “City™).

WHEREAS, the Developer is the owner of certain real property situated in
Yellowstone County, Montana, more particularly described as follows:

A portion of Lot 7A-1, of the Amended Plat of Tracts 6A and 7A, of the Amended Plat
of Tracts 6 and 7, of Westbrooks Subdivision, Yellowstone County, Montana, according to the
official plat on file in the office of the Clerk and Recorder of said County, under Document No.
1684287.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion granted unto The State of Montana by virtue of
Bargain and Sale Deed recorded January 25, 1965, Book 807, Under Document No. 747048;
and EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion granted unto The Montana Department of
Transportation by virtue of Bargain and Sale Deeds recorded September 13, 2017 Under
Document No. 3827294 and 3827295; and EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion granted
unto The Montana Department of Transportation by virtue of Warranty Deeds recorded
September 13, 2017 Under Document No. 3827296 and 3827297.

WHEREAS, the Developer has submitted to the City a Petition for Annexation to the
City for Developer Tract; and

WHEREAS, the Developer desires to annex Developer Tract to the City; and
WHEREAS, the City has approved the Petition for Annexation by Resolution No. R24-
43 for the Developer Tract contingent that a Development Agreement, be executed between the

City and the Developer to identify required off-site infrastructure improvements and guarantees
of those improvements.

Page 1of5

June 12, 2026 82|Page



L4 DEPARTMENT OF
MONTARA

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT il e
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY DPHHS/ LymAN SERVICES

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and covenants
contained herein, the parties do hereby agree as follows:

1. Roads and Access. The Developer Tract shall be accessible by 19 Avenue (1-90
Business) and Old HWY 10. No improvements to 19" Avenue (I-90 Business) or Old
HWY 10 will be constructed upon annexaiion. Future development or subdivision of
the Developer Tract may require 19" Avenue (1-90 Business) and/or Old HWY 10 to be
improved to Montana Department of Transportation standards in a Subdivision
Improvements Agreement or Development Agreement at the time of subdivision or lot
development.

2. Sanitary Sewer. Developer Tract shall be served by the City wastewater system. The
Developer shall extend a new main from the existing 8-inch sanitary sewer main in Old
HWY 10 at 8" Street. Plans and specifications shall be approved by the Public Works
Department.

3. Water. Developer Tract shall be served by the City water system. The Developer shall
extend a new water main from the existing 12" water main in Old HWY 10 at 8" Street.
Plans and specifications shall be approved by the Public Works Department.

4. Storm Drain. The property shall tie into the stormwater drainage system wherever
possible. If a connection is not possible, the property shall manage stormwater on the

property.

5. Right-of-Way. No right-of-way is to be dedicated upon annexation. Rights-of-way shall
be dedicated upon future subdivision of the Developer Tract for any proposed public
streets,

6. Future Intersection Contributions, No intersection contributions are required upon
annexation. Future development or subdivision of the Developer Tract may require
intersection contributions that shall be defined in a Subdivision Improvements
Agreement or Development Agreement based on the recommendations of an approved

traffic impact study (if required).

7. Late Comers Agreement., To be determined separately from this agreement but
consistent with Laurel Municipal Code Chapter 12.38
- DEVELOPER REIMBURSEMENT OF WATER AND WASTEWATER
EXTENSION COSTS. Developer retains the option to utilize this late comers
agreement unti! the final acceptance of the water and sewer extensions to developers

property.

8. Land Survey Amendment. Developer will prepare an amended survey indicating the
portion of the property to be annexed in an approved form that is recordable with
Yellowstone County.

Page 2 of 5
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9, Zoning. The Property is to be zoned as Highway Commercial.

10. Compliance. Nothing herein shall be deemed to exempt the Developer Tract from
compliance with any current or future City laws, rules, regulations, or policies that are
applicable to the development, redevelopment, or use of the subject property.

11. Runs with Land. The covenants, agreements, and all statements in this Agreement and
in the incorporated and attached Waiver shall run with the land and shall be binding on
the heirs, personal representatives, successors, and assigns of the respective parties.

12. Attorney’s Fees. [n the event it becomes necessary for either party to this Agreement to
retain an attorney to enforce any of the terms or conditions of this Agreement or to give
any notice required herein, then the prevailing party or the party giving notice shall be
entitled to reasonable attorney fees and costs, including those fees and costs of in-house
counsel.

13. Amendments and Modifications. Any amendments or modifications of this
Agreement shall be made in writing and executed in the same manner as this original
document and shall after execution become part of this Agreement.

Page 3 of 5



DEPARTMENT OF

»
STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT R L HEATs

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY DPHHS/ yuMAN SERVICES

INWITNESS HEREQF, the parties have exceuted this Agreement as of the day nnd year

first above wrilten.

LOVE’S TRAVEL STOPS & COUNTRY STORES, INC.

%,
e — ! - —
e oy

By, ~— /oM, =
)
tite: Ta Doty Lo Presiolond™
*Developer”

STATE OF OKLAHOMA )

) 58,
COUNTY OF OKLAHOMA )

On this_,'fl_a_"j day of j,-_;lg \___ 7035 personally appeared before

me, iLm_DQf}IL*_‘-’_]{ﬁ Pres.cdond proved to me on the basis of satisfactory

evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) are subscribed to this instrument, and acknowledged
the he/she/they executed the same,

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my Official Seal on the
day and year in this certificate first above written.

ae
i /%e%%m

N h'rr‘w/ Public for the State of _C)I"\
(SEAL) My Commission Expires: QWHQJMM

Rl g
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I'his Agreement is hereby ".pprm?d and accepted by the City of Laurel, this Z / day of

Mane  20.2¢ 24
CITY OF LAUREL, MONTANA
e =
Ny 7ip )
By: ‘Lt el
Mayor
"-"‘54/ f y .
avac_f 55/.; /IS
/4] CityClerk
/
“City”
STATE OF MONTANA )
) ss.
County of Yellowstone )
On this _|\ day of P D'L“tf before me, a Notary Public for
the State of Montana, personally appeared Dewid tua{‘f‘r Wt~ . and
'1(-«4'-1\1 S e UM g4 . known to me to be the Mayor and City Clerk,

res;:ectwely of the City of Laurel, Montana, whose names are subscribed to the foregoing
instrument in such capacity and acknowledged to me that they executed the same on behalf of the

City of Laurel, Montana.

ER HATTON M‘Q}m u-uK‘V\

AMB
m?ﬁﬂﬂi’:“ Notary Public for the State of W T
Residing at Billings, Montzna Residingat: ¥l e AT
W c:imwm%%m o My Commission Expires: Lf\-\.g:.mlr 2\ 2o L,

Approved as to Form:

@Lm;'afiiu o

-

City tt'omcy
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CITY OF LAUREL, MONTANA
REQUEST FOR ANNEXATION
AND PLAN OF ANNEXATION

Applicant is required to meet with the Citv Planner prior to filline out this
application. All blanks of this application are to be filled in with explanation

by the applicant. Incomplete applications will not be accepted.

. Only parcels of land adjacent to the City of Laurel municipal limits will be considered for
annexation. *“Adjacent to” also includes being across a public right of way. If the parcel
to be annexed is smaller than one city block in size (2.06 acres), the city council must
approve consideration of the request; the applicant must make a separate written request
to the city council stating their wish to annex a parcel of land less than one city block in.
Once the council approves the request, the applicant can apply for annexation.

2 Applicant landowner’s name: Michael Stitzinger. Hans Stitzinger. James I, Stitzinger. Jr.
Address: Michael Stitzinger, 5931 Ridgeview Dr. Dovlestown. PA 18902-1379
Phone:

3 Parcel to be annexed: (If it is not surveyed or of public record, it must be of public record

PRIOR to applying for annexation.)
Legal description: WESTBROOK. BD.S17. T02 S. R24 E. Lot 7Al. AMND
TR 6A & TA & POR TR § LESS HWY ROW (18)
Lot size: +/- 23.17 Acres
Present use: Vacant/Undeveloped
Planned use: HC — Highway Commercial for Love's Travel Stop Development
Present zoning: HC — Highway Commercial
(Land which is being annexed automatically becomes zoned R-7500 when it is
officially annexed [City ordinance 17.12.220])

4, City services: The extension of needed city services shall be at the cost of the applicant
after annexation by the city has been approved. As part of the application process, each
of the following city services must be addressed with an explanation:

Water Service:
Location of existing main: 8" Avenue & Old Hwy 10 W Intersection
Cost of extension of approved service: $488.000

How cost determined:_Engineer’s estimate of probable cost
Timeframe for installation:___ Spring 2025

Sewer Service:
Location of existing main; 8" Avenue & Old Hwy 10 W Intersection
Cost of extension of approved service: $511.800
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How cost determined: Engineer’s estimate of probable cost
Timeframe for installation: Spring 2023
How financed: Private

Streets:
Is there any adjoining County ROW to the proposed annexation: the site fronts

Old Hwy 10 Wand 19" Ave W _
Location of existing paved access: there are currently no paved accesses
Cost of paving: N/A

How cost determined: N/A

Timeftame for construction: N/A

Other required improvements: Provide above information on attached
pages.

3 A map suitable for review of this application of the proposed area to be annexed must be
submitted with this application.

6. A written Waive of Protest must accompany this application, suitable for recording and
containing a covenant to run with the land to be annexed, waiving all right of protest to
the creation by the city of any needed improvement district for construction or
maintenance of municipal services. This Waiver of Protest must be signed by the
applicant prior to annexation by the city.

7. Requests for annexations are referred to the City-County Planning Board for
recommendation to the City Council. Within 30 days after receiving the properly filled
out application with all required accompaniments and after conducting a duly advertised
public hearing, the City-County Planning Board shall make recommendation to the City
Council as to this Request for Annexation. If more information is needed from the
applicant during the review of the application, such application shall be deemed
incomplete and the timeframe for reporting to the City Council extended accordingly, in
needed.

8 A non-refundable application fee of $300 + $25.00 per acre (80 acres or less); $300 +
$35.00 per acres (81 acres or more) must accompany the submission of this application.

The City Council of the City of Laurel, Montana, after review and consideration of this
Application for Annexation, found such to be in the best interest of the City, that it
complied with state code, and approved this request at its City Council meeting of

Form revised by City Atlomey Apri! 2008

June 12, 2026 88|Page



STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT £} DIPARTMENT OF

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY DPHHS/ yuMAN SERVICES

AFFIDAVIT OF WAIVER OF PROTEST
BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF LAUREL, MONTANA

FOR THE ANNEXATION OF THE HEREIN DESCRIBED PROPERTY AND CREATION OF
ANY FUTURE SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

The undersigned hereby waives protest to the annexation of the property described below by the
City of Laurel. Undersigned also waives their right to seek judicial review under M.C.A.
§ 7-2-4741 (2007), subsequent to the City's annexation of the below described property.

The undersigned hercby additionally waives protest to the creation of future Special Improvement
Districi(s) created and/or formed for future street improvements including, but not limited to, paving,
curb, gutter, sidewalk and storm drainage or any other lawful purpose.

This Affidavit is submiited pursuant to and as a part of the Annexation Agreement and future
contemplated Subdivision Improvement Agreement (SIA) with the City of Laurel.

This Affidavit of Waiver shall run with the land and shall farever be binding upon the Grantee, their
transferees, successors and assigns.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPERTY:

“WESTBROOKS SURBD. §17, T02 8. R24 €, Lot AL AMND TR 6A & 7A & POR TR § LESS HWY
ROW (18)"

DATEDthis_13%™  dayor_ /17 s 20 24

"’5’\/«} o _/‘ﬁ{md.u

Granfee Name; Hans S{H-'hqt,:.r

STATEOF Poc ol )
) ) ss.

County of "} o2 'vf,.- g )

llusl,_dnyor I 51 b CH "Ddg,persmallyappmmdbcforeme,

HANS St 2inged proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence Lo be
the person(s) whose nan::.(‘-s) are subscribed to this instrument, and acknowledged the he/she'they execuled
the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my "und and affixed my Official Seal on the day and

year in this certificate first above written. . ' ¥
i\ L 190 ) ag be
Notary Public for the State of {11 %,
(SEAL) Residingat: _thyihy o U

My Commission Expires: 1 | ). [ Ji.

Commanwealth af Penniyivania - Motary Sea
MAUREEN A, BRINSFIELD - Molary Pubilc
Mantgomery County
My Commission Expires February 28, 2016
Commission Number 1418386
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March 6, 2024

Kurt Markegard, Planning Director
City of Laurel

115 West 1* Street

Laurel, MT 59044

Re: Letter of Authorization
Laurel, MT Love's Development Project

Dear Mr. Markegard:

This letter will serve as authorization for Lave's Travel Stops and Country Stores, Inc. (Love's), and their
Agent, 15A Civil, LLC, to prepare and process the necessary documents relative to the annexation, zoning
assignment, utility extensions, and site development permitting for Tract 7A-1 of the Westbrook's
subdivision (Yellowstone County TPN 03082117207010000).

Signed:
Hans Stitzinger er?/(;:-xf h:_'lf f ': ir,
Signature Date
STATEOF Lol uiwve )
J ) 55.
Countyof '\ -iimces i )
On this 1"'2 da}' nt‘ WleaCea 202, personally appeared before me,

als > d proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence (o be
I:he persm(s] whose numc(s) are suhscnbcd to this instrumient, and acknowledged the he/she/they executed
the same,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hercunto set my hand nd affixed my Official Seal on the day and year in
this certificate first above written.
i\ ||l Y. EaT, L #,J__:__"
Notary Public l'nr Ihc Sl.an: nl' AL i

(SEAL) Residingat: __ =~ =y oy
My Commission Explms. EXERAEYE

Cammonwealth of Pennsylvania - Natar; Soa
MAUREEN A, BRINSFIELD - Motary Pubilc
mantgomery County
My Commission Expires February 28. 2016
Commission Number 1218186
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AFFIDAVIT OF WAIVER OF PROTEST
BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF LAUREL, MONTANA

FOR THE ANNEXATION OF THE HEREIN DESCRIBED PROPERTY AND CREATION OF
ANY FUTURE SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

The undersigned hereby waives protest to the annexation of the property deseribod below by the
City of Laurel, Undersigned also waives their right to seck judicial review under M.C.A.
§ 7-2-4741 (2007), subsequent to the City’s annexation of the below described property.

The undersigned hereby additionally waives protest 1o the creution of future Special lmprovement
District(s) created and/or fonmed for future sircel improvements including, but not limited Lo, paving,
curb, gutter, sidewalk and storm drainage or any other lawful purpose,

This Affidavit is submitted pursuant 1o and as a part of the Annexatlon Agreement and future
contemplated Subdivision Improvement Agreement (SIA) with the City of Laurel.

“This Affidavit of Waiver shall run with the land and shall forever be binding upon the Gramtee, their
transferees, successors nnd assigns.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PROFPERTY:

SWESTBROOKS SUBD. $17.°102 8, R24 [, Lot 7A1, AMND TR 6A & 7A & POR ‘TR 5 1.1:§3 HWY
ROW (18)"

DATED this __ /. dayof __March .zu.gg;f .

*

STATE OF [y nsylvani«

) ss.

Comtyof Biceks )
Ou this _day f&ﬁ,;ga&. [ .mﬂﬂpml]ympwmem

Tames e, JC proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be
the person(s) whose nume(s) m:L subscnh-:::i 10 this instrument, and acknowledged the he/she/they exscuted
the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed my Official Seal on the day and

year in this cerlificate first above written. %/@L . 2 }m

(SEAL) Commanwealth of Pennsylvania - Nolary Seal
KYLE ANM FRAMCIS - Notary Public
Bucks County
My Commission Expires April 18, 2025
Commission Mumbes 1052987
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March 6, 2024

Kurt Markegard, Planpning Director
City of Laurel

115 West 1" Street

Laurel, MT 59044

Re: Letter of Authorization
Laurel, MT Love’'s Develapment Project

Dear Mr. Markegard:

This letter will serve as authorization far Love’s Travel Stops and Country Stores, Inc. (Lave's), and their
Agent, JSA Civil, LLC, to prepare and process the necessary documents relative to the annexation, zoning
asslgnment, utility extensions, and site development permitting for Tract 7A-1 of the Wastbrook's
Subdivision (Yellowstone County TPN 03082117207010000).

Signed:
James F. Stitzinger, Jr, _ < Qe /& Sl 3, ufEm:, S\, R B Bhar ¥
Signature S J Date :

STATE OF fenn sqlUauicy

. ) 88,
County of /2 .S )
On this /: day MM_, lﬂ_z personally appeared before me,
Tames iz el proved to me on the basis of satisfaciory evidence to be
the person(s) whose name(s) : suh-scnl}ed to this instrument, and acknowledged the he/she/thcy executed
the same.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my Official Seal on the day and year in
this certificate first above written.
(SEAL)

Commanwealth of Peansylvania - Notary Seal
KYLE ANN FRANCIS - Matary Public
Bucks County
My Commission Expires April 18, 2025
Commission Number 1052987
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AFFIDAVIT OF WAIVER OF PROTEST
BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF LAUREL, MONTANA

FOR THE ANNEXATION OF THE HEREIN DESCRIBED PROPERTY AND CREATION OF
ANY FUTURE SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

The undersigned hereby waives protest to the annexation of the property described below by the
City of Laurel. Undersigned also waives their right to seek judicial review under M.C.A.
§ 7-2-4741 (2007), subsequent to the City"s annexation of the below described property.

The undersigned hereby additionally waives protest to the creation of future Special Improvement
District(s) created and/or formed for future street improvements including, but not limited to, paving,
curb, gutter, sidewalk and storm drainage or any other lawful purpose.

This Affidavit is submitted pursuant to and as a part of the Annexation Agreement and future
contemplated Subdivision Improvement Agreement (SLA) with the City of Laurel.

This Affidavit of Waiver shall run with the land and shall forever be binding upon the Grantes, their
transferees, successors and assigns.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPERTY:

:ubmibudboﬂﬂmﬂtmﬂ.mdmknmﬂedgedﬁchdﬂ:ﬂheyawuled

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my Official Seal on the day and

year in this certificate first above written. : 2, :
Notéry Public for the State of A
) C Ith of Pe Ivania - Notary Seal - - i
ommonwed nnylvania - v =
KYLE ANN FRANCIS - Notary Public My Commission Expires:_L/~/ §-25

Bucks County
My Cammission Expires April 18, 2025
Commission Number 1051987
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March 6, 2024

Kurt Markegard, Planning Director
City of Laurel

115 West 1* Street

Laurel, MT 58044

Re: Letter of Authorization
Laurel, MT Love’s Development Project

Dear Mr. Markegard:

This letter will serve as authorization for Love’s Travel Stops and Country Stores, Inc. (Love’s), and their
Agent, JSA Civil, LLC, to prepare and process the necessary documents relative to the annexation, zoning
assignment, utility extensions, and site development permitting for Tract 7A-1 of the Westbrook's
Subdivision (Yellowstone County TPN 03082117207010000).

signed: £ e

Michael Stitzinger (M@jé_%wﬁ/ 3 ‘ I \ a4
Signature / / pale |

STATE OF feunsulV dinis)

Cnmﬂd_-&ﬂi gu

this dayof _Marely 202%, personlly appeared before me,

Michael ST inwgel proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be
the person(s) whose name(s) are-shibscribed to this instrument, and acknowledged the he/shefthey executed
the same,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed my Official Seal on the day and year in

Ko (Do T amter
Notary' Public for the State of _f& TUasn &
(SEAL) Residing at: e

My Commission Expires: _4/~/€-25

Commpnwealth of Pennsylvania - Natary Seal
CYLE ANN FRANCIS - Notary Public
Bucks County
My Commission Expires Agril 18, 2025

Commissiar bumber 1051987 .
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Technical Memorandum

To: City of Laurel
From: Nick Wheeler | JSA Civil, LLC
Date: March 13, 2024
Subjact: Annexation Request — Project Narrative
Project: Laurel, MT Love's Travel Stop
Project Narrative
Annexation Overview:

Love's Trave| Stops & Country Stores, Inc. (Love’s) is requesting the annexation of approximately 23.17 acres
into the City of Laurel, Montana city limits as shown on the enclosed preliminary civil engineering plans. The
subject site is a portion of Yellowstone County Tax Parcel Number 0382117207010000, legally described as Tract
7A-1 of Westbrook's Subdivision.

The area to be annexed includes the northern limits of the tax lot, located north of 19" Avenue/|-90 Business.
The site is located west of the Laurel city limits, with roadway frontages along Old Hwy 10 to the north and 18
Avenue/|-90 Business to the southwest. The property is currently assigned a zoning designation of HC - Highway
Commercial; we are requesting annexation into the Laurel city limits under the City's HC zoning designation.

Utilities:

Upon annexation, City of Laurel (City) public water and sanitary sewer services will be extended to the site via
utility main extensions along Old Hwy 10, within Montana Department of Transportation (MDT) right-of-way.
New service connections will be extended to the Love’s praperty from the new utility mains along Old Hwy 10 to
serve the proposed Love’s Travel Stop development. The new utility mains along Old Hwy 10 will be dedicated to
the City as public infrastructure following the construction of the improvements within MDT right-of-way. It is
understood that right-of-way and utility permit approvals from MDT, and City utility permit approval must be
secured befare construction of the new utility mains. Please refer to the enclosed preliminary civil engineering
plans for additional information.

June 12, 2026 95|Page



STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ,",ﬁj’g[‘l}:”ﬁ’&ﬁ;H -
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

[ - |
I 0TS WAL :l $_' l. . &
| § BT EUNG K 41 VlwearmL e b= :..id b LM . " ¥ ||’ =
Lt ] 5 3 i ik =
H ) | il | soarcwd iNEHATEAE e | S i g :!‘ 4]
i TAID - Ky | <OLE TMHL S50 |
o . M |

§ sy dobY QAT
T il B
oL il s
| ?‘E | | lﬁl!'l:' Er!i !!
& B i S
(6l=[alalsf2lalils Eiﬂ H 5:1’?"!5- }i,[
gyiaﬁ!liq g l! bt !E
i ?gili %5 ﬁag
. img i A i
-
B g
eh B 6 B

: % g: |
> 5 | : i; .
g
%g gli!! tii i
ML W
7
i

5

June 12, 2026 9% |Page



PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT SNio e
DPHH

T L gy ~ N - l i |
| B A LA sa ﬁ W Sq - =
i AR f =-‘ elq U353 MNEIL | i .
’[ .LigL}\’l ‘ I' TiAlDWSE ‘:' |- ' I = m:umsam f @ e F ‘Ii 8

June 12, 2026 97|Page



PUBLIC HEALTH &

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT el
DPHH

uun'anu'sm

Y o sawj’ @‘,ﬁ 53

]
SESER wan MALWAIATL,
PIENLLENG T LA WA 18T

f

VOWSE

|
I; | ‘
H
1 L1
' s
| | E :g.ii

S
I
|
¥| il

wa
B e e R I
o gy = S e—

June 12, 2026 98|Page



PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT SNio e
DPHH

53] o
i
il

58A0T &

June 12, 2026 9|Page



DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

) 5
MgNTfNA
DPHH

= o s
(35} et oiwn e v 8 1 ) S ST
xi Y A s VEATET LT T L
e e W LT ) TY € Wl D
i e 5o iTHL: B % S
”, 0 [OA 2M0238 THD
LTI
]
Vs bR -ulrj..svﬁnlﬂl LY
k v+ s

il - b
A v
Ry —tl % TTT ek s
o \ ln_l..tneF ha a e T ] \__
s 0 u.}..iar \ - == e o 1] /
sy~ (g hrimms | | waEwy
6 e | o W ) | & . 4 /
ammer Eoe e ! JeEy i T /
2 P s 2 S T ‘
=8 A e . T R n.._ o ., &
e sty { (| spmesosnns f.!._.-_n_.u. F
\ 338 118 B0 A =y

3 e - 4 - =) - #
VO BN O 3 908 MrTEL aweevatimty’ ||\ promea &) ﬁ\ . . ’ \\ [

e mAW /
Y | S ..._. l..._...:r L..d.:xﬂ:./f. h«// 5
T T — & s 5 . \ P
natzEma v e \
it B wowa maansef| TE= ...ﬁ(.. -.//
- N L L l.-r?.-.lu o -
HMyrd b Tl w - /f

r
|

1

| e | e T TR (Rl || | [ .. oo S P e i I_

_—F I . ta | . | ii.-u:.m?ﬂ‘lﬂlxﬁ_.llu_lr tL g
1 ¥ RTER 1 o=

I

1

I

L

I35 IRN WL
N T

LJArDi IERATTEAID W0

LS TVEL BT

] a% i
e S
0 i ot
SWPT WEEE -
- 8 e oo . | 1
wIsEALAE .
2 N\ Jr _
= e 0 . A
L T Y B ETE | gmoss wems % |
| |
wTy P n ot eseny \
e \ mm_ﬂﬁ * oy x / ru._,
e - s % | \
P DREEE nlh-cu«.r..l._? Ll L el \
.

1 1
2 oo . L'
iz 2!
id. » ' 4
s A |
L3 o i |
i - <
3 "._
=
¥ .
T
= 'Hil
N— “ H
1 il 1
== i
] ]
-4 =
= "
.-
FET —
S o -y 3 ﬁ
S
o L i ey e Y
el = == = ke Lo = -y L = E oty = !‘l\.
S

T
P
=
% &
o =
9 3
<
-
<E
_ML
G 5
=T
2
O <
3=
WE
o=
J0
(2]
z 2
TR
' S
ANnF
<3
= m
2 1
02
M3
o
L L
oOw
2 g
(@]
=2
w»w Ao

100|Page

June 12, 2026



HUMAN SERVICES

»
STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT A e AT E
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY DPHH

| HHITTN Y —_— I ™
H | | | ﬂnm'\sm:ul.-mnm:ll I £ ".- :’:. LamIRYEIL '. H 3' -+
1 1l ’1“. i W (P — 1m O g.i 8
4 i I Awee: | SCICRF | - ew—" = |
o e =
| fzdl 1
! sl
e | ,
. L T B e st I
e il FIIRE
= o - 143 i ox 48 .
s §|E,iaseza  [EE
§ || i | l | J:'_'_ ~ :“-:_." O :I-i | !
B T i
IR 7
R e T
A f.f ~J
~—/ i i
| : I
o o —— - -t

ki

3 T i ;

e

wa

A a r
FEEEH] EP 4
fged o ff = /
& i‘u:; g? gat P, ./ a7
» THE b v /
i B -1 o
= . - !!- .l‘_ #
H i 7 hE ¥y
1 s /
I i .
L =5 5 / it
a2, - e ' b
Al i - T y
T/ J
] "/"" ’
!; ..'/ 4 / ﬂi'
. b '-\“,.é_/’ 3 o
- £ ol ¥

] /.‘ ‘\.'J-.\

H ,r'J’ N . iii'&
I Ny ,.-.-"f (:\\ \\._ i;&i:
| o i

ET "/ " .‘/ ~, .\\ E:ﬁi

— ol 5 v gaazt
A ” ~ e gl

1 - - oo T— T
ol e gy S e 2 v ggi:a_ig

fr - P ,.,.ﬂ_/' / "‘iifgi

pld L me _wn_ | ww | W X E

;f 2 - 3 $3:0
A

BT T s e el 7 e e =
PP S s SN 4

June 12, 2026 101|Page



DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

) 5
MgNTfNA
DPHH

G WTTRAED de S W
I _ e - T EmremmormEmtomes
N ~ jﬂi'g..“‘uﬂuuﬁ“t
i e e o s A ]
e
TR - 3
Wy

|
|

A e |
i
E
B
_"“\
\‘P
A

——— i ——

" i
= o i S ¥ Fl - \
armanin e A . 3 5
i By /r. L i

1
i 7 -
m ; ) o \ f—unemesmpm ...“.-.%“nduuu.wul..u{r.. T
o w_.u [ et T e et e e e =1 e 3wl e genn. | = . e s /
B m b =\, - | Pwwemisens’ a3
r an s — ¥ \ I o e Y x R 1
Jawny p— ay - w )
= N Je— . | ._.5._.:..!_“\\. 5 Bk it !
n..m e 11 i el | & [t I——— .,..r/ 9../
=y 2 - ..n
m M Erl._..b..._..i/ \ | ﬂ R b retal s |mu Lisnssmsamte W \
m T et ] W | ' | ._.| \
=it BT M & it e 0 3 ¥ .// A
a RmaTT i S \.L gy —— 1 | 4 e
/\_ ..U.a.d/(“ - v ooz | = 3
o o o
0
o
™

¥ | 5 i X - swTey _
ﬁ.whu.unum.ilul. / | 1 LU e S 8 N T WarmstaERw . ;._ \
hmand ] wEsts 4 p L o ] I W n
f / | ¥ Lt ol = ,./. hy
F; & wHEme 3
£ ¥ | ﬁ =] #\
iz s ma f 1 il e mapan 1 L
f i P e ¥, P\
\ | M -~ s\
; L : l ————— e b
R [ L T T A —— - w e i —— e —— - ——— — i 1
- [ R e e e LS. S —————— \
» s v 1
mw o Foe =t [
3 —_— i [}
B o o - A=z . ' £
5 - e 1
g O e e -y | i
mn = = 1 | '
B e
g ¥ - 3 | | al
EX G T S H ' i
a e i | |
5 i ¥ 1
7 EmE e ~ 1 __ 1 T
= (eSS — i 3 Vi fd
- — 2 : A
— 3 ' |
e ' ] i
— C e i ! i _ zl
] ’ e |
——— oo | S A
¥ -y B - pe o L, SR
T WA ot
¥ SN - el i _— i L. - e SR, P |
= Pl . p— - - - L] £ = ey e = = = = =% e Ll wm
- .

102|Page

~n
3 o

T
-
W
=
2]
(72]
w
7]
%]
<
4
<
-
-
W
=
<
o
o
>
-
|
4
<
<
T
_
<
<
<
T
e
o
=
™
o
w
T
<
-
(72]

>
=
=
(&)
<
L
I
-
|
<
L
I
-
<
|
<
L
=
o
2]
P
L
(24
(@)
L
(]
L
B
N
™
(]
L
\n
)
Q.
o
(24
o

June 12, 2026



DEPARTMENT OF

»
STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT D Nl
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

FTTH 1 I ]
[ | P — oI seuseL |’ : B | o
i | 1 2005 5 AT WALV 118 T 'Mﬁ ig 5.‘ >
il i wmarow pEndBE TN | S il 11® ge 5
| |"545i 4019 TAALL 2341 “ il I |
| !I!'J.Ll | i E |
| i i i
" (9T 75 e IBCITM i . 5 i f1 E ¥!
1 T, t " vrmam et unaim g
/ "
- .- by o
~zr—am 0 £ I
4 13 vl A
o :
JZ¥Euitld 5 L3
wraged | M s
i 1 E
A, 48
:,
‘I'
=" &
a
s
i l. "ﬁ_i
i
L
2
1 3
-
14 —Jz
o
52

T . ik
el o e

P e g,
L]
¥
H

r
]
i
"

ABwy
vl ]
e ..iJ,
3 ot
il
4 et
|
Iz
! ! o
i
] i
gw.,& w0 2!
gt 1 ‘
— - -
ot LRI
:'Z! 1 i
)
Fi:g st | ] g.l
il i S
wi
L] Ini
v ai B
2 155]4 wedt§ ¥
s g
i i
" R I
i SAFICPEE - =
T : i

Shrafx
T 3 R e s e 14 e -

June 12, 2026 103|Page



g L4 DEPARTMENT OF
M NT*M PUBLIC HEALTH &
DPHHS/ LymAN SERVICES

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

| | B |
| | ) 09393 YT . -
' LI e ; - S Al Ei '
H | ali » LA INFAND TR AR & CA i i |
:i?.-,':‘,,ii ] 0L T B3N ' e il
[refectatil | % |
]
- ¥ i

et o -

RS e T e e |
vearETmE |

2 0 G et b |

S s
w, 28 1y |
m 1

=
]

(s

s
nl {1 4 :
i 13
T AN ﬂl‘ﬂdl':“\:-;‘l-x‘w‘ll: ;.ﬂ':

June 12, 2026 104|Page



STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

) 5
MgNTfNA
DPHH

DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

: 1
i il ¥
| izt

5{’}._

% . v WAL

FEC BT 6 OAT TRAPTLTEL

HAISYSE

49363 B RL
1230 APEIN GO TR0 TEIWINNOD
4015 TN

uao

- W2

June 12, 2026

e Fis odesg P

L
J._*'Ii v
=1
=
»|
=1
i - 1
By st
| aiiis
g
s
qt .
\:I' -
5 :
i
=
a2 .
} :
ty . "h
= =%
2 Ny ef
| safii
Eijga;::
b=
st
|
£
EE
oy
L]
i =
. '!
n B l:
? ol
| fAvatd
—
'
Al
L
Blal
3E
3
-
; / =
| ’!
]
it
2 BRvadl
=
i
A |
i
8
il
1
all
H
| = T
= a .?E
Fiiih
L hdegtl
i
-
&
* 3
o —-—
gl 00
I e
| i
R 2
P ed s &
i i r aii§i§
Ta) aivaas
r,?. =
g 2l s
i = !
L I

EEEREEREN

TN SR T AT BTN

.-J‘;i.:.
|
g -5
1 S
| '.
% lg
™ sio] A
.
ll
5 g
Ny 38 '
i “Ea‘;ii wiil] 8
| SEaY
I Miwadd
g
i et &
]
L o
| g -
i ki = mel] &
| 3 ;
i nf
i H .= — |
-] h"
I | ] o 3
P sl
Il i:_'_;"‘“ﬂv ..s.«:':':
| ..
sl i
4 '
i i
I | wut h
|
-
| [ _::
! K H'l.'-.u-g
-
R
M
mizA 4
| il 4
| =
T Er: et ¥
oW i I
| !
;o %
| b o et
¥, K
] - CF :
| .
. afaff 3 § :
- !5“-- 5=k il 8
E!g
i + 9
as
J ﬂE s
' sy sl 2
—H4 ettt L4

i
L
=1

W |DAERG P (3 EITVEER O GhAR

UL AT U AT 1) 5 W o
=

e
]

»
z3izl

T B R T BT i e R e - P

-y

------

105|Page



DEPARTMENT OF

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT £F BN PEPARTHENT OF
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

| | ARG Y VLA R ; - é
L ETSTTTS TR AT ; 2
l |', TAIDYED |1 o

wffl | H i

SRR RN

———— Attt §

HUMAN SERVICES

us.od

(% L4 et P
i SDAOCT '}Séz
| LoAroud INSNATEAGD WIRERTOD S & | g

008 TRWHL 536 €

—
f————
)
=
e

;! X !E‘ ~.\-‘?
ik | ;
» Ll awil &
e e A e | Snyye ?"f“"
E F : | ”lﬂ!!ﬁﬁé;ﬁ
. i : ify? H
M= % & His Eﬂg" 4
- & £] §oos "Te
% | ol iy
! AR B I
ul b
- ” L. v
J: 8 ! e |
& aafsit «ifadl
lH;.':n . _Iﬁnrf
,_:l. ¢ 'P 1 @ !p
‘ . .
K &
& € .
= :'-
"l 5 i
;. - 1 9 wil &
| = 4
e o
4 5235:: i
f !
"
i _ll
& ol &
1l
: ¥
;4 il 3
N
o - ; : @
sl vt 5
Adveid =
i 8L
.'3 el #
LN | » a
& ! gl 3
£l4 g F/ i 4!
4 fi : F
=i | |
- L §
- | ’ !
3 = | 1 = =
v, B ] AT
il a Tl 4
gl Afvall L s vl
’ a3
;1
3
= il §
3
L] I '
] ",: o o
e
favall
L0

i

: & el i

%n | b
H @ ! . ;"
L {:ni
My Bty
J il A1 5
g ot

: 4 s
& . Tt ?Ef: :
LN TIE B BRI ] i i ig Olewse

T e SR Y (PSR B S AL - Y
e =i o 0

June 12, 2026 106 |Page



PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

¥
STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT el Nl
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

Engineering | Planning | Management

LOVE'S TRAVEL STOP
LAUREL, MT
ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE OF PROBABLE CONSTRUCTION COST - FOR WORK [N ROW

# DESCRIPTION QUANTITY  UNIT  UMITCOST EXTENSION
SEWER EXTENSION

1 PV SANITARY SEWER PIPE 8 IN. DIAM, LESS THAN 10 FT. BELOW FINISHED GRADE 2838 LF 385 8185475

2 PWG SANITARY SEWER PIPE 8 IN. DIAM., 10 FT. - 14 FT, BELOW FINISHED GRADE 1388 LF sS85 sInT2s

3 SANITARY SEWER MANHOLE, 48 IN. DLAM. 13 EA §4 500 $50,500

4 TRENCH RESTORATION (4" ASPHALT OVER 12" BASE COURSE) : 1 LS $150,000 150,000

SEWER SUBTOTAL| 8811800

WATER EXTENSIOM
5  PAAC 800 PIPE FOR WATER MAIN 12 IN. Diam. 3350 LF 570 $278,500
& GATE VALVE AND BLOCKING 12 IN. 18 EA S2000 530000
7 HYDRANT ASSEMBLY 9 EA 53,500 $1,500
8 TRENCH RESTORATION (4° ASPHALT OVER 12" BASE COURSE) 1 LB §150,000  §150,000

[ WATER SUSTOTAL|  s4ea.000]

[ TOTAL ESTIMATED CONSTRUCTION COST| _ 5093.800)
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HUMAN SERVICES

Tasks

Results
Result layer name
Parcels Query result

Displayed features:

41/41

Taxcode: DO258T

Geocode: 03082108301 180000

Recording number:

Property owner: ALLWIN, DENNIS D & GLORIA
A

Subdivision: UNPLATTED
Block number:

Lot number:

Certificate of Survey:
Tract number:

Click [or property tus detail

Taxcode: C12668

Geoeade: 03082108360010000
Recording number: 3061180
Property owner: MILLER TROIS LLC
Sabdivision: ROSSMOOR SUB

Block number; |

Lot number: 1

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

Click for properts tax detal

Taxcode: C12667

Geocode: 03082108390010000
Recording number: 3061180
Property owner: MILLER TROIS LLC
Subdivision: ROSSMOOCR 5UB

Block number: |

Lot number: |

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

ek for propens tax datail

Taxende: DO2622

Geocode: 03052108402010000
Recording number:

Property owner; KNOP, KENNETHR &
DEBORAH A

Subdivision: UNPLATTED

Block number:

Lot number:

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number;

Ulick lor property tax detail

Taxeode: DO2621

June 1Z, ZUZo
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Geocode: 03082108402060000

Recording number:

Property owner: BECKER, WILLIAM THOMAS
SR & MILA PODINO

Subdivision: UNPLATTED

Block mumber;

Lt number:

Certifieate of Survey:

Tract numbaer:

Lkl properts las dletand

Tuxcode: B 744

Geocode: 03082108403030000

Recording number:

Property owner: WHITE, LYNET & CHARLES R
Subdivision: VANBUREN SUB

Bloek number: 2

Lot number: 1

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

ek (i pavgreity s alelan

Taxcode: BO1T46

Geocode: 03082108403080000
Recording number: 3669831
Property owner: KNUTSON, CHRIS
Subdivision: VANBUREN SUB
Block number: 2

Lot number: 13

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

ik for propens s detail

Taxcode: BO1T46B

Geocode: 03082108403120000

Recording number: 3669831

Property owner: COMMERCIAL BUILDING
DEVELOPMENT LLC

Subdivision: VANBUREN SUB

Block aumber: 2

Lot number: 17

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

Cliek lor properny tax detail

Taxcode: BOLT46A

Geocode: 030821084031 50000
Recording number:

Property owner: HEALEY, JERRY )
Subdivision: VANBUREN SUB
Block number: 2

Lot number: 20

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

liek for propeny tay detail
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Taxeode: B01740

Geocode: 03082 108404030000

Recording number:

Property owner: PARKS, LYLE F & LAURA GC
Subdivision: VANBUREN SUB

Block number: 1

Lot number: 2

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

L hiek for propens fas Jepal

Taxcode: BOI740A

Geocode: 03082108404040000

Recording number: 3848196

Property owner: BECKER, WILLIAM THOMAS
SR & MILA PODINO

Subdivision: VANBUREN SUB

Block number: |

Lot number: 20

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

Taxcode: BO1743

Geocode: 03082108404060000

Recording number:

Property owner: PARKS. LYLE F & LAURA GC
Subdivision: YVANBUREN SUB

Block number: |

Lot number: 19

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

Click for propess tax detal

Taxeode: D12863

Geocede: 030821084035060000
Recording number: AB26

Property owner: BECKER, WARREN I &
MARCHETA M

Subdivision: UNPLATTED

Block number:

Lot number:

Certificate of Survey:

Tract namber:

Click for propensy tax detail

Taxcode: DO2617

Geoeade: 03082108405090000

Recording number:

Property owner: HERMAN. MICHAEL A
Subdivision:

Block number:

Lot number:

Certificate of Survey: CS 416 AM

Tract number: TR |
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€ ligk Ior poviteris fas ool

Taxcode: DOZ618
Geocode: (3082108405130000
Recording number:

Praperly owiier; RRENELRA, PETER E & DORIS

m

Subdivision:

Block number:

Lot number:

Certificate of Survey: CS 416 AM
Tract number: TR 2

Lligh for property tas detal

Taxeode: DO2616A

Geocode: 03082108405150000
Recording number: 3743789

Property owner: TOWN AND COUNTRY
SUPPLY ASSOCIATION

Subdivision:

Block number:

Lot number:

Certificate of Servey: C5 3590

Tract number: TR |

ik for propeiis oy el

Taxcode: Cl4948

Geocode: 030821084100 10000

Recording number: 3329877

Preperty owner; CITY OF LAUREL MONTANA
Subdivision: SOLID FOUNDATIONS SUB
Block number: 3

Lot number: |

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

{ lick lor propets tas detail

Taxcode: C12669

Geocode: 03082108490010000
Recording number: 3061180
Property owner: MILLER TROIS LLC
Subdivision: ROSSMOOR SUB

Block pamber: |

Lot number: 3

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number;

(linhs (or properiy iy detail

Taxcode: DO2801

Geocode: 03082117109010000

Recording number:

Property owner: WOOD'S POWR-GRIP CO INC
Subdivision: WESTBROOKS SUB

Block number: NONE

Lot number: 2
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Certificate of Survey:
Tract number;

€ lick for propery tas detiil

Taxcode: DO2800

Geocode: 03082117109050000

Recording number:

Property owner: HORTON STORAGE LLC
Subdivision: WESTBROOKS SUB

Block number: NONE

Lot number: |
Certificate of Survey:
Tract number:

oIk fuwr propeits s detail

Taxcode: DO279Y

Geocode: 03082117 109100000

Recording number:

Property owner: WOOD'S POWR- GRIP CO INC
Subdivision: WESTBROOKS SUB

Block number: NONE

Lot number: |

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

Chick lor propens tax detail

Taxcode: BO1738
Geocode: 03082117112010000

Recording number:
Property owner: WOOD'S POWR-GRIP CO

Subdivision: STOUFFER SUB
Block number: 2

Lot number; 12

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

Click for propealy oy dets

Taxcode: BO1736

Geocode: 03082117114010000

Recording number: AB26

Property owner: FISCHER, CLAYTON &
DWIGHT

Subdivision: STOUFFER SLIR

Block number: |

Lot number: 11

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

Click for propeny tax detail

Taxcode: BOI0)

Geocode: 03082117190010000

Recarding number: '

Property owner: EVERGREEM INVESTMENT
PROPERTIES LLC

Subdivision: FIGGINS SUB
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Block number: |

Lot number: 2
Certificate of Survey:
Tract number:

Click Bor progeis s alelail

Taxcode: B03046

Geocode: 03082117 190040000

Recording number:

Property owner: KASTELITZ, TOM & ROSINA
Subdivision: FIGGINS SUB AM L:1

Block nomber: |

Lot number: 1B

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

£ lheh lonr propeits taes detail

Taxecode: B03047

Gencode: 03082117190060000
Recarding number:

Property owaer: ZIMMERER, STEVE
Subdivision: FIGGINS SUB AM L:I
Block number: |

Lot number: 1C

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

Click fsr propeny o degdl
-

Taxcode: BO3045

Geocode: 030821 17190080000
Recording number:

Property owner; TORRES, JOAN
Subdivision: FIGGINS SUB AM L:1
Block number: |

Lot number: 1D

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

L liek for propenty tas ditail

Taxcode: BOJO4IA

Geocode: 03082117190400000
Recording number: 3129124

Property awner: PETERSON FAMILY
PROPERTIES LLC

Subdivision: FIGGINS SUB AM L:lA
Block number: |

Lot number: 1A2

Certifiente of Survey:

Tract number:

Click Top property tay detail
Taxcode: BO3042
Geocode: 030821 (7190500000

Recording number:
Property owner: MATRIARCH CONSTRUCTION
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INC

Subdivision: FIGGINS SUB
Block number: |

Lot number: 3

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

Click fop propeity ks detail

Taxcode: DOZE0ZA

Geocode: 030821 17190700000

Reeording number:

Property owner: HUTSELL. WILLIARD E &
PATSY A

Subdivision: WESTBROOKS SUB AM TR 243
Block number: NONE

Lot number: 1B

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

Clich tor properts fas detispl

Taxcode: D12151

Geocode: 03052117207010000

Recording number:

Property owner: STITZINGER. MICHAEL (50%)
Subdivision: WESTBROOKS SUB AM TR 6A.7A
& PORTION 5

Block number: NONE

Lot number: TAl

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

€ lick lior propery las etail

Taxeede: D02804

Geocode: 03082117207200000
Recording number:

Property owner: CI[TY OF LAUREL
Subdivision:

Block number:

Lot number:

Certificate of Survey: CS 1055
Tract number; TR 1

Taxcode: DI12152

Geocode: 03082117207340000

Recording number:

Property owner: ROCK CREEK VENTURES LLC
Subdivision: WESTBROOKS SUB

Block number: NONE

Lot number: 3

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

Chick tor properny o detal

Taxcode: DI2152A
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Geocode: 03082117207360000

Recording number: AB-26

Property owner: ROBERTUS, TIMOTHY D (50%)
Subdivision: WESTBROOKS SUB

Block number: NONE

Lot number: 4

Certifieate of Survey:

Tract number:

Click Bar properts tas detail

Taxcode: DO28035

Geacode: 03082117207370000

Recording number: 3998692

Property owner: WESTBROOK STORAGE LLC
Subdivision: WESTBROOKS SUB AM L: d4-5
Block number: NONE

Lot number; 34

Certilicate of Survey:

Tract number:

ek B propesty fas detiud

Taxcode: DO2B05A

Geocode: 030821 17207470000

Recording number: 3998692

Property owner: GROSHELLE, RUDY R &
Subdivision: WESTBROOKS SUB AM L: 4-3
Block number: NONE

Lot number: 4A

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

Click For property tas detiail

Taxcode; 12592

Geocode: 03082117290010000

Recording number:

Property owner: CONNIE C LOVE TRUST
Subdivision: STITZINGER-SMITH SUB
Block number: |

Lot number: |

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

Clich tor property s dutail

Taxcode: DOZ830

Geocode: 03082( 181010 10000
Recording number: 3812272

Property owner: CASE, KRISTINE M &
Subdivision: UNPLATTED

Block number:

Lot number:

Certificate of Survey:

Tract number:

Cligk fior properns tas detail

Taxcode: DO2830B
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Geocode: 03082118105010000

Recording number: 1297698

Property owner: BICKFORD, SARAHD &
Subdivision:

Block pumber:

Lot number:

Certificate of Survey: C3 2091 AM

Tract aumber: TR B

L ligh lor propes s detai

Taxcode: DOZEIDA

Geocode: 03082118105070000
Recording number: 1297698

Property owner: KOCHER. MICHAEL
Subdivision:

Block number:

Lot namber:

Certificate of Survey: CS 2091 AM
Tract number: TR A

Click lor propens tay ditil

Taxcode: DO2BIOE

Geoeode: 030821 18110010000

Recording number:

Property owner: VAR DEVELOPMENT LLP
Subdivision:

Bloek number:

Lot number:

Certificate of Survey: C5 2361

Tract number: TRC

Cligk for propers lax detail
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Map for proposed annexation for a portion of Lot7A1 of the amended plat of Tracts 6 and 7 and a portion of tract 5 of West

brook Subdivision and the adjoining highway rights of way.
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PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE

The Laurel-Yellowstone City-County Planning Board and Laurel's Zoning Commission will
conduct a_public hearing on April 17, 2024.

Public Hearing for the annexation into the City of Laurel and assignment of zoning “Highway

Commercial” for the property described as Westbrook Subdivision Lot 7A1 of the amended plat
of Tracts 6 and 7 of Westbrook’s Subdivision and a portion of Tract 5 of Westbrook's
Subdivision. The property is located approximately 3,000 feet west of Laurel City Limits on Old
Highway 10 West.

The hearing is scheduled for & P.M., in the Laurel City Council Chambers at City Hall, 115 West
1st Street, Laurel, Montana, on Wednesday, April 17'", 2024.

Public comment is encouraged and can be provided in person at the public hearing on April 17,
2024. Public comments can also be made via email to the Planning Director, or via letter to the

Planning Department office at 115 West 1st Street Laurel, MT 59044. Emails or letters of
comments should be received by 2pm MST April 11, 2024, so they can be transmitted to the
Planning Board members prior to the meeting. Copies of the documentation are available for
review upon request at the Pianning Department office. Questions regarding this public hearing
may be directed to the Planning Director at 406-628-4796 ext. 5305, or via email at
citvolanner@|aurel.mt.gov
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TS W, IS8T, Citv Of Laurel
PUB, WORKS: 628-4796 ALY b e
WATER OFC.: 628-7431

COURT: 628-1964 P.O. Box 10

FAX §28-2241 Laurel, Montana 59044

Office of the Planning Director

PLANNING BOARD AND ZONING COMMISSION
A portion of Westbrook’s Subdivision Tract 7A-1 of the

amended plat of Tracts 6A and 7A of the amended plat of tracts 6
and 7 of Westbrook’s Subdivision and a portion of Tract S of

Westbrook’s Subdivision less Highway ROW
Annexation and Initial Zoning

Applicant:

Michael Stitzinger

Hans Stitzinger

James Stitzinger

5931 Ridgeview Dr.
Doylestown, PA 18902-1379

The Stitzinger Family is 100% of the land ownership. Annexation pursuant to §7-2-4601 et. seq.
MCA. (Annexation by Petition).

Request:

The applicants representing 100% of the ownership of lands invalved, has Petitioned the City of
Laurel for Annexation of approximately 23.17 acres of property adjacent to the City of Laurel with
an initial Zoning Designation of Highway Commercial for concurrent review.

The subject property is generally described as a Lot 7A1, A portion of Westbrook’s
Subdivision Tract 7A-1 of the amended plat of Tracts 6A and 7A of the amended plat of tracts 6
and 7 of Westbrook's Subdivision and a portion of Tract 5 of Westbrook's Subdivision less
Highway ROW Section 17, Township 2 South, Range 24 East P.M.M., Yellowstone County,
Maontana, An annexation Exhibit, which is incorporated into this report by reference, has been
submitted in support of the Petition and Requested Initial Zoning.

June 12, 2026 120|Page



DEPARTMENT OF

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PUBLIC HEALTH &
)

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY PHHS/ umAN SERVICES

Praocess:

The annexation petition and requested initial zoning has been scheduled for consideration and a
public hearing by the Laurel ~ Yellowstone City County Planning Board and Zoning
Commission for 6 p.m. on Wednesday, April 17, 2024. The City Council will consider the
annexation and zoning designation at a future council meeting.

Analysis of the Request

The Stitzinger Family represents 100% of the land ownership involved in the petition.
The 2020 Laurel Growth Policy designates the property as a ‘growth area’ of the city.
The current use of the property is nonproductive agriculture as nothing has been planted
on the property since the new highway interchange was construcred.

The requested zone Laurel “Highway Commercial” provides uses compatible to lands

adjacent to roads and is consistent with the requirements of R-08-22 that lands embraced

by the city be assigned R-7500 or greater. This property is not conducive to residential
development.

The subject property was presumed to be zoned “Highway Commercial” and is now

presumed to be not zoned but Yellowstone County is in the process to zone it “Highway

Commercial”.

» Highway commercial (HC) district - The purpose of this district is to provide areas
for commercial and service enterprises which are intended primarily to serve the
needs of the tourist, traveler, recreationist, or the general traveling public. Areas
designated as highway commercial should be located in the vicinity of, and accessible
from freeway interchanges, intersections in limited access highways, or adjacent to
primary or secondary highways. The manner in which the services and commercial
activities are offered should be carefully planned in order to minimize the hazard to
the safety of the surrounding community and those who use such services; and to
prevent long strips of commercially zoned property.

» MCA 76-2-Part 46 annexation requires that the land use designation be ‘consistent with
the prevailing use of the property, consistent with the prevailing County Zoning
Assignment, and/or consistent with the current growth policy’. All lands outside the City
of Laurel were previously thought to have been extraterritorial zoned and Yellowstone
County is now exercising zoning authority from 2024 and forward.

» In addition to the extension of urban scale services the City Zoning provides options for
development that are not available to rural properties.

» The initial zoning must be considered under City Resolution R-08-22 (Annexation), the
Laure]l Municipal Code Title 17 (Zoning).

» The question of annexation and initial zoning must be heard by the Laurel — Yellowstone
City County Planning Board and Zoning Commission to give a recommendation of the
zoning assignment to the City of Laurel City Council.

> Is the requested annexation and initial zunmg in the best interest of the City and Citizens
of the City of Laurel.

> The property issituated such that street rights-of-way will need to be annexed to the subject

property. The highways in the area are under the control of the Montana Department of

Transportation.

Y VY

Y

Y
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Findings:

¥v" The subject property is adjacent to the City of Laurel via a street connection.

¥ The City Council is not required to submit the question of annexation to the qualified
electors of the area to be annexed as the petition is signed by 100% of the owners.

v" The city may annex the property as 100% of the ownership of same has petitioned the city
for annexation.

v" The driver for the annexation request is to develop the property for commercial purposes.
The agents working with the property owners want to have city water and sewer services.

v The property has been identified as a high priority area in Chapter 7.5, Annexation, of the
2020 Growth Policy and is included in the Planning Jurisdiction Map annexation priority
boundaries, As such, the requested zoning is consistent with the Laurel Growth Policy.

v" The proposed assignment of “Highway Commercial “meets all the statutory requirements
of MCA 76-2-46 annexation and zoning assignment.

v" The Laurel “Highway Commercial” Zone is determined to be a “greater than" R-7500
classification density.

v" The extension of city services will be at the owner’s expense (R-08-22) and in accordance
with the Annexation Agreement or a development agreement as approved by the City
Council and requirements of the Public Works Department and the Montana Department
of Transportation

v" The city can provide services to the property both existing and proposed if extension of
water, sewer. Storm water will have to be stored on site.

12 Point Test for Zoning:

. Is the zaning in accordance with the growth policy;

o The Growth Policy identifies all the property proposed for annexation as an annexation
priority area.
* Resolution R-08-22 requires zoning assignment at annexation at R-7500 or greater.
¢ The Zone “Highway Commercial” meets the definition as ‘greater than’ R-7500 and is not
a residential planned area.
Finding:
The requested zoning is in accordance with the Growth Policy.

Il Is the zoning designed to lessen congestion in the streets;

» The proposed zoning along with the annexation agreement will allow development of the
property consistent with the adjoining interstate traffic.

o Proposed development that would potentially impact roads and a traffic impact analysis is
being developed for the Montana Department of Transportation.

‘o Highways adjacent to this property are all within the Montana Department of
Transportation. City streets are not in the area.

Finding:
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The requested zoning will have a material impact on the State of Montana Department of
Transportation. The City may see increased traffic as with any added development of property.

It Is the zoning designed to secure safety from fire, panic, and other dangers;
& Fire hydrants and water supply should be adequate if they meet the requirements from the
Public Works Department.
Finding:
The requested zoning will not have an adverse impact on safety from fire, panic, or other
dangers.

. Is the zaning designed to promote health and the general welfare;

o The land is adjacent to the interstate highway system and “highway commercial” zoning
allows for land uses to provide places for the traveling public to eat, fuel their vehicles, and
rest.

Finding:
The requested zoning will promote the public health and the general welfare.

V. Is the zoning designed to provide adequate light and air;

s The existing zoning imposes building setbacks, height limits, limits on the number of
buildings on a single parcel, and reasonable area limits on new development.

» The proposed “Highway Commercial” zone provides restrictions on structure height,
setbacks, lot coverage. These standards exist to provide open spaces and adequate light
and air.

» The existing development has more than adequate separation from surrounding uses.

Finding
The requested zoning will provide adequate light and air.

Vi, Is the zoning designed to prevent the overcrowding of land;
o The existing zoning imposes building setbacks, height limits, limits on the number of
buildings on a single parcel, and reasonable area limits on new development.
Finding:
The proposed zoning will prevent the overcrowding of land.

VIL Is the zoning designed to avoid undue concentration of population;

» The existing zoning imposes building setbacks, height limits, limits on the number of
buildings on a single parcel, and reasonable area limits on new development,

= The subject property is large enough to provide adequate separation from surrounding
uses.

» The property is not going to be used for residential development with the *“Highway
Commercial” designation.

Finding: :
The proposed zoning will prevent the undue concentration of population.

June 12, 2026 123|Page



DEPARTMENT OF

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT CL N DICARTHANT OF o
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

Vil Is the zoning designed to facilitate the adequate provision of transportation, water,
sewerage, schools, parks and other public requirements;
o The requested zoning will allow for transportation services as defined in “Highway
Commercial” designation in the Laurel Municipal Code.
Finding:
The requested zoning will facilitate the adequate provision of transportation, water,
sewerage, schools, parks and other public requirements.

IX. Does the zoning give reasonable consideration to the character of the district and its peculiar
suitability for particular uses;

» The requested zoning is consistent with the Growth Policy.

o The property is compatible with surrounding development and had been believe to be
previously zoned “Highway Commercial” in the extraterritorial zoning for the City of
Laurel.

» The water and sewer infrastructure with this annexation is for the intended use of the
property and will need final approval from the City of Laurel City Council and the Public
Works Department as well as the Montana Department of Transportation.

Finding:
The requested zoning is consistent with surrounding uses, the Growth Policy and provides
for opportunities with suitable uses.

X. Does the zoning give reasonable consideration to the peculiar suitability of the property for
its particular uses;
] The requested zoning is consistent with the Growth Policy.
o The property is compatible with surrounding development and is consistent with
interstate highways adjacent to the property.
» The water and sewer infrastructure proposed with the annexation will have to meet

infrastructure requirements by the Public Works Department and the Montana
Department of Transportation.
Finding:
The requested zoning is in keeping with the character of the development in the area.
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Xl. Will the zoning conserve the value of buildings;

» The extension and availability of public water and sewer resultant from annexation and
initial zoning will add value to buildings as the proposed use is substantially like or
complementary to surrounding buildings and uses.

® The requested zoning is consistent with the Growth Policy.

« The proposed zoning is not anticipated that there would be any adverse effect on the value
of surrounding buildings or lands.

Finding:
The value of existing buildings both on and adjacent to the requested zone will either be
enhanced or not affected by the proposed zoning,

X Will the zoning encourage the most appropriate use of land throughout the municipality?
e The requested zoning is consistent with the Growth Policy.
¢ The requested zoning is consistent with the prevailing land uses and zoning surrounding
the property.
Finding:
The requested zoning provides for the most appropriate use of land in the municipality
which will keep non-residential traffic close to the interstate.

Conclusion:

The petition for annexation into the City of Laurel with the initial zoning assignment of Laurel
“Highway Commercial” appears to be consistent with the requirements of City Council Resolution
R-08-22. Additionally, the annexation, extension of services, and initial zoning assignment is in
the best interest of both the City of Laurel and the property owners.

RECOMMENDATION

The Laurel — Yellowstone City County Planning Board should find that “Highway Commercial” zoning is
an appropriate zoning designation and recommend that the Laurel City Council adopt the Findings of
Fact outlined in this report. The City Council must annex the lands and can hold a joint Public Hearing
allowed for in MCA 76-2-303 3(B) ) A joint hearing authorized under this subsection (3) fufills a
municipality's obligation regarding zoning notice and public hearing for a proposed annexation.
Laurel Municipal Code chapter 17.12.220(G) The hearing for annexation and zone change may
be held at the same time.

» That an Amended Plat or Certificate of Survey suitable for filing with Yellowstone County that
describes the tract of land to be annexed be submitted.
» That an Annexation Agreement or development agreement is submitted for acceptance by

the City Council.

June 12, 2026 125|Page



PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PUBLIC HEALTH &
DPHH

Map for proposed annexation for a portion of Lot7A1 of the amended plat of Tracts 6 and 7
and a portion of tract hts of

G
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Recommendation for Zoning “Highway Commercial”

LAUREL - YELLOWSTONE CITY-COUNTY PLANNING BOARD

The Laurel- Yellowstone City - County Planning Board voted unanimously
on April 17th, 2024, to recommend the assignment for zoning of “Highway
Commercial” for property described as a Portion of Westbrook’s Subdivision
Tract 7A-1 of the amended plat of Tracts 6A and 7A of the amended plat of
tracts 6 and 7 of Westbrook’s Subdivision and a portion of Tract 5 of
Westbrook’s Subdivision less Highway ROW and adjacent right of way. The
planning board moved, seconded, allowed for public comment, and then voted
unanimously to recommend to the Laurel City Council to approve the zoning
designation for the above-described property if the City Council approves of
the annexation request.

Dated this 17th day of April 2024.

I .3 A I
o \e' AL L 1 { # ."
. / AL et

Lau rel’- Yellowstone C1ty County Planning Board
Judy Goldsby, President /-
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/Kurt Markegard? Ejﬁ’cutive Secretary
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APPENDIX B

GEOTECHNICAL AND SITE INVESTIGATION REPORTS

The following three reports are incorporated as Appendix B:
1. Topographic Survey — 24x36 topographic survey of the project site (Stahly
Engineering & Associates, March 11, 2026).

2. Geology and Logs Memorandum — Geology, boring logs, and subsurface
investigation results for the Laurel Mental Health Facility site (April 8, 2026).

3. Aquatic Resource Delineation Report — Wetland and waters-of-the-U.S.
delineation, jurisdictional analysis, and supporting field data for the 1425 Old
Highway 10 W site (March 16, 2026).
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'“: TETRA TECH M e m O

To: Cynthia Brantley

Cc: Cole Moller (CTA); Jeff Rupp (CTA); Sean Tharp (CTA); Nick Jaynes (TT)
From: Brady Grove - Staff Geotechnical Engineer

Date: April 8, 2026

Subject: Laurel Mental Health Facility Geology and Logs Memo

This memorandum has been prepared to provide geologic findings at the project site from the geotechnical investigation
for the Laurel Mental Health Facility. Please feel free to share this memo with all interested and involved parties.

GEOTECHMICAL INVESTIGATION FINDINGS

Subsurface Conditions

The geologic setting consists of lean clay with varying amounts of sand from the surface to depths ranging from 14 to 20
feet below ground surface. Underlying the clay is a sand with varying amounts of clay, silt, and gravel encountered at
depths ranging from 14 to 20 feet and continuing to the bottom of the boring when encountered. The lean clay material
was identified to be part of the Quaternary glacial till while the sand material was identified to be part of the Quaternary
alluvial deposits in the Scobey region. Total thickness of the sand material was not obzerved by Tetra Tech.

SPT N values (uncomrected) recorded in the clay generally ranged from 1 to 14 blows per foot, indicating very soft to stiff
z0il. The moisture content of split spoon samples ranged from 5 to 25% at the time of testing.

SPT N walues (uncorrected) recorded in the clay generally ranged from 6 to over 50 blows per foot, indicating loose to very
dense soil. The moisture content of split spoon samples ranged from 18 to 23% at the time of testing.

Lab testing

A zeries of corrosion tests were performed on samples from various depths within multiple borings across the zite. The
results of these tests are summarized below:

Table 3. Summary of Corrosion Testing

Soluble Sulfates
(%)
BH-03 5-7 T8 7.8 0.89
BH-05 75 -85 52 7.8 0.78
BH-07 25 -45 &0 7.9 0.85

Based on the above results and the simplified procedure outlined in AASHTO R27-19 (Standard Practice for Assessment of
Corrosion of Steel Piling for Non-Marine Applications), the samples from each boring are considered to exhibit a low
possibility of uniform or microcell corrosion for steel piling. The soil zamples collected from each boring also exhibit
moderate soluble sulfate concentrations. At the levels measured, ACI considers this soil to fall into Exposure Class 52, and
the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (USBR) considers it to have a severe degree of sulfate attack. As a result, Type V cement is
acceptable for concrete in contact with these soils from both ACl and USBR.

TETRATECH
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Opportunity Bank Belgrade Preliminary Geotechnical Memo

Swell/Consolidation and Unconfined Compressive Strength (UCS) testing is being preformed at the time of memo creation
and is expected to be done by April 17", 2026.

IN CLOSING

Tetra Tech can provide additional preliminary information before the final Geotechnical Report is complete upon
request. All provided information is subject to change depending on lab testing results. An anticipated timeline on
completed lab testing has not provided to the project engineers at the time of this memo, but communication between
Tetra Tech and Opportunity Bank will be maintained to manage the project schedule. Please contact me at

bradv.grove@tetratech com. (208) T13-5368, Mick Jaynes at pick javnes@tetratech com. (406) 565-0317, or Marco Fellin
at marco.fellin@tetratech.com, (406) 241-4410 if you have any questions.

Attachments:  Tetra Tech Boring Log Key

Exploratory Boring Logs (EH-01 through BH-10)

2 TETRATECH

June 12, 2026 131|Page



DEPARTMENT OF

»
STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT R L HEATs
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

01/15/2026

Tetra Tech Boring Log Descriptive Terminology Tt| reTRA TECH

Key to Soil Symbols and Terms

Soil Classification Chart Order of Descriptors
e Symbols . . “Group Name
Major Divisions Typical Descriptions -Consistency or Relative Density
-Mpisture Condition
Well graded gravels, gravel-sand mixbures, [ftile orno “Color

-Particle size descriptor(s) (coarse grained zoils only)
-Angularity of coarse grained soils
Poorly graded gravels, gravel-sand mixtures, little or no -Otther relevant nobes

fines. Criteria For Descriptors
Consistency of Fine Grained Soils

fines.

Gravel and
Coarse | Gravelly
Grained | Seils

Sikty grawels, gravel-zand-silt mixtures.

Sails Consistency H-¥alue [uncorrected)
Very Soft <2
Clayey gravels, gravel-sand-clay midures. Soft 2.4
Medium Stiff 5-8
Well graded sands, gravelly sands, litte or no fines. stiff 2-15
Very Stiff 16-30
Hard =30

Poorly graded sands, gravelly zands, little or no fines.
were tran | Sand and

Apparent Density of Coarse Grained Soils

ot | Sandy soils Eelative Density N-Value [uncomected)
Mgl s Sitty sands, sand-silt mixtures. .
largr than e Very Looss <4
00 sigwe Loose 4-10
Clayey sands, sand-clay mixtures. Medium Dense 11-30
Dense 31-50
ML Inorganic silts and very fine sands, rock flour, silty or Very Dense =50
clayery fine sands or clayey silts with slight plasticity. B .
Fine | Muoisture Condition
Grained Sittsand  yeudsmit | oL Inorganic clays of low to medium plasticity, gravelly clays,| Dry -Absence of moisture, dusty, dryto the touch
Saile Clays Westhen=e | "/ o sandy clays, silky clays, lean clays. Moist  -Damp, but novisible water.
! { Wet  -Visible free water.
l OL |Onganic sittz and organic silty clays of low plasticity. Zampies con howe ranging moitwe conditions between diy,
| maist, ond wet ond will be lobsled as suchie. Sightiy Molst)
g | organic sifts, micaceous or diatomacesus fine sandy or Definition of Particle Size Ranges
Mre than sifty scils, elastic silts. 5Soil Component Size Range
ol Silbggng U Lmit ) ] B Boulder > 12 in {300 mm}
s:::.:ln:-u Clays i'l-lz han CH |Inorganic clays of high plasticity, fat clays. Cobble 3in {75 mm} - 12 in (300 mm)
Moo, St s Gravel MNo. 4 Sieve (.75 mm] - 3 in {75 mim)
:I 0H | Organic clays of medium te high plasticity, organic soils. zrd No. 200 S'E"Eénzﬂt:':;:i ;:::LT; 2:;(4.?5mm_|
Clay = Mo. 200 Sieve (0L075 mm)*

Morte: Duasl symibols ane used b indcabs bordedine ol classificstions Symboly comelate with RELag yshem.
Motes: “hiterberg limits and chart below to differertiate
See Soil Boring Information Special Provision. between silt and clay.

SPT (Standard Penetration Test-ASTM D-1586):

The number of blows of 2 140 b (63.6 kg) hammer falling 2.5 ft (750 mm) used to drive a 2 in (50 mm)
outside diameter slit spoon sampler for a total of 2 ft (006 m) of penetration.

Written as follows:

first 0.5 f (0.15 m) - second 0.5 ft (0,15 m) - third 0.5 fi (015 m) - fowrth 0.5t (0.15m]) (ex. 0-2-2-5)

Note: If the number of blows exceeds 50 before 0.5 ft (0115 m) of penetration is achieved, or if the testis
«cut short due to very hard conditions, the actual penetration rounded fo the nearest 0.1 f {0.03 m)
follows the number of blows after a forward slash (ex. 11-21-41-50/0.3 ft) or (25/0.0 ft). WR denotes a
zero blow count with the weight of the rods only. WH denctes a zero blow count with the weight of rods
and weight of hammer.

PLASTIE ITY IMBEN{PT)

W = [ W

I L
LD LEIT L)

Abbreviations
MC = Moisture Content, 3MC = Optimum Moisture Content, LL = Liquid Limit, PL = Plastic Limit, -

200% = percent soil passing 200 sieve, MDD = Maximum Dry Density, UCS =Unconfined Angularity of Coarse-Grained Particles

Compressive Strength, VWP = Vibrating Wire Piezometer, SAA = Shape Accel Array, SN = Serial Angular ol T e
MNumber, 00 = Outside Diameter, CBR = California Bearing Ratio, pcf = pounds per cubic foot Subangular ettt ot et et
ppm = parts per million, ksi = kile-pounds per square inch, psi = pounds per square inch Subrowunded -Farcie e ey plans sided, ot have no sdge.

Rounded -Particin tavs smocthiy suresd itk and welbracrda s o
~%gil and Rock descriptions are based on visual observation except where they have been modified and sopEL

to reflect results of laboratory tests and deemed appropriate.

~ N . Soil Examplhe: Sandy FAT CLAY [CH], saft, wet, browr,
=Sl Cm:-rh:,ﬂmﬁrmmﬁdlthm:lﬂm System, ASTM D248T and D2428. B E - SANDATONE, gray, fine grained, thickly bedded, hard fiekd
Descriptions are based on visual chservation, except where they have been modified to reflect results hardress

of laboratory tests as deemed appropriate.
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Tetra Tech Boring Log Descriptive Terminology
Key to Rock Symbols and Terms

Rock Classification Chart

Order of Descriptors

01/15/2026

TETRA TECH

Rock Type  |symbol Rock Type Symbal Rock Type '?::'TWE
-Grain Size (if applicable)
Anhydrite Gneiss Rock Salt -Stratification Foliafion
i -Field Hardness
=<t . -Other relevant notes
Argillite == Granite Rhyolite Crill:eriaGForl Descriptors
'_'—_I_L Faimn size
l Description Characteristic
Basaltic Flows Gypsum Sandstone Coarse Grained -Individual grains can be easily
distinguished by eye.
; Fine Grained -Individual grains can be
Bedrock (other) Limestone Schist distinguished with difficulty.
Stratum Thickness
Myl Thickly Bedded 2-10ft(1-2m)
Breccia Loess Serpentine Medium Bedded 1-3t (300 mm-1m)
Thinly Bedded 2-12in (50 - 200 mm)
Wery Thinly Bedded =<2 in (30 mm)
Clay/Clay Shale Markle Shale
Rock Field Hardness
=Can be carved with knife. Can be sncwated readily with
Claystone Mudstone Siltstone VerySoft  paint of rock kammer, Can be scratched readily by
E fingernail.
- =Can be grooved or gouged readily by knife or peint of
E . Soft rock hammaer, Can be excavatied in fragmients from chips
Conglomerate Qil Shale Slate b steveral inchies In size by maderate blaws of the point of
i a rack hamimer.
; od =Can be groowed or gouged 0.05 in (2 mm) deep by firm
. I Medium  pressure of knife or rock kammer point. Can be excavated
DO[DITIItE' Quarlz il SO apston e,"Talc in small chips fo pieces about 1in (25 mm]) masdmom dze
by hard blows of the point of arock hammer,

I Rock =Can be soratched with knife or pick. Gouges or grooves to
ENE0s hoC . Maoderately 0.2% in (& mm) can be excavated by hard blow of rod
Quartzite Tuff Y amarear. Hand

. specirmen can be detached by maderabe
(General) : Hard o
HNote: Symbols comelate with #SLog system. ~Can be soratched with knife or pick only with difficulty.
Notes: Hard Hard hammar blows reguired to detach hand specimen.
See Soil Boring Information Special Provision -Lannak be scratched with knife or sharp rock hammer
Very Hard paint. Breaking of hand specimens requires several hard

blaws af a rock hammer.

ms

Miscellaneous Soil/Rock Symbols and Ter
. - Explanation of Text Fields in Boring Logs:

Material Dezcription: Lithologic Description of soil or reck encowuntered.

Remarks: Comments on drilling, including instrumentation, water cbservations, and
problems encountered.

Unless stated on logs as being surseyed by licensed surveyor, all locations are
considered approximate

Asphalt Millings

Bentonite Peat

General Notes

-Descriptions on these boring logs apply only at the specific boring, and at the time

the borings were made. These logs are not warranted to be representative of subsurface
conditions at other locations or times.

-Water level ohservations apply only at the specific boring, and at the time the borings
were made. Due to the variability of groundwater measurements given the type of drilling
uzed, and the stratification of the soil in the boring, these logs are not wamranted to be
representative of groundwater conditicns at other locations or times.

-Other terms may be uzed as descriptors, as defined by the profession.

Sample Types:

Boulders and

Cobbles il

Coal Topsoil

Concrete Water

w Maodified California (MC)

ﬁ Cone Penetrometer (CF)

m Vane Shear (V3)

m Special Samplers (S)

U Tetrachloroethene (PCE)
Eﬂ- Length of driven sample

B sire setim)

E Testpit (TP)

gj Bulk Sample (B) = Water Sample (W)
O Core Sample (C) . Piston Sample (P)
'.' Other Sample (0) ﬂ Grab Sample (G)
= BagSample (BAG) . Disturbed (D)

57 Selit Spoon (55)
[ shelky (u)

Operation Types:
[&] air Rotary (a1R)
I | Core Barrel [CORE)
\\| opEx (oDEXY)
\Lf Hand Auger (HA)
?CD Convential Rotary (ROT)
% Sonic/Acoustic (SOM)

i

Fill

H Hollow-Stem Auger (HSA)
B solid-stem puger [534)

£ HQ3 Diamond Coring (HQ3)
3% NQ3 Diamond Coring (NQ3)
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T'b TETRA TECH CLASSIFICATION OF SOILS FOR ENGINEERING PURPOSES
ASTM Designation: D 2487 - 83

(Based on Unified Soil Classification System)

. .. Group
Major Divisions Group Name
Symbol
Gravels Clean Gravels Cuzdand1l=Cc=3" GW Well-graded gravel f
More than 50% Less than 5% fines Cu<4and1=Cc=3° GP Poorly graded gravel "
coarse fraction con
Coarse grained soils retained on No.  Gravel with Fines  Fines classify as ML or MH GM Silty grawvel
G
More than 50% 4 sieve More than 12% fines Fines classify as CL or CH GC Clayey gravel "
retained on No 200  Sands Clean Sands CuzGand1=Cc=3" SW Well-graded sand '
sieve 50% or more of Less than 5% fines Cu<6Gand1=Cc=3° 5P Poorly graded sand'
coarse fraction
passesNo.4  SandswithFines  Fines classify as ML or MH SM Silty sand GH;m
sejve Mare than 12% fines Fines classify as CL or CH SC Clayey sand
e and C1 Inorganic PI= 7 and plots above "a" line cL Lean clay """
Silts C
.I _an_ N e Pl<4 ar plots below "4 line ML silt*tM
Liquid limit less o
, T ; Organic cla
Fine-grained Soils than 50 Organic Liquid limit - oven dried 0TS oL rg cc SLLHU
50% or more pases Liguid limit - not dried Organic silt
the No. 200 sieve l Jcl Inorganic Pl plots on or above "A” line CH Fat clay fLu
Silts C .
=1k and Lays Pl plots below "A" line MH Elastic silt **"
Liquid limit 50 or - —
. Liquid limit - oven dried Organic clay
maore Qrganic OH ———FTWD
Liguid limit - not dried Organic silt
Highly organic soils Primarily organic matter, dark in color, and organic odor PT Peat

.

If Atterberg limits plot in hatched area, scil is a
CL-ML, silty clay.
If s0il contains 15 to 29% plus No. 200, add "with

£ Cu=Dgy/Dyy Co=(Dyg)? | (Dyg x D)
If soil contains =15% sand, add "with sand™ to

* Based on the material passing the 3-in. (75-mm)
sieve.

3 If field sample contained cobbles or boulders,

=

Eroup name.
or both, add "with cobbles or boulders, or % W fines classify as CL-ML, use dual symbol GC-  sand" or "with gravel”, whichever is
both" to group name. GM, or SC-5M. predominant.
© Gravels with 5 to 12% require dual symbals: * If fines are organic, ass "with organic fines" to I solid contins = 30% plus No. 200,
GW-GM well-graded gravel with silt EroUp Name. predeminantly sand, add "sandy" to group

name.
If z0il contains = 30% plus No. 200,
predominantly gravel, add "gravelly” to group
name.

" Plz 4 and plots on or above "&" line.

S pleaor plots below "A" line.

® Pl plots on or above "A" line.

g plots below "A" line.

GW-GC well-graded gravel with clay
GP-GM poorly graded grawvel with silt
GP-GC poorly graded gravel with clay
Sands with 5 to 12% fines require dual symbols:
?  SW-5M well-graded sand with silt
SW-5C well-graded sand with clay
SP-5M poorly graded sand with silt
SP-5C poorly graded sand with clay

If soil contains =15% gravel, add "with gravel”
to group name.

(-]
SIEVE AMALYSIS For clagsfication of fire-grained soils
| scmeen-om | SIEVE MO fing-grained fr = i
Al % 4 a0 umu.? @l S0ils. ] .
Equatian of "A" — line ,{\‘L.
Horigontal at Pl = 4 o LL = 23,5, .-‘\:_-‘ Q\ " c}"&'
:m = & g ol then P1 = 073 (LL- 20) - O e |
= =2 " Equatisn of "L - line j ‘3‘&
w = 15mm - & Wertical at LL = 16 ta P1 = 7,
:” - z then Pl = 0.9 (LL - ) . &
& 0 1
Ee o : '
' '
u Dig = 2.5 u g r 0\-
- - “t —1 ] 21 L \ | 1 1
=
¥ L 1o ISR - . o MH o= QOH
\‘\'\_,‘_"-_ (13 0’
L I 0 f £ T
a 1
S 1t Lo ML = OL

PARTICLE EIZE IN HILLIMETRES 4

o D B g o (Dl [25r T - i -] 30 40 50 &l ) B0 20 100 1D

Sl - T R Y T T T T
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T&| TETRA TECH LOG OF BORING
Shest 1071
Project: Laurel Mental Health Facility Rig: B-57 Boring Location Morthing: 518582 f
Hammer: Automatic Coordinates: Easting: 2149200 ft
Project Mumber: Boring Diameter (in): | System:MT State Plane (IF) Top of Boring
117-807054-26001 80D/4.251D Datum: MAD &3 Elevation: 3,318.31 ft
Date Started: Date Finishad: Drilling Fluid: Location Surveyed Elevation Surveyed
2026-03-01 2026-03-01 MiA Source: Source:
Driller: Wilay Drilling Abandonment Method:
Logger: D Giuliana Backfilled with cuttings.
Location Details & Located at northwest comer of proposed future addition building footprint. See Figure A-1 (Boring Location Map).
Additional Comments:
e|s|&|2]5 @ _ g
4 28 g £ £ 5
‘gl g. g g 3 Material Description E 4| a § E Remarks and Other Tests £
HUEE EE E
Ground Surface EL 3318311 33184
7 7 Lesarn CLAY {CL), mediuim 5tiff, dry to meist, Hollow Stem Auger [
| 334 brewn, medium plastic omganics present.
R = 3 / 158 & -
7 EL 3316E1 1
I . SANDY lean CLAY (CL), soft to mediam stff, |
] / miost, brown, medium to high plastic
- . 3315
i R 67 2-2-3-3 / 2
|- = — /
- R 46 1-2-12 / P 3 |
7 ELI311E1 %
r - / Lesar CLAY §CL), soft to mesdium st mioist, L
1 / brcsm.
R 100 o123 / -] =10
Lo | (1= /
- R a7 1-2-33 ? 20 |
i / 2305
| g 148
[ EL 330431 & |
- Poory-graded SAND [5F), loose to medium
i_ 13 1 [+ v derse, moist to wet, brown, fire SAND; trace L
a_ . clay.
b R 100 Begs | - L
§'_ L
ﬁ_ 2300
E' L
= 0%
i_ = CRE=—ETR] |
;_ Boring Depth 20 &
é_ 2285
i
¥ i
g Water Level Observations * During DANING: Mot encounfered Remarks:
% “F Endof DrIng:  Not encountered Ty After DMING:  jof encountered
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Shest 1ot

Project: Laurel Mental Health Facility Rig: B-57 Boring Location Morthing: 5185843 f

Hammer: Autocmatic Coordinates: Easting: 2142300 ft
Project Number: Boring Diameter (in): | System:MT State Flane (IF) Top of Boring
117-807054-26001 20D/4351D Datum: NAD 83 Elevation: 2,318.06 ft
Diate Started: Date Finished: Drrillineg Fluid: Location Surveyed Elevation Sureyed
2026-03-M 2026-03-01 MiA Source: Source:
Driller: Wiley Drilling Abandonment Method:
Logger: D. Giuliano Piezometer Standpipe Finished.

Location Details & Located at northeast comer of propesed future addition building foctprint. See Figure A-1 (Boring Location Map).
Additienal Comments: 2-nch diameter standpipe installed with 2.54-foot stickup.

3 e
2lE HHE: E g 3 £ .
g Material Description o2& 8 | Remarks and Other Tests
HEHHE I : ? i
Ground Surface EL 3318.06 331E.055
L Lesar CLAY {CL), dry to maot, brown, organic Hollow Stem Auger

present.

15®
ELI3ESS &
Lesasr CLAY §CL), soft, moist, brown, traoe fine r

] cand, 16 032

| O

5
ELIZ1305 &

Lesar CLAY {CL), soft to stiff, most, brown

100 2-1-2-3

1-2-2-4

az 1-2-3-4 21 | 4B | 23 | 862 -

[T ]
b

I
-
[

25 AM

20 -

[ o4 |
5
s
g

|

I
5]

AR R R

g
BL3Z=0s T

Boring Depth 22

T
[
i
&

s

Water Level Observations *. During DAling:  hot encounfered Remarks:
“F End of Drlling:  Nof encountered Ty After Drilling: 17.7

FeSles J%Tmmmemlpmmmimmgﬁ
x
b
o
-
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E TETRA TECH LOG OF BORING
Shest 101
Project: Laurel Mental Health Facility Rig: B-57 Boring Location Morthing:518564.2 f
Hammer: Automatic Coordinates: Easting: 21482940 ft
Project Number: Boring Diameter (in): | System:MT State Plane (IF) Top of Boring
117-007054-26001 BOD/4.25 D Datum: NAD 53 Elevation: 3,315.06 ft
Date Started: Date Finished: Drrillireg Fluid: Location Surveyed Elevation Surveyed
2026-03-01 2026-03-1 MiA Source: Source:
Driller: Wiley Drilling Abandenment Method:
Logger: D. Giuliano Piezometer Standpipe Finished.
Location Details & Located at northeast comer of proposed future addition building footprint, moved ~5' from Boring BH-02 to collect
Additional Comments: Shelby tube samples. See Figure A-1 (Boring Location Map).
g3 é gl & B ~ A
= £ 2 2 . . ® £ 5
3 Material Description ! 4| & § E Remarks and Other Tests E
HHE :
Greund Surface EL 3318061 3316055
o 7 Lear CLAY {CL), dry to maoist, brown, organics Hollow Stem Auger
| present L
/ 158
/ BLI3eSE R
I Lean CLAY {CL), moist, brown, fine SAND. r
- ? |- 3315
5 / EREET] 51:; ® B
/ Lear CLAY (L), soft to stiff, moist, brown
r O reo / £'to & CorsolisationSwel |~
/ Test Compiated
L | 3310
Lo |11} — / i
B O 1o / 1T o 12 UGS Test B
/ Completed
I ? s
-1s / L
2 /
fL L
-1 /
g— ? [— 3300
i 7 I
&
i Z '
=L // =
E‘ BLI%DE T B
1 7
;_i,‘ Boring Depth 22 #t —
i L
1z
£ Water Level Observations 7 During DANING. fiof encountered Remarks;
% “F Endof Drng: Mot encountered Ty Arter Driling: Nof encountered
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[ Te| reTRA TECH O o BRI Sheet 1012
Project: Laurel Mental Health Facility Rig: B-57 Boring Location Morthing:518474  f
Hammer: Automatic Coordinates: Easting: 21482538 ft
Project Number: Boring Diameter (in): | System:MT State Plane {IF) Top of Boring
117-807054-26001 80D /4.25ID Datum: NAD &3 Elevation: 3,317.77 ft
Date Started: Date Finishad: Drrilling Fluid: Location Surveyed Elevation Surveyed
2026-02-28 20268-02-28 MA Source: Source:
Driller: Wiley Drilling Abandonment Method:
Logger: D. Giuliano Biackfilled with cuttings.
Location Details & Located near the approximate center of proposed future addition building foolprint. See Figure A-1 (Boring
Additional Comments: Location Map).
e|s| 824 2 _ e
= fi; £ E ? *® £ B
g 3‘ Material Description "!"' 4| & § E Remarks and Other Tests -
U E i
Ground Sudace EL 3317771 T
] [FILL] Hollow Stem Auger
| F’ 50 368 Lean CLAY with GRAVEL (CL), stiff, dry to 7 -
| mioet, brown i5%
e ELEIT R L
B - Lear CLAY [CL), stiff, dry to moist, brown,
| ] / ONGEnics present. | 3315
- s
R 58 2-2-3-3 et |
B / Lear CLAY {CL), soft to medium stiff, moist,
L / P— L
= —
B R S0 1222 / e b7 Comoshity sample |
collected: pH = 7.E, Reslstivity |
B — = 76 ohm-cm, Sulfate Conbent
i — / - DA%% -
L R Fi 1-2-2-3 / 20 |
10 — / i
i R = a4 o ns| &
7 Bl h L
B _ / SAMNDY lean CLAY (CL), medium stiff to st#f,
| / mioist, beown | 3305
15 — / L
: 7
8_ R 79 2358 20
g 72 !
%_ / - 3300
1 %
- I -
i_ 0 ] /’ ENEE
| CLAYEY SAND (50, loose, most, brown, fire |
g— R 70 2246 ? SAMD. 23
é,' é |- zzos
%_ % i
clzs é L
g Water Level Observations 7 During Drfling: 25271 Remarks.
% “F Endof Drilling:  Nof encountered y After Drilling: Mof encountered
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Tt | TeTRA TECH LOG OF BORING
Shest2of2
Project: Laurel Mental Health Facility Rig: B-57 Boring Location Morthing:518474  f
Hammer: Automatic Coordinates: Easting: 2149258 ft
Project Number: Boring Diameter {in): | System:MT State Flane (IF) Top of Boring
117-807054-26001 80D/425ID Datum: MAD B3 Elevation: 3,317.77 ft
Date Started: Diate Finished: Drrillireg Fluid: Location Surveyed Elevation Sureeyed
HIE-02-28 2028-02-28 A Source: Source:
Driller: Wiley Drilling Abandonment Method:
Logger: D. Giuliano Backfilled with cuttings.
Location Details & Located near the approximate center of proposed future addition building foolprint. See Figure A-1 (Boring
Additional Comments: Location Map).
g HERER _ €
g8 g & |§ o % € §
8 § Material Description i = Ef g E Remarks and Other Tests =
HHHEE i
_i: T mately 3 Inches of
| || Pecrty-graded SAND with SILT and GRAVEL :;pﬁemﬁ?apm spoon at
r R 868 1-5-6-8 ] [EP-EM), medium derse to very denses, waet, NP 5.5 .
||l brewn, coarse to fire SAND, subroundead to |
B - o[ ]| subangutar.
| |- 3250
- 30 B
- R 100 §-33-26-25
| L | £rd | -
ELIzeiT R
i Boring Depth 32 | azes
- 35 B
| - 3280
T B
Ed
?:_ -
5
=l |
g_ 3275
i
F1 -
i—ﬁ
&_ |- 3270
i |
i i
g Water Level Observations '_ During Drilling- 252 Remarks:
% “F Endof DrlING: Mot encountered Ty After Drining: Mot encountered
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DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

T | TETRA TECH LOG OF BORING
Sheet ot
Project: Laurel Mental Health Facility Rig: B-57 Boring Location Morthing:518321.7 #
Hammer: Automatic Coordinates: Easting: 2149075 ft
Project Number: Boring Diameter (in): | System:MT State Plane (IF) Top of Boring
117-807054-26001 80D /425D Datum: NAD 83 Elevation: 3,.317.82 ft
Date Started: Date Finished: Drilling Fluid: Location Surveyed Elevation Surseyed
MPE-02-28 2026-02-28 MNiA Source: Source:
Diriller: Wiley Drilling Abandonment Method:
Logger: D. Giuliano Backfilled with cuttings.
Location Details & Located near the north end of the proposed parking area. See Figure A-1 (Boring Location Map).
Additional Comments:
g BIE-| & _ €
= g £ 5 E # £ 5
‘g g. g g 3 Material Description ; 4|2 % E Remarks and Other Tests b
HE L i
Ground Surace EL 3117.6210 3317.623
o 7 SAMDY lean CLAY (CL}, meium =tiff, dry to Hollow Stem Auger [
| F &7 2-4-33 / mcist, brown, arpanics present. 15
o 158
-—_2;, ) SREET R FE] -
B 4-‘;': 100 SAMDY lean CLAY (CL), soft to medium stiff, 18 | 41 ) o5 1710 3.5°2 Bulk sampée
o / dry to mais, brown, collected: MDD - 1058 pef,  |— 3315
- OMC = 142%, CBR = 1.7
56 2-1-2-2 / 23 -
| N
= / B
- |§ 54 1-1-2-1 / ]
? L 3310
| |E 78 0-1-1-2 / F3| -
10 / i
o \E 50 1-2-3-5 /
128 B
B EL330EEZ R
L Boring Depth 12 [ 330S
. i
3 L
Gl
g
= -
g I 3300
i
E -
i— 20
§ 3285
{_ =
0. -
i Water Level Observations *7 During DAling: Mot encounfered Remarks:
% “F End of Drillng:  Nof encounterad Ty After Drilling: Mof encountered
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Tt | TETRA TECH LOG OF BORING
Sheet Tof2
Project: Laurel Mental Health Facility Rig: B-57 Boring Location Morthing: 518328 f
Hammer: Automatic Coordinates: Easting: 2140267 ft
Project Number: Boring Diameter (in): | System:MT State Plane (IF) Top of Boring
117-807054-26001 80D/4.35I1D Datum: NAD 83 Elevation: 2,317.38 ft
Date Started: Date Finished: Dirillireg Fluid: Location Surveyed Elevation Surveyed
2026-02-28 2026-02-28 MiA Source: Source:
Driller: Wiley Drilling Abandonment Method:
Logger: D. Giuliano Backfilled with cuttings.
Location Details & Located near the approximate center of proposed building footprint. See Figure A-1 (Boring Location Map).
Additional Comments:
g BlE|| £ - g
= g £ 5 E # £ -
g 8’ Material Description E 4| & % E Remarks and Other Tests -
HUHHE I E ;
Ground Surface EL 334738 1 331735
T 7 Lean CLAY {CL), stilf, dry to mast, brawn, Hollow Stem Auger L
| OngaNIcs present.
R 7 2LEE / - |
= ELasitant
— / :\::;:ILAV{CL}.Mbosuﬂ. dry o wet, | 3315
| R 75 2-2-3-4 / 1 B
|- = — /
o R 54 2-2-2-3 / 23 L
= 7 -
R 100 1-2-1-3 / 23 36 19 | 866 7.5 to .5 Comsivty sampia B
r collceted: pH = 7.8, Raslstity
— = 82 phm-cm, Sulfate Content |
10 — / - 07T
o R 100 0-2-3-4 / 22 L
i T / — 3305
s [ 7,
% -
H_ R 100 2-3-56 / 20 L
& || /
g — 3300
g / i
i 7 I
Al 0 - 2t
i s Bl t L
/ CLAYEY SAMD (SC), very loose, wet, brown,
;— R 7 o-1-1-2 / fire SAND) S L
g_ o ///// L 3285
| ? |
o o % [
& Water Level Observations 57 During Drlling: 13 ff Rlemarks:
% “F End of Drilling:  No# encountered Ty After DrMIng:  Nof encountered
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[-'t] TETRA TECH LOG OF BORING Sheet 2 of 2
BORING BH-05
Project: Laurel Mental Health Facility Rig: B-57 Boring Location MNorthing: 518328
Hammer: Automatic Coordinates: Easting: 2148267 fi
Project Mumber: Boring Diameter (in): | System:MT State Plane (IF) Top of Boring
117-B07054-26001 80D/4.25I1D Datum: NAD 83 Elevation: 3,317.39 ft
Date Started: Date Finished: Drrilliryg Fluid: Location Surveyed Elevation Sureeyed
2026-02-28 2026-02-28 MIA Source: Source:
Diriller: Wiley Drilling Abandonment Method:
Logger: D. Giuliano Backfilled with cuttings.
Location Details & Located near the approximate center of proposed building footprint. See Figure A-1 (Boring Location Map).
Additional Comments:
£ |5 |§ . £ - = E
|3 g oz |§ ial Descripts < : 3
3 Material Description i 4 z g E Remarks and Other Tests 2
L :
5 1] mately & Inches of -
| || Paady-graded SAND with SILT and GRAVEL ;ﬁmﬁgpm spoon at
= R a7 1-22-33-48 [~ - | f=p-swa), wery dens, wet, brown, coarse to 16 a HF | 55 a5
* || fine SAND, subrounded o subangular. B
r . 25 {0 27 Composiie 55 | a2eg
- Sample with BH-02: LL = NV,
F PL = NP
s Approcdmately 8 Inches of
I sand heave In spiit spoon at
75
— 30
- R 100 1-26-33-20 " L
r . R | a2ps
L Bering Depth 32 #t
— 35
i — 32E0
— 40
3 -
&L
- -
a—
g — 3275
i L
&
i—-ﬁ
g_ — 327
5 -
1o i
g Water Level Observations "7 During Dalling: 43 ff Remarks:
% “F Endof Driling:  po¢ encounterad  After Drilling: Mot encountered
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"b TETRA TECH LOG OF BORING
Sheet 1011
Project: Laurel Mental Health Facility Rig: B-57 Boring Location Morthing:518143.2 f
Hammer: Automatic Coordinates: Easting: 2148078 ft
Project Mumber: Boring Diameter (in): | System:MT State Plane (IF) Top of Boring
117-007054-26001 280D /4325 1D Datum: NAD 23 Elevation: 3,.317.00 f
Date Started: Date Finished: Drrilling Fluid: Location Surveyed Elevation Surveyed
H26-02-28 2028-02-28 MU Source: Source:
Drriller: Wiley Drilling Abandonment Method:
Logger: D. Giuliano Backfilled with cuttings.
Location Details & Located near the south end of the proposed parking area. See Figure A-1 (Boring Location Map).
Additional Comments:
s ; El.| £ - - g
= g £ g _E ¥ £ 5
‘g_ g. g g 8 Material Description ; 4| & % E Remarks and Other Tests B
HEE - §
Ground Sufface EL 3397.08 1 317057
o 7 Lesar CLAY [CL), sedt, diny to moist, brown, Hollow Stem Auger I~
- 2 & 1122 / Crgerics present. 21 |38 | 2 | =84 L
i A
FA| 1o 18 [41 | = | = 1"to 3.5 Buk sampie 3315
Fo / collecied: MOD = 1058 pef,
L OMC = 142%, CBR = 1.7 o
el 1-2-1-2 =
L . it
7 ERETENT -
Lean CLAY {CL), soft to medum stiff, dry o
= / most, brown -
- E 79 1-1-1-2 / 25 -
B / 330
| E 96 1-1-2-4 / 22 i
/ e
— EREEE -
| Barirg Depth 10
B [— 3305
|15 -
Ed
&l L
8
L= |
g_ [— 3300
i'_ -
&
i i
g' L azes
E_ -
¥ =
g Water Level Observations '_ During Drilling” Aot encounfered Remarks:
% “F Endof Drilling: Mot encountered 'y After Drilling: ot encountered
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[11:] TETRA TECH LOG OF BORING it
s
Project: Laurel Mental Health Facility Rig: B-57 Boring Location Morthing:518147.98 f
Hammer: Autocmatic Coordinates: Easting: 2142188 ft
Project Number: Boring Diameter (in): | System: MT State Plane (IF) Top of Boring
117-007054-26001 80D/4251D Datum: MAD 23 Elevation: 3,316.52 ft
Date Started: Date Finished: Derillireg Fluid: Location Surveyed Elevation Surveyed
2026-03-01 2026-03-01 MiA Source: Source:
Driller: Wiley Drillimg Abandonment Method:
Logger: D. Giuliano Backfilled with cuttings.
Location Details & Located at southwest comer of the proposed building footprint. See Figure A-1 (Boring Location Map).
Additional Comments:
g HER R _ g
i 3 Material Description E 4| & % E Remarks and Other Tests b
51518 § |f :
Ground Sudace EL 3316521 3318523
o V Lean CLAY §CL), soft, mot, brown, arganics Hollow Stem Auger |
L . [preseniL
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- ELZZI50Z f - 3315
B - Laan CLAY {CL}, very soft to madum stiff, dry
| / b ik, browin. r
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— =035% o
|- = I /
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— / 108 i
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s | bl — / I
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i % _
= ma
i_ o 4 ELIzse izt
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3l L
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£ Water Level Observations =7 During Driling: Mot encounfersd Remarks:
% “F Endof Diling: Mot encountered 'y After DAING: Mot encounterad
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Te| TETRA TECH LOG OF BORING
Shest1of]
Project: Laurel Mental Health Facility Rig: B-57 Boring Location Morthing:518151.1 #
Hammer: Automatic Coordinates: Easting: 2149301 ft
Project Mumber: Boring Diameter (in): | System:MT State Plane (IF) Top of Boring
117-907054-26001 BOD/ 425D Datum: MAD 83 Elevation: 3,315.86 ft
Diate Started: Diate Finished: Drrilling Fluid: Location Surveyed Elevation Surveyed
2026-03-01 2026-03-01 MiA Source: Source:
Dirilller: Wiley Drilling Abandonment Method:
Logger: D. Giuliano Piezometer Standpipe Finished.
ocation i ocated at the southeast comer or proposed building footprint. See Figure A- ing Location Map). 2-inc
Location Details & L ed at th e d building fi Sea F A-1 (Boring L Map]. 2-inch
Additional Comments: diameter standpipe installed with 1.53-foot stickup.
els| &2, ¢ _ g
= g £ S E »® £ 5
i 3 Material Description E 4| & g E Remarks and Other Tests 2
HHHEEE :
Ground Surface EL 3115851 331588
U 7 Lear CLAY {CLY, dry ta meist, brown. Hollow Stem Auger
L / - 3315
|| s& / 18 | 33 | 20 |94s
It % I
EL3Zi0E& T
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r R 0 112 / mit, brown = 3310
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Y| L / i
- R kX 1-3-4-T / F1 | 2305
4 s L
i_ 15 ] 7 ELZ300EE &
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3,;- — R a3 1-3-4-5 X/// oy, e SAND. 2 3300
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IH | |
i ////
F i
i 7 '
§' R az 1223 / 3283
=N L 7 e L
'i_ EREVEERE
;_ Bering Depth 22 ft L
i L
¥ I
g Water Level Observations '_ During Drling- 1662 f Remarks:
% “F Endof Drlling:  pot encountered Ty After Drilling: 10.3
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Sheet Tof1
Project: Laurel Mental Health Facility Rig: B-57 Boring Location Morthing:518150.8 f
Hammer: Automatic Coordinates: Easting: 21482850 ft
Project Mumber: Boring Diameter (in): | System:MT State Flane (IF) Top of Boring
117-007054-26001 80D/425I1D Datum: MAD &3 Elevation: 3.315.86 ft
Date Started: Date Finished: Drrillireg Fluid: Location Surveyed Elevation Surweyed
2028-03-01 2026-03-01 MiA Source: Source:
Driller: Wiley Drilling Abandonment Method:
Logger: D. Giuliano Piezometer Standpipe Finished.
Location Details & Located at the southeast comer or proposed building footprint, moved ~5' from Boring BH-03 to collect Shelby
Additional Comments: tube samples. See Figure A-1 (Boring Location Map).
x E
= - —
= g ; : £ E E‘ £ £ 5
g 3 Material Description E 4| & § E Remarks and Other Tests -
HHHHE L ;
Ground Surface EL 331588 1 3315888
v 7 Lear CLAY {CL), dry to moist, brown. Hollow Stem Auger
L / 3315
— / £ L
ELsEst
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— 10 — / B
]
r O 10 / 1T o 12 Consclieation/Swel
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|15 4 158 L
2 ELIaoOEs T
o / CLAYEY SAND (SC), loose, maist to wet,
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s i roan, firee
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=L /4"/ g | -
i B it
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R L
¥ I
g Water Level Observations 57 During DAling- 1§ 62 f Remarks:
% “F Endof DAEIING:  Nof encountersd ¥ After Drilling: Nof encounterad
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Tt | TeTRA TECH LOG OF BORING
Sheet 1011
Project: Laurel Mental Health Facility Rig: B-57 Boring Location Morthing:518055  f
Hammer: Automatic Coordinates: Easting: 2142073 #ft
Project Number: Boring Diameter {in): | System:MT State Plane (IF) Top of Boring
117-007054-26001 80D/4251D Datum: NAD 33 Elevation: 3,316.44 ft
Date Started: Date Finished: Drrilliryg Fluid: Location Surveyed Elevation Surveyed
2026-02-28 2026-02-28 oy Source: Source:
Diriller: Wiley Drilling Abandonment Method:
Logger: D. Giuliano Backfilled with cuttings.
Location Details & Located at west end of proposed stormwater retention pond. See Figure A-1 (Boring Location Map). 8-inch
Additional Comments: diameter FVIC installed for infiliration testing with 2.52-foot stickup.
g HER R _ e
g 3 Material Description E 4|2 § E Remarks and Other Tests -
HHHHEEE ;
Greund Surface EL 3116441t 331644
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158 L
e EEEE] 815
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- & ,""‘ S B
EREEIRETE L
L Bering Depth 5 ft
— 3310
— 10
I — 3305
15
2 L
Gl
g' |- 3300
i L
&8
i— 20
_g — 3285
3l -
9w i
g Water Level Observations '_ During DANING: Mot encountered Remarks:
% “F Endof Diling:  No# encountered Ty After Drling: Mot encountered
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'I'h TETRA TECH LOG OF BORING _

BORING BH-10 Sheet 1of1
Project: Laurel Mental Health Facility Rig: B-57 Boring Location Morthing:518058.1

Hammer: Automatic Coordinates: Easting: 2142298 ft

Project Number: Boring Diameter (in): | System:MT State Plane (IF) Top of Boring
117-807054-26001 80D/4251D Datum- MAD 23 Elevation: 3,318.16 ft
Date Started: Diate Finished: Drrilling Fluid: Location Surveyed Elevation Sureeyed
HIE-02-28 2028-02-28 MUA Source: Source:
Diriller: Wiley Drilling Abandonment Method:
Logger: D. Giuliano Backfilled with cuttings.

Location Details & Located at east end of proposed stormwater retention pond. See Figure A-1 (Boring Location Map). B-inch
Additional Comments: diameter PVC installed for infiliration testing with 2_55-foot stickup.

£ g
= - - .
e5|8%e § |2 : 3 5
‘g_ g 3 Material Description ; 4| & % 8 | Remarks and Other Tests =
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B 7.0 NTRODUCTION

At the request of Cushing Terrell, WGM Group, Inc. (WGM) conducted an aquatic resource delineation
of the property located at 1425 Old Highway 10 West in Laurel, Montana. The delineation was
performed to document existing wetland and non-wetland waterway sizes and locations to help project
planners minimize aquatic resource impacts from future development.

WGM conducted the field work portion of this aquatic resource delineation on February 4" and 16,
2026.

1.1 DELINEATION EXTENT

The delineation extent encompasses 114 acres and includes all three parcels that make up the
rectangular-shaped property. The delineation extents are located within the southemn half of Section 08,
Township 2 South, Range 24 East P.M.M. in Yellowstone County, Montana (see Figure 1, Appendix
A).

1.2 PHYSICAL SITE DESCRIPTION

The delineation area is within the Montana Central Grasslands ecosystem, a subdivision of the
Morthwestern Great Plains ecoregion of Montana (Woods et al, 2002). This ecoregion is described as
an unglaciated plain that is dissected by many small, ephemeral or intermittent streams. Potential
natural vegetation is grama-needlegrass-wheatgrass and is distinct from that of the Sagebrush Steppe
and Pine Scoria Hills. Land use in this ecoregion is mostly rangeland with some imigated and
unirmigated farms.

The subject property is located in the Yellowstone River Valley. Surrounding land use is a mix of rural
and suburban residential as well as agriculture and industrial. The property is relatively flat with some
small terraces in the northwest part of the property. Elevations range from 3,117 feet at the southeast
cormner of the property to 3,359 feet at the northern end of the property. Three farmed fields occupy a
large portion of the eastern two-thirds of the property. Two main ditches convey water through the
property. Some old corrals are located near the northern boundary, but do not appear to have been
used for several years. Historic aerial images show that there were four structures in the northern
portion of the property prior to 2013 but have been torn down.

Uplands within the delineation area are mainly grassland or grasses mixed with greasewood
(Sarcobatus vermiculatus). Common grass species include smooth brome (Bromus inermis), creeping
wild rye (Elymus repens), intermediate wheatgrass ( Thinopyrum intermedium), cheatgrass (Bromus
tectorum) and crested wheatgrass (Agropyron cristatum). Several large cottonwood trees are present
around the old homestead and Russian Olive (Eleagnus angusiifolia) is commen along ditches and
wetland boundarnes. The noxious weed species Canada thistle (Cirsium arvense) was observed in
small amounts in and near wetlands. Saline soils are common on the property with indicators such as
salt crystals and concentrations observed in the soil matrix and salt crust observed on the soil surface.
Calcium carbonate concentrations were also commonly observed in the soil matrix, more often in
upland areas.

m'l 1425 OLD HIGHWAY 10 W - LAUREL I 1
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B 2.0 REGULATORY SETTING

The placement of dredged or fill material into Waters of the United States (WOTUS) is regulated by the
U.5. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) under Section
404 of the federal Clean Water Act (CWA).

2.1 WOTUS DEFINITION

Because the 2023 Rule is not operative in Montana {due to ongeing litigation), the agencies are
interpreting WOTUS consistent with the pre-2015 regulatory regime and the Sackett decision until
further notice. This report also follows pre-2015 regulations and the Sacketf decision to determine the
preliminary jurisdictional status of wetlands. In general, WOTUS includes all waters that are or could be
used for interstate or foreign commerce, all interstate waters, the territorial seas and all tributaries to
any of the above-described waters that are relatively permanent, standing or continuously flowing. Also
included are waters adjacent (having continuous surface connection) to the above listed waters
including wetlands, ponds, lakes, oxbows, impoundments and similar waters. As the regulatory
authority, the USACE will make all final jurisdictional determinations.

2.2 WETLAND DEFINITION

Section 404 of the CWA defines wetlands as:

“...those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or groundwater at a frequency and
duration sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of
vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions.” (40 CFR 230.3)

The Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual provides guidelines and methods to determine
whether an area is a wetland for purposes of Section 404 of the CWA. The manual states that the
interaction of hydrology, vegetation, and soil results in the development of characteristics unigue to
wetlands (E.L., 1987). Except under certain circumstances, at least one positive indicator of each of
these three parameters must be documented to determine that an area is a wetland.

2.3 REGULATORY JURISDICTION

The Rivers and Harbors Appropriation Act of 1899 made it a misdemeanor to discharge refuse matter
of any kind into the navigable waters, and tributaries thereof, of the United States. The Clean Water Act
of 1977 took over regulation of many activities covered by the Rivers and Harbors Act. Section 404 of
the CWA requires that a discharger of dredged or fill matenial into WOTUS obtain a permit unless the
activity is eligible for an exemption. On June 5, 2007, the EPA and USACE issued a memorandum
requiring efficient coordination between the EPA and USACE on Jurisdictional Determinations (JDs)
under the CWA Section 404 (EPA/JUSACE, 2007). On December 2, 2008, the EPA and USACE signed
and released a joint memorandum that addressed the jurisdiction over waters of the U.S. under the
CWA. The memorandum provides guidance to EPA regions and USACE districts implementing the
Supreme Court’s decision in the consolidated cases Rapanos v. United States and Carabell v. United
States (EPAJUSACE, 2008).

On June 29, 2015, the EPA and USACE published the Clean Water Rule which provided clarification
on the definition of the WOTUS. Federal district courts found that the rule suffered from certain errors
and issued orders remanding the 2015 rule back to the agencies. The 2015 Rule was repealed when
the EPA and USACE published the 2019 Rule which reinstated the 1980s regulations (EPA/USACE,
2019). On Apnil 21, 2020, the EPA and USACE published the Navigable Waters Protection Rule to
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finalize a revised definition of WOTUS. This rule became effective on June 22, 2020 (EPA/USACE,
2020), however on August 30, 2021 the U.S. District Court for the District of Arizona in Pasuga Yaqui
Tribe v. EPA vacated the Navigable Waters Protection Rule. On November 18, 2021, the agencies
announced the signing of a proposed rule revising the definition of WOTUS. The agencies proposed to
put back into place the pre-2015 definition of WOTUS, updated to reflect consideration of Supreme
Court decisions. The final “Revised Definition of Waters of the United States™ rule was published in the
Federal Register on January 18, 2023, and the rule took effect on March 20, 2023. However, the final
rule was not operative in certain states (including Montana) and for certain parties due to litigation. The
U.S. Supreme Court’s May 25, 2023 decision in the Sackeft v. EPA case invalidated paris of the
January 2023 Rule. On August 29, 2023 the agencies issued a final rule to amend the final “Revised
Definition of ‘Waters of the United States™ rule to conform to the decision in the Sackett v. EPA case.

(EPA, 2023)
‘ . . 1425 OLD HIGHWAY 10 W - LAUREL
u Aguatic Resource Delineafion Report I 3
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B 3.0 WETLAND DELINEATION METHODS
3.1 REVIEW OF EXISTING MATERIALS

Existing literature, maps, and other materials were reviewed to identify potential wetland and non-
wetland waterway locations. Materials included:

Mational Wetland Inventory Mapping (USFWS, 2026)

Montana Natural Heritage Program (MTNHP) Wetland Inventories (MTNHP, 2026)
Soil Survey of Yellowstone County (NRCS, 2026)

Hydric Soil Lists, Yellowstone County (NRCS, 2026)

Aerial Imagery (National Agriculture Imagery Program [NAIP] and Google Earth)

3.2 FIELD METHODS

The wetland delineation was conducted in accordance with the Corps of Engineers Wetlands
Delineation Manual (E.L., 1987) and the Great Plains Regional Supplement (USACE, 2010). Except
under certain circumstances, these documents require simultaneous presence of wetland hydrology,
hydric seils, and a dominance (greater than 50 percent) of hydrophytic vegetation during the growing
season to positively delineate an area as a wetland. These parameters were assessed throughout the
sites and documented at several sample points using USACE Wetland Determination Data Forms
(Appendix B). Wetlands were mapped in the field using a sub-meter GPS unit. Photos of the sample
points as well as representative photos of the sites and delineated wetlands are provided in Appendix
C.

3.2.1 VEGETATION

Hydrophytic vegetation i1s present when the plant community is dominated by species that require or
can tolerate prolonged inundation or soil saturation during the growing season (USACE, 2010). The
Great Plains: 2022 Regional Wetfland Plant Lists (USACE, 2023) provides the wetland indicator status
of most wetland and upland species of this region. Plants may be categorized as obligate (OBL),
facultative wetland (FACW), facultative (FAC), facultative upland (FACU) or upland (UPL). In general, if
a species does not have an indicator status, it is assumed to be an upland species.

At each sample point, the percent aerial cover of plant species was visually estimated to determine
plant species dominance. Herbaceous cover was assessed within a five-foot radius circular plot, shrubs
within a 15-foot circular radius plot, and trees within a 30-foot radius circular plot (E.L., 1987; USACE,
2010). The presence of hydrophytic vegetation within a representative plant community is positively
identified if more than 50 percent of the dominant species within the community have an indicator
status of OBL, FACW, or FAC.

An alternative indicator of hydrophytic vegetation uses the prevalence index which is a weighted-
average wetland indicator status of all plant species in the sampling plot. Numbers are assigned to the
indicator statuses from one to five with OBL being one and UPL being five. Weighting is by abundance
(absolute percent cover) of species of each indicator status. A prevalence index of three or less
indicates that hydrophytic vegetation 1s present (USACE, 2010).

3.2.2 S0ILS

The Mational Technical Committee for Hydric Soils (NTCHS) defines a hydric soil as a soil that formed
under conditions of saturatien, floeding, or ponding long enough during the growing season to develop
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anaerobic conditions in the upper part (Federal Register, 1994). The delineation manual regional
supplement presents indicators of hydric soils developed specifically for wetland delineation purposes.

At each sample point, soils were typically inspected to a depth of at least 18 inches to determine the
presence or absence of hydric soil indicators. The color of the soil matrix and redoximorphic features
(when present) were determined using Munsell Soil Color Charts (Munsell, 2009). Soil texture was
evaluated using field methods described by the USACE and NRCS.

A copy of the NRCS soil report for the delineation area is provided in Appendix D.

3.2.3 HYDROLOGY

Areas that have hydrophytic vegetation and hydric soils generally also have wetland hydrology unless
the hydrologic regime has changed due to natural events or human activities (MNational Research
Council, 1995). The delineation manual regional supplement provides several primary and secondary
wetland hydrology indicators based on their estimated reliability in the region. One primary indicateor is
sufficient to conclude that wetland hydrology is present while two secondary indicators are required to
conclude that wetland hydrology is present. Examples of wetland hydrelogy indicators include the
presence of surface water, a high water table, soil saturation, water marks, sediment deposits, and
surface soil cracks.

At each sample point, the surmounding area was inspected for wetland hydrology indicators. Factors
such as time of year, recent precipitation or lack thereof and whether “normal circumstances” were
present were taken into consideration when investigating hydrologic conditions. The delineation was
conducted in the winter under warmer and drier climatic conditions compared to normal.

3.2 4 PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION RATIONALE

All areas having simultaneous presence of wetland hydrology, hydnc soils and a dominance of
hydrophytic vegetation within the project area were delineated as wetlands regardless of their
preliminary jurisdictional status. As stated in the Regulatory Setting section, the definitions provided in
Section 404 of the CWA and the guidance provided in the 2008 EPA/USACE Memorandum as well as
the Sackett decision were used to determine the preliminary jurisdictional status of wetlands and non-
wetland waterways. Wetlands and non-wetland waterways were inspected in the field for a continuous
surface connection to a known WOTUS. As the regulatory authority, the USACE will make all final
Jjurisdictional determinations.
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B 40RESULTS

Six wetlands totaling 17.31 acres and five bed-and-bank features totaling 1.84 acres were delineated
during the February 2026 aquatic resource delineation. Figure 2 in Appendix A shows the location and
extent of the wetlands and bed-and-bank features.

4.1 WETLAND 1

The delineated portion of Wetland 1 (WL-1) is 1.56 acres and is a depression wetland located in the
northeast comer of the property. The wetland is hydraulically supported by surface water from a small
drainage to the north as well as high groundwater. Vegetation in Wetland 1 is dominated by broad-leaf
cat-tail (Typha latifolia), and creeping meadow-foxtail (Alopecurus arundinaceus). Several Russian olive
trees are growing near the edges of this wetland. The wetland continues onto the property to the east
where it connects fo another small channel. Surface water was present in the wetland at the time of the
delineation. Soils met the criteria for redox dark surface (F&), depleted matrix (F3), and depleted below
dark surface (A11).

4.2 WETLAND 2

The delineated portion of Wetland 2 (WL-2) is 0.25 acres and is in a swale that crosses the northern
property boundary. This wetland is vegetated almost entirely with creeping meadow-foxtail. Soils had a
high organic content in the upper seven inches and were mucky. A blocked culvert used to connect this
swale to a small depression on the other side of a ranch road to the south. Soils were only moist at the
time of the delineation, however this wetland met two secondary hydrology indicators: Geomorphic
position (D2) and FAC-Neutral Test (D5). This wetland continues onto the property to the north but
does not connect to any other aguatic resource features.

4 3 WETLAND 3

The delineated portion of Wetland 3 (WL-3) is 3.63 acres and is in a Y-shaped swale that crosses the
northeastern property boundaries. Surface water was present in a portion of this wetland at the time of
the delineation and was flowing out to the south into Bed-and-Bank-1 (BB-1). This wetland is vegetated
with broad-leaf cat-tail, hard-stem club-rush (Schoenoplectus acutus), three-square (Schoenoplectus
pungens), and clustered field sedge (Carex praegracilis) in the wettest areas and creeping meadow-
foxtail and rough bent grass (Agrosiis scabra) near the edges. Several Russian olive frees are growing
near the edges of this wetland. Soils met the cnteria for redox dark surface (F&) and depleted below
dark surface (A11).

4.4 WETLAND 4

Wetland 4 (WL-4) is 0.08 acres and is a slope wetland located adjacent to Bed-and-Bank 2 where it
turns to the east. Vegetation in this wetland is almost entirely broad-leaf cat-tail and reed canary grass
(Phalaris arundinacea). It is likely that water seeps through the ditch in this location to support the
wetland. There may be a low spot in the ditch in this location where water sits for a prolonged amount
of time, allowing the water to seep through the ditch. This wetland does not connect to any other
aquatic resource features.

4.5 WETLAND 5

The delineated portion of Wetland & (WL-5) is 3.24 acres and is a depression wetland located on the
west-central portion of the property. The wetland continues onto the property to the west where there is
a constructed pond. It seems that water seeps out of the hillslope to the north as well. Common
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vegetation in Wetland 5 is creeping meadow-foxtail, broad-leaf cat-tail, tall false rye grass
(Schedonorus arundinaceus), clustered field sedge, and long-style rush (Juncus longistylis). The
wetland connects to BB-1 to the east. Surface water was present in a portion of the wetland at the time
of the delineation. Soils met the critenia for redox dark surface (F6) and depleted below dark surface
(A11).

4.6 WETLAND 6

The delineated portion of Wetland & (WL-6) 1s 8.35 acres and is a depression wetland located in the
southwest corner of the property. The wetland 1s connected to a network of wetlands to the west of the
property that generally drain to the southeast. The wetland is hydraulically supported by surface water
from this wetland network as well as high groundwater. Vegetation in Wetland 1 is dominated by broad-
leaf cat-tail, three square, and creeping meadow-foxtail. Several Russian olive trees are growing near
the edges of this wetland. Surface water was present in the core of the wetland at the time of the
delineation. Soils met the cntena for depleted matrix (F3). WL-6 connects to BB-1 at its eastemn extent.

4.7 BED-AND-BANK 1

The delineated portion of Bed-and-Bank 1 (BB-1) is 1.29 acres and is the ditch that starts at the north-
central portion of the property at a spnng. A small (4-inch) pipe is stuck into the hillside at the spning
location but does not appear to connect to any other water feature. The spring was flowing at the time
of the delineation. Water was also flowing out of WL-3 into BB-1 at the time of the delineation. BB-1is 5
to 15 feet wide and 2 to 5 feet deep with water depths ranging from a few inches to a foot. The ditch
generally travels due south through the property, then tumns to the east along Highway 10. The portion
of the ditch along the highway had been cleaned out recently with excavated matenal piled alongside
the ditch. The remaining portion of the ditch had vegetation growing in it.

4.8 BED-AND-BANK 2

The delineated portion of Bed-and-Bank 2 (BB-2) is 0.23 acres and is the ditch that enters the property
near the middle of the northem boundary, flows southeast, then turmns east and flows off the property.
The ditch was not flowing at the time of the delineation, but some standing water and ice was present in
portions of the ditch. BB-2 is 3 to 6 feet wide and 1 to 2 feet deep. Portions of this ditch appear to have
been cleaned out recently with excavated material piled alongside the ditch. The northern portion of the
ditch is heavily vegetated with Russian olive along both sides of the ditch.

4.9 BED-AND-BANK 3

The delineated portion of Bed-and-Bank 3 (BB-3) is 0.22 acres and is the ditch that runs along the
eastern property boundary then tums east at a couple locations and flows off the property. The ditch is
connected to BB-2 and is about 5 feet wide and 1 to 2 feet deep.

4.10 BED-AND-BANK 4

Bed-and-Bank 4 (BB-4) is 0.05 acres and is a small ditch that runs southwest just northwest of the
fields. This ditch is about 1 foot wide and less than 1 foot deep and did not appear to have water
flowing through it in recent years. It may have connected to BB-2 historically but no longer does. The
ditch tapers off before reaching BB-1. The banks are primarily vegetated with upland grasses.
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4.11 BED-AND-BANK 5

Bed-and-Bank 5 (BB-5) is 0.05 acres and is the small ditch southwest of the fields that may be used to
drain excess water off the fields. Due to recent dredging in BB-1, it was difficult to determine if or where

BB-5 connects to BB-1. BB-5 is 1 to 2 feet wide and less than 1 foot deep. This ditch was dry at the
time of the delineation.
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B 5.0 WETLAND INVENTORY MAPS
5.1 NATIONAL WETLAND INVENTORY

Figure 3, Appendix A shows the wetlands and bed-and-banks features mapped by the National
Wetland Inventory (NWI). The NWI maps all wetlands except WL-2 and WL-4 however the boundanes
are different from the boundaries delineated in the field. WL-1 and WL-6 as well as the inner core of
WL-3 are classified as palustrine, emergent, persistent, seasonally flooded (PEM1C). The outer portion
of WL-3 and all of WL-5 are classified as palustnine, emergent, persistent, temporanly flooded
(PEM1A). NWI also maps BB-1 and BB-2 but does not map the other three bed-and-bank features.
NWI connects BB-1 to BB-2, however this connection was not confirmed in the field. NWI classifies the
bed-and-bank features as an excavated, seasonally flooded, intermittent streambed (R4SBCx). These
maps are prepared from the analysis of high-altitude imagery and a margin of error is inherent
(USFWS, 2026).

5.2 MONTANA NATURAL HERITAGE PROGRAM
WETLAND MAPPING

Figure 4, Appendix A shows the wetlands mapped by the Montana Natural Heritage Program
(MTNHP). The MTNHP map is considerably different than the NWI map. MTNHP maps a larger area
for WL-1, however this additional area was found to be upland in the field. MTNHF also maps an area
around BB-4 as wetland, but this area was found to be vegetated with smooth brome. These wetlands
were classified as diked/impounded, palustrine, emergent, persistent, seasonally flooded (PEM1Ch).
MTMNHF only mapped the core of WL-3 and a smaller portion of WL-6 and did not map WL-2, WL-4, or
WL-5. The only riverine feature mapped by MTNHP is BB-1 and it does not show the portion of the
channel that extends past WL-3 to the spring. MTNHP wetland mapping is also prepared from the
analysis of high-altitude imagery and a margin of error is inherent (MTNHP, 2026).
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B 6.0 SUMMARY

Six wetlands totaling 17.31 acres and five bed-and-bank features totaling 1.84 acres were delineated
during the February 2026 aquatic resource delineation. WL-3, WL-5 and WL-6 may be considered
Junisdichional due to their connection to BB-1 which is likely to convey naturally sourced water for more
than three months per year. BB-1 connects to a network of irmigation ditches that eventually outflow to
the Yellowstone River, a WOTUS. WL-2 and WL-4 are likely non-jurisdictional features since they do
not connect to another WOTUS. More research and field investigation will need to be performed to
provide a preliminary jurisdictional determination for WL-1 as it is difficult to determine if it connects to
another WOTUS somewhere off the property. BB-4 and BB-5 are all likely non-junsdictional features
since they are constructed wholly in upland and do not convey water for more than three months of the
year. BB-2 and BB-3 are also likely non-junsdictional features since they are constructed in upland,
however they may convey water for more than 3 months of the year. The USACE will make all final
Jurisdictional determinations.

Additionally, irmigation ditches that flow beyond the property may require special consideration if the
owners desire to relocate or pipe them. Ditch companies often have prescriptive easements on either
side of their ditches that allow them to access private property to maintain the infrastructure. The ditch
companies, If they exist in the area, need to be consulted before any changes can be made.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OME Control & 0710-0024, Exp: 9/30/2027
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Great Plains Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-1; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: 1425 US Highway 10 City'County: Laurel ! Y ellowstone Cao. Sampling Date: 24428
Applicant/Cwnier: Miller Trois LLC State: MT Sampling Point: SP1U
Imvestigator{s): 5. Howell, K. Krenik Section, Township, Range: Sec08, TO25, R24E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): valley boitom Local relief (concave, comeex, none):  none Slope (%): _1-2
Subregion (LRRAMLRA)E  LRR G, MLRA 534 Lat: 45.6748757°N Long: 108.7905383°W Datum:  WGES5E4
Soil Map Unit Mame: Lohmiller soils, seeped, 0 o 2 percent slopes MWl classification: UPL
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes x| Mo (ifno, explain in Remarks.)
AreVegetation . Soil_ ,orHydrology  significantly disturbed?  Are "Mormal Circumstances” present?  Yes _ x Mo
AreVegetation . Soil_ orHydrology  naturally problematic?  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks. )

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydmophytic WVegetation Present? Yes Mo X Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes Mo % _ within a Wetland? Yes Mo X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes Mo_ X
Remarks:
Sample point is in different community type sumounding south edge of wetland.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tres Stratum {Plat size: f i % Cower  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. MNone Mumber of Dominant Species That
2 Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 L=
3 Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 2 B

=Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species That
SaplingShrub Stratum (Plot size: 15t ) Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (AB)
1. Mane
2 Prevalence Index worksheet:
3. Total % Cover of Multiply by-
4. OBL species ] x1= ]
& FACW spadies 0 ®2= 0

=Tatal Cover FAC species a 3= a
Herb Stratum {Plot size: 5t i FACU species 50 4= 200
1. Elymus repens 50 fes FACU UPL species 50 5= 250
2. Bromuz inermis 50 Yes UPL Column Totals: 100 {A) 450 B)
3. Prevalencs Index =B/A = 4.50
4.
. Hydrophiytic Vegetation Indicators:
i __1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
7. __ 2-Dominance Test is >50%
8 _3 - Prevalence Index is =3.0°
Q. __4-Marphological Adaptations’ {Provide supporting
10. data in Remarks or on & separate sheet)

100  =Total Cover __ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)

Woody Vine Stratum  (Flot size: UL 'indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
1. MNone be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
2 Hydrophytic

=Tatal Cover Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 10 Present? Yes No__ X
Remarks:
“egetation is all infroduced grass species.

ENG FORM 6116-5, SEP 2024 Great Plains — Version 2.0
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SOIL Sampling Point:  SP1U
Priofile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features
{inches) Caolor (moist) £ Caolor (maoist) %  Type' Loo Texture Remarks
0-1 10%R 201 100 LoamyClayey High organics. Loam
1-8 2.5% 32 ] 257 T 2 C M Loamy'Clayey Fime roots present. SiC
612 2.5Y 32 a8 257 TN 2 cC M Loamy'Clayey Less roots. SiC
12-18 25YR 42 100 Loamy'Clayey Clay
"Type: C=Concentration. D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. “Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matriz.
Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils:
Histosol (A1) Sandy Gleyed Matrix (54) 1 om Muck (A%) (LRRL, J)
Histic Epipedon (A2) Sandy Redox (35) High Plains Depressions (F16)
Black Histic (43) Stripped Matrix (S8) (LRR H outside of MLRA 72 & 73)
Hydrogen Sulfide [(A4) Loarmy Mucky Mineral (F1) Reduced Vertic (F18)
Siratified Layers [A5) (LRR F) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Red Parent Material (F21)
1 em Muck (A8) (LRR F, G, H) Depleted Matrix (F3) ‘Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Redox Dark Surface (F3) Cther (Explain in Remarks)
Thick Dark Surface [(A12) Depleted Dark Surface (FT)
Iron Monosulfide (A18) Redox Depressions (FB)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (51) High Plains Depressions (F18) *Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
2.5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (32) (LRR G, H) {MLRA 72 & 73 of LRR H) wetland hydrology must be present,
5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (33) (LRR F) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Depth (inches): Hydriz Soil Present? Yes MNo X
Remarks:

Light colored concentrations are likely calcium carbonate concentrations, mot redox features.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators {minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicstors {mininwm of two required)
Surface Water (A1) Salt Crust (B11) Surface Soil Cracks (BE)
___ High Water Table (A2) " Aquatic Invertsbrates (B13) " Sparsely Vegstated Concave Surface (B2)
Saturation (43) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Drainage Pattems (B 10)
"~ Water Marks (B1) " Dry-Season Water Table (C2) " Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roats (C3)
Sadiment Depasits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C2) {where tilled)
" Drift Deposits (B3) T where not illed) __ Crayfish Burrows (C2)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C8)
" Iron Deposits (B5) "~ Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___ Geomorphic Position (D2)
Inundation Visible on Asrial Imagery (BT) Other (Explain in Remarks) FAC-Meutral Test (DS)
_ Water-Stsined Leaves (E9) T ___ Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7) (LRR F)
Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? ez No = Diepth (imchas):
VWater Table Present? Yes Mo = Depth (inches)
Saturation Present? Yes No = Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrolegy Present? Yes Mo _ X

(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Diata (stream gage, monitorng well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Saoils are moist throughout.

ENG FORM &116-5, SEP 2024 Great Plains — Version 2.0

June 12, 2026 171|Page



DEPARTMENT OF

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT £F B DIPARTMENT OF
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

.S, Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control & 0710-0024, Exp: %/30/2027
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET - Great Plains Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
Ses ERDC/EL TR-10-1; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 33515, paragraph 5-2a)
Project/Site: 1425 US Highway 10 City/County: Laurel [ Y ellowstone Co. Sampling Date: 204428
Applicant’wner: Miller Trois LLC Sitate: MT Sampling Point SP1W
Imvestigatons): 5. Howell, K. Krenik Section, Township, Range: Sec.08, TO2S, R24E
Landform (hillside, termace, ete.): deprassion Local relisf (concave, convex, none):  concave Slope (%)
Subregion (LRRVMLRA)  LER G, MLRA 58A Lat: 45.6748711°N Lomg: 108.7805034°W Datum:  WGSE4
Soil Map Unit Mame: Lobmiller soils, sesped, 0 to 2 percent skopes MW classification: UPL
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this ime of year? Was  x Mo (lfno, explain in Remarks. )
AreVegetation . Soil orHydmdogy  significantly disturbed?  Are "Marmal Cireumstances” present?  Yes Mo
Are egetation . 5ol .orHydrology  naturally problematic?  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydmophytic WVegetation Present? Yes X Mo Is the Sampled Area
Hydric: Soil Fresent? Yes X Mo within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes_ K Mo
Remarks:
SP near edge of cattail wetland. Representative of veg imwetland.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 0w 1 % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. hone Mumber of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 [A)
S Total Number of Deminant Spacies
4. Across All Strata: 2 (Bl

=Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species That
Sapling/Shrub Stratumn (Plot size: 15 ) Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (AB)
1. Mone
2. Prevalence Index worksheet:
3 Total % Cover of: Multiply by
4. OBL spedes an xl= a0
5. FACW species 70 xl= 140

=Total Cover FALC species 0 3= a
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 fi 1 FACU species 0 id= ]

. Typha lafifolia 30 Yes OBL UPL species 0 xf= 0
2. Alopecwus anmndinaceus 70 fes FACW Column Totals: 100 (Al 170 {B)
3 Prevalence Index =B/A = 1.70
4.
5. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
G ___ 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic \/egetation
T. _* 2 - Dominance Test is =50%
g __# 3 - Prevalence Index is =30’
Q. ____4 - Marphological Adaptations’ {Provide supporting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
100 =Total Cover ____ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation (Explain)

Woody Vine Sirstum  (Flot size: HR ] 'indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
1. Mone be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
2 Hydrophytic

=Total Cover Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 10 Present?® Yes X No
Remarks:
\Vagetation is taller in wetland.
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

»
M&ﬂﬁ&
DPHH

S0OIL Sampling Point: _ SPAW
Profile Description: {Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Riedox Features
{inches) Caolor (maoist) %% Caolor (moist) £ Type' Loc Texture Remarks
0-2 10°YR 272 100 Loany/Clayey Loam, High omganics
2410 1R 41 a5 10YR 3/8 5 C M Loarmy' Clayey SiC, Prominent redox concentrations
10-18 10YR 4/1 a5 10YR 3/8 15 H M LoamyClayey Clay, Prominent redox concentrations

"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Mafrix, C5=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

“Location: PL=Fare Lining, M=Matriz.

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils™:

- Histosol (A1)
Histic Epipedon (A2)
" Black Histic (AZ)
Hydrogen Sulfide (44)
" Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR F)
1 em Muck (AS) (LRR F, G, H)
" X_Depleted Below Dark Surface (411)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)
" Iron Manosulfide (A18)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (51)

& cm Mucky Peat or Peat (53) (LRR F)

2.5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (52) (LRR G, H)

___ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (54)
Sandy Redox (55)

___ Stripped Matrix (58)
Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)

"~ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)

X Depleted Matrix (F3)

"~ Redox Dark Surface [F8)
Cepleted Dark Surface (F7)

" X_Redox Depressions (F8)
High Plains Depressions (F16)

T [MLRAT7Z&T73ofLRRH)

_1emMuck (AZ) (LRR, J)
High Plains Depressions (F16)

T (LRRH outside of MLRA 72 & 73)
Redused Vertic (F18)

"~ Red Parent Material (F21)
‘ery Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

*Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Typs:

Diepth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes X Mo

Remarks:

Relatively uniform color and texture. Fine roots are present in the top two layers, fewer roots are present below 10 inches.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators {minimum of one is required; check all that apphy)

Secondary Indicators {(minimum of two reguirsd)

Surface Water (A1)
___ High Water Table (A2)
X Saturation (A3}
"~ Water Marks (B1)
Sediment Deposits (B2)
" Drift Deposits (B3)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
"~ Iron Deposits (B5)

Water-Stained Leaves (BH)

Salt Crust (B11)
" Aquatic Invertebrates (13)

Hydrogen Sulfide Odar (C1)
" X_Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Owidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C2)
T [where not tilled)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
" Thin Muck Surfsce (CT)

Inundation Visible on Acral Imagery (BT) Cither (Explain in Remarks)

Surface Saoil Cracks (BE)

" Sparsaly Vegetated Concave Surface (BE)
Drainage Pattems (B10)

:Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

{where tilled)

__ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Saturation Visible on Asrial Imagery (C8)

___ Geomorphic Position (D2)

¥ FAC-Meutral Test (D)

Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7) (LRR F)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? fes
‘Water Table Present? fes x
Saturation Present? fes  x

{includes capillary fringe)

No x Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches): 14
No Depth (inches): 11

Wetland Hydrolegy Present?

Yes X Mo

Describe Recorded Diata (stream gage, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspactions), if available:

Remarks:

Water table present at 14 inches. Saturation present at 11 inches.
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

»
MJNTh&
DPHH

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Great Plains Region
See ERDC/EL TR-10-1; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R

OMB Control # 0710-0024, Exp: 3302027
Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
(Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: 1425 US Highway 10 City/County: Laurel / ¥ ellowstone Co. Sampling Date: 24428
Applicant/Cwmer: Miller Trois LLC State: MT Sampling Point- SP2U
Investigaton{s): 5. Howell, K. Krenik Section, Township, Range: Sec08, TO2S, R24E

Landfiorm (hillside, terace, ete.): valley bottomn Local relief (concave, convesx, none):  convex Slope (%): _ 5
Subregion (LRRMLRA) LRR G, MLRA 584 Lat: 458753751°N Long: 108.7927882°W Datum: WGSBS

Soil Map Unit Mame: Arvada-Bane silty clay loams, 0 to 1 percent slopes MW classification: UPL

Are cdimatic | hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this ime of year? Tes x Ne  (Ifne, explain in Remarks. )
AreVegetation . Soil . orHydrodogy  significantly disturbed?  Are "Mormal Circumstances” present?  Yes _ x Mo
AreVegetation . S5ocil_ .orHydmodogy  naturally problematic?  (If needed. explain any answers in Remarks. )

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, efc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?  Yes Mo X Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Fresent? Yes Mo X _ within a Wetland? Yes Mo X
Wetland Hydrology Present™ Yes Mo_ X
Remarks:
Sample point is on slight hillslope above swale wetland.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absclute  Dominant  Indicator

Tres Stratum (Plot size: aft 1 % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Mane Mumber of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: I
2 Total Mumber of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 2 B

=Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species That
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Flot size: 15t ) Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (AB)
1. Mone
2 Prevalence Index worksheet:
3 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
4, COBL species 0 wl= 0
5. FALCW species ] w2= ]

=Total Cover FAC species 0 3= a
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 1 FACU species 20 4= an
1. Bromug inermis B0 Yes UPL UPL species a0 nh= 400
2. Chenopodium album 20 es FACU Column Totals: 100 (A 480 B
3. Prevalence Index =B/A = 4.80
4,
5. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
a. ___1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic \Vegetation
7. ___2-Dominance Test is >50%
23 ___3-Prevalence Index is <3.0°
a. ___4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

100  =Total Cover ___ Froblematic Hydrophytic Vegetation’ (Explain)

Woody Vine Sirstum - (Flot size: o) "indicators of hydric sail and wetland hydrology must
1. Mone be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
2 Hydrophytic

=Total Cover Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 5 Present? ‘r'e-E_ NDL
Remarks:
Distinet change in community type between wetland and upland.
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

»
M&ﬂﬁ&
DPHH

SOIL Sampling Point:  SP2U
Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features
{inches) Caolor (moist) % Caolor (maist) % Type' Loc Texture Remarks
0-6 10vR 33 100 Loamy' Clayey Many fine roots. Loam
812 10YR 42 100 Loamy/Clayey Few fine roots. Sil
12-18 10YR 42 ] 25Y 72 2 H M Loanmy/Clayey Cacium Carbonate. SiCL

"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Red

uced Matrix, C5=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

* ocation: PL=Pare Linimg, M=Matrix.

___ Histosal (A1)
___ Histic Epipedon (42)
_ Black Histic (43)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
" Stratified Layers (45) (LRR F)
1 em Muck (48) (LRR F, G, H)
___ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)
" Iron Monosulfide (A18)
Sandy Mucky Minsral (51)
T 25em Mucky Peat or Peat (52) (LRR G, H)
5 cm Mucky Peator Peat (S3) (LRR F)

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

___ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (34)
Sandy Redax (S5}
" Stripped Matrix (S8}
Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
"~ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
Depleted Matrix (F3)
" Redox Dark Surface (F8)
Diepleted Dark Surface (F7)
" Redox Depressions (FB)
High Plains Depressions (F15)
T [MLRA T2 & 73 of LRR H)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils™
T emMuck (A5) [LRRI, J)
High Plains Depressions (F18)
_ (LRR H outside of MLRA 72 & 73)
Reduced Vertic (F18)

Red Parent Material (F21)

‘ery Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
Cither (Explain in Remarks)

*Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetand hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes

Remarks:
Few gravels in pit Concentrations in lowest |aye

r are likely calcium carbonate.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of ene is required; check all that apoby)

Secondary Indicators {minimwm of two required)

___ ‘Surface Water (A1)

___ HighWater Table (A2)
Saturation (43)

" Water Marks (B1)

___ Sediment Deposits (B2)

___ Drift Deposits (B3)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

" lIron Deposits (B5)

Water-Stained Leaves (B8)

Inundation Visible on Asrial Imagery (BT}

Salt Crust (B11)

Aguatic Invertebrates (B13)

Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

Diry-Season Water Table (CT2)

Cwidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
(where not filled)
Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Thin Muck Surface (C7T)

Crther (Explain in Remarks)

Surface Sail Cracks (BE)
" Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Drainage Pattems (B10)
:Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
(where tilled)
___ Crayfish Bumows (C5)
Saturation Visible on Asrial Imagery (C9)
"~ Geomorphic Pesition (D2)
FAC-Meutral Test (DF)

Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7) (LRR F)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? es
Water Table Present? es
Saturation Present? Yes

{includes capillary fringe)

Mo Depth (inchas):
Mo Depth (inchas):
Mo x Depth (inches):

Wetland Hydrolegy Present?

Yes No

Describe Recorded Diata (stream gage, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Sapils are moist throughout.
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DEPARTMENT OF

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT £F B DIPARTMENT OF
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

.S, Army Corps of Engineers OME Control & 0710-0024, Exp: 93072027
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Great Plains Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDCIEL TR-10-1; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)
Project/Site: 1425 US Highway 10 City/County: Laurel / Yellowstone Co. Sampling Date: 244268
Applicant'Cwmner Miller Trois LLC State: MT Sampling Point SP2W
Investigaton(sh: 5. Howell, K. Krenik Section, Township, Range: Sec08, TO2E, R24E

Lamdform (hillside, temace, etc.): swale Local relief (concave, convex, none):  concave Slope (%):

Subregion (LRRAMLRA):  LRR G, MLRA 58A Lat: 45 8754066°N Long: 108.7927245"W Datum:  WIE584

Soil Map Unit Mame: Arvada-Bone sitty clay loams, 0 to 1 percent slopes MW classification: LUPL

Are climatic | hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes x Mo {If no, explain in Remarks. )

Are Vegetation . Soil . or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are Normal Circumstances” present?  Yes = Mo

Are Vegetation . Soil . or Hydrology naturalty problematic?  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks. )

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydmophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X MNo Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No____ within a Wetland? Yes X Mo
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X Mo
Remarks:
Sample point in swale wetland
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tres Stratum {Plot size: W 1 % Cowver  Specdies? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Mone Mumber of Dominant Spedcies That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 1A)
2 Total Number of Dominant Spedies
4. Across All Strata: 1 B)

=Total Cover Percent of Dominant Spacies That
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Flot size: 15/ ) Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
1. MNone
2 Prevalence Index worksheet:
3 Total % Cover of: Multiphy by
4. OBL spedies 0 1= 0
5. FACW species 100 2= 200

=Total Cover FAC species 0 £3= 0
Hertr Stratum (Plot size: 5t 1 FACU species 0 id= 0
1. Alopecuwus anundinaceus 100 fes FACW UPL species 0 5= 0
2. Column Totals: 100 (A 200 B)
3. Prevalence Index =Bi& = 2.00
4.
5. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
&, __ 1 -Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
7. _ % 2-Dominance Test is >50%
2 _%_3-Prevalence Index is <3.0°
a. ___ 4 - Morphological Adaptations ' (Provide supporting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

100 =Total Cover ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

Woody \ine Siratum (ot size: WR) "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
1. MNone be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
2 Hydrophytic

=Taotal Cover Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum Present® Yes X Ho
Remarks:
Wetland is vegetated almost entirely with Alopecunus arundinacesus.
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

SOIL Sampling Point:  SP2W
Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Drepth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Calor (rnoist) % Caolor (moist) % Type' Loc Texture Remarks
0-7 10vR 33 100 Mucky Loam/Clay High organic content. BMSiL
T-13 10vR 32 100 Loamy/Clayey Woms; gravels 10%. Sil
13-18 2.8 412 100 Loamy/ Clayey Few small gravels. SiC

"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

*Location: PL=Fare Linimg, M=Matriz.

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils™:

Hydrogen Sulfide (44)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR F)
1 em Muck (AZ) (LRRF, G, H)
"~ Depleted Below Dark Surface (411)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)
" iron Monosulfide (418)
___‘Sandy Mucky Mineral (51}

5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR F)

2.5 em Mucky Peat or Peat (52) (LRR G, H)

Histosal (A1) Sandy Gleyed Matrix (54)
Histic Epipedon (42) Sandy Redox (S5)
Black Histic (A3) Siripped Matrix (S58)

_ % Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
Depleted Matrix (F3)

"~ Redaox Dark Surfacs (F8)

___ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

___ Redox Depressions (F&)

___High Flains Depressions (F15)
(MLRA 72 & 73 of LRR H)

_ 1emMuck (AZ) (LRR, J)
High Plains Depressions (F16)

T (LRRH outside of MLRA 72 & 73)
Reduced Vertic (F18)

___ Red Parent Material (F21)
Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

" Otther (Explain in Remarks)

*ndicators of hydrophytic wvegetation and
wetland hiydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Diepth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Remarks:
Layers are well defined

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimwm of cne is required; check all that apoby)

Secondary Indicators (minimmwm of two reguired

Surface Water (A1)
_ High Water Table (A2)
Saturation (43)
"~ Water Marks (B1)
Sediment Depasits (B2)
" Drift Deposits (B3)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
"~ Iron Deposits (B5)

Water-Stained Leaves (B0)

Salt Crust (B11)
_ Aquatic Invertebrates (B13)

Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
___ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Cwidized Rhizospheres on Living Roats (C3)
T {where not tilled)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
" Thin Muck Surfce (C7)

Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (BT) Other (Explain in Remarks)

Surface Soil Cracks (BE)

___ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (BE)
Drainage Pattems (B10)

" Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

{where filled)

___ Crayfish Burows (CE)
Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C8)

_X_Geomarphic Fosition (D2)

¥ FAC-Meutral Test (D5)
___ Frost-Heave Hummacks (D7) (LRR F)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes
Water Table Present? e
Saturation Present? fes

(includes capillary frimge)

Mo = Depth (inches):
Mo = Depth (inches):
Mo = Depth (inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Yes K Mo

Describe Recorded Data (siream gage, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections ). if available:

Remarks:

Siils are moist throughout, wetland is in swale feature.
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT £} DIPARTMENT OF
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OME Conirol & 0710-0024, Exp: S30/2027
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET - Great Plains Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDCIEL TR-10-1; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-23)
Project/Site: 1425 US Highway 10 City/County: Laurel { Yellowstone Co. Sampling Date:  2/16/28
Applicant'Owner: Miller Trois LLC State: MT Sampling Point: SPaU
Investigaton(s): 5. Howell, K. Krenik Section, Township, Range: Sec.08, TO25, R24E
Landform (hillside, terrace, ete.): hillside Local relisf (concave, convex, none):  convex Slope (%): 2-5
Subregion (LRRAMLRA): LRR G, MLRA 584 Lat: 45.6742650°N Lomg: 108.7968335"W Datum:  WiGEE4
Soil Map Unit Mame: Keiser silty clay loam, 1 to 4 percent slopes MNWI classification: UPL
Are dimatic | ydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? ez x Mo {If nz, explain in Remarks. )
Are Vegetation . Sail . or Hydrology significantty disturbed?  Are "Mormal Circumstances™ present?  Yes Mo =
Are Vegetation . Sail . or Hydrology naturally problematic?  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks. )
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?  Yes Mo X Is the Sampled Area
Hydrnic Soil Present? fes Mo X within a Wetland? Yes Mo X
Wetland Hydrology Present? fes Mo X
Remarks:
Sample point is on slightly higher ground on the shoulder of a hill.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute  Dominant  Indicator
Tres Stratum (Plat size: 0w 1 % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Mone Mumber of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 [A)
3 Total Mumber of Dominant Spedies
4. Across All Strata: 1 Bl
=Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species That
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15ft ) Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)
1. Mone
2 Prevalence Index worksheet:
3 Total % Cover of Multiply by
4. OBL speces 0 xl=
&, FACW species 1 2= 2
=Total Cover FAC species 0 3= a
Hert Stratum {Plot size: 5ft 1 FACU species a0 4= 320
1. Poa prafensis 80 fes FACU UFL species 20 5= 100
2. Bromus fectorum 20 M UPL Column Totals: 101 {A) 422 B
3. Disfichliz spicata 1 Mo FACW Prevalence Index = BIA = 4.18
4.
5. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
. 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
7. 2 - Dominance Test is =50%
a8 3 - Prevalence Index is 30"
a 4 - Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
0. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
101 =Total Cover Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: VR "Indicators of hydric soil and watland hydrology must
1. Mone be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
Z Hydrophytic
=Total Cover Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum Present? Yes No X
Remarks:
It i= winter time, vegetation has senesced
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
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»
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DPHH

S0IL

Sampling Point: SP3U

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators )

Depth Matrix Redox Features
{inches) Caolor (moist) % Cuolor {maoist) % Type' Loc Texturs Remarks
0-2 10YR 272 100 Loamy/Clayey High organics. Loam
24 257 42 100 Loamy'Claysy Fine & med roots. SiC
818 257 42 20 257 TN 10 C M Loamy'Claysy Cacium Carbonate depasits. Clay

"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, C5=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

“Location: FL=Fare Linimg, M=Matrix.

- Histosal (A1)
Histic Epipedon (42)
" Black Histic (A3)
___ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
__ Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR F)
1 em Muck (AZ) (LRRF, G, H)
" Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
__Iron Monosulfide (A18)
Sandy Mudky Mineral (31)
T 25em Mucky Peat or Peat (52) (LRR G, H)
5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (53) (LRR F)

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

___ Sandy Gleyed Mairix (34)
Sandy Redox (S5)
___ Stripped Matrix {S8)
Loarmy Mucky Mineral (F1)
"~ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
Depleted Matrix (F3)
" Fedox Dark Surface (F8)
Depleted Dark Surface (FT)
"~ Redox Depressions (F8)
High Plains Depressions (F16)
T [MLRAT7Z&73of LRR H)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils™:
__TomMuck (AZ) (LRRI J)
High Plains Depressions (F16)
T [LRR H outside of MLRA 72 & 73)
Reduced Vertic (F18)

Red Parent Material (F21)

‘ery Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Cither (Explain in Remarks)

*Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Typs:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes Mo X

Remarks:

Few medium gravels in soil pit. Light colored concentrations are likely calcium carbonate concentrations, not redox features.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apphy)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

Surface Water (A1)
" High Water Table (A2)
__ Saturation (A3)

"~ Water Marks (B1)
___ Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)

Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

" lIron Deposits (B5)

Water-Stained Leaves (BH)

Salt Crust (B11)

Aquatic Invertebrates (B13)
Hydrogen Sulfide Odaor (C1)
Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Creidized Rhizospheres on Living Rioots (C3)

[where not tilled)
Pressnce of Reduced Iron (C4)
Thin Muck Surface (C7)

Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (BT} Other (Explain in Remarks)

Surface Soil Cracks (BE)
" Sparsely Vegstated Concave Surface (B2)
__ Drainage Pattems (B10)
__ Omidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
[where tilled)
__ Crayfish Burmows (C5)
Saturation Visible on Asrial Imagery (C8)
___ Geomorphic Pesition (02)
__FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
___ Frost-Heave Hummecks (D7) (LRR F)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? fes
Water Table Present? fes
Saturation Present? es

({includes capillary fring=s)

Mo x Depth (inches):
Mo = Depth (inches):
Mo x Depth (inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Yes Mo X

Describe Recorded Data (stream gage, monitoring well, serial photos, previows inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Sails are slhightly moist throughout profile.
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DEPARTMENT OF

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT £F B DIPARTMENT OF
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

11.S. Army Cormps of Engineers OMB Control # 0710-0024, Exp: %/30/2027
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET - Great Plains Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-1; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-23)
Project/Site: 1425 US Highway 10 City/County: Laursl ! Y eliowstone Co. Sampling Date: 244268
Applicant/Cwmer: Miller Trois LLC State: MT Sampling Point SPaW
Imvestigaton(sh: 5. Howell, K. Krenik Section, Township, Range: Sec08, TO25, R24E
Landform (hillside, terracs, etc): swale Local relief (concave, comsex, nons):  concave Slope (%):  1-5
Subregion (LRR/MLRA): LRR G, MLRA 584 Lat: 45.6743140°N Lomg: 108.7985813°W Datum: WG5E4
Soil Map Unit Mame: Lohmiller soils, seeped, 0 to 2 percent slopes MWl classification: PEM1A
Are climatic | hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? ez  x Mo (If no, explain in Remarks. )
Are \egetation . Soil . or Hydrology significantly disturbed?  Are "Mormal Circumstances” present?  Yes = No
Are \egetation . Soil . or Hydrology naturally problamatic? (I needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydmophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X Mo Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Sail Present? es X Mo within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? es K Mo
Remarks:
Sample point near edge of swale.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute  Dominant  Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: A0 1 % Cover  Speces? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Mone Murnber of Dominant Species That
2 Are OBL. FACW, ar FAC: 1 A
3. Total Mumber of Dominant Spacies
4. Across All Sfrata: 1 B)
=Total Cover Percent of Dominant Spedies That
Sapling'Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15 ft 1 Are OBL, FACW, ar FAC: 100.0% (A'B)
1. Mone
2 Prevalence Index worksheet:
3 Total % Cover of. Multiply by-
4. CBL species ] 1= ]
A FACW spedes 100 xl2= 200
=Total Cover FALC species ] 3= ]
Herby Stratum (Plot size: 5t 1 FACLU species 0 x4 = a
1. Alopecwruz anmdinaceus 100 fes FACW UPL species ] i5= ]
2 Column Totals: 100 {A) 200 (B)
3 Prevalencs Index =BiA = 2.00
4.
5. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
& 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic WVegetation
T. ¥ 2 - Dominance Test is =50%
8. ¥ 3 - Prevalence Index is £3.0°
a. 4 - Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supparting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
100 =Total Cover Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Flot size: EARCN 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
1. Mone be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
z Hydrophytic
=Total Cover Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 5 Present? Yes X Nao
Remarks:
‘Wagetation is representative of cuter wetland community. See SPTW for a representation of the cantral community type.
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

»
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DPHH

SOIL Sampling Point: _ SP3W
Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators )
Depth Matrix Redox Features
({inches) Caolor (maist) % Color {moist) % Type' Loc Texbure Remarks
04 10YR 32 100 Loamy/Claysy Fine roots & rhizomes. 5L
4-11 10YR 41 o5 10YR 38 5 C M Loamy/Clayey Gravels 5%. SL
11-18 2.5Y 52 a0 25Y 712 40 C M Loamy/Clayey Few gravels. SiC

Type: C=Conceniration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, C5=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

“Location: PL=Fare Linimg, M=Matrixz.

. Histosol (A1)
Histic Epipedon (A2)
__ Black Histic (A3)
Hydrogen Sulfide (44)
" Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR F)
1 em Muck (49) (LRR F, G, H)
" X_Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (412)
__ ron Monosulfide (A18)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (31)
__ 2.5 cm Muchy Peat or Peat (S2) (LRR G, H)
__ Som Mucky Peat or Peat (53) (LRR F)

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted_)

___ Sandy Gleyed Mairix (34)
Sandy Redox (S5)
__ Stripped Matrix (S5}
Loarmy Mucky Mineral (F1)
"~ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
* Depleted Matrix (F3)
" Redox Dark Surfacs (F6)
Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
" Redox Depressions (F8)
High Plains Depressions (F16)
{MLRA 72 & 72 of LRR H}

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils™:
1 cmMuck (A9) [LRRL J)
High Plains Depressions (F16)
(LRR H outside of MLRA 72 & T3)
Reduced Vertic (F18)
" Red Parent Material (F21}
‘ery Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
" Other (Explain in Remarks)

*Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Diepth (inchas):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes X Mo

Remarks:
CaCo concentrations in lower layer.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Surface Water (A1)
__ High Water Table (AZ)
Saturation (A3)
_ Water Marks {B1)
Sediment Deposits (B2)
" Drift Deposits (B3)
__ Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
" Iron Daposits (B5)

Water-Stained Leaves (BE)

Primary Indicators {minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Salt Crust (B11)

Anguatic Invertebrates (B13)

Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

Diry-Season Water Table (C2)

Owidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
(where not tilled)

Pressnce of Reducsd Iron (C4)

Thin Muck Surface (CF)

Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (BT} Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators {minimum of two reguired
Surface Soil Cracks (BE)

" Sparsely Vegstated Concave Surface (B8}
Drainage Patt=ms (B10)

:Clxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

{where tilled)

_ Crayfish Burrows (CE)
Saturation Visible on Aenal Imageny (C8)

" X_Geomorphic Pesition (D2)

X FAC-Meutral Test (D5)
___ Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7) (LRR F)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? ez
Water Table Present? ez
Saturation Present? es

(includes capillary fringe)

Mo x Depth (inches):
Mo x Depth (inches):
Mo x Depth (inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Yes X No

Diescribe Recorded Diata (stream gage, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Mear edge of swale. Soils are moist.
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DEPARTMENT OF

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT £F B DIPARTMENT OF
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

.S, Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control # 0710-0024, Exp: %30/2027
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET - Great Plains Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
Ses ERDC/EL TR-10-1; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)
Project/Site: 1425 U5 Highway 10 City'County: Laursl / Yellowstone Co. Sampling Date: 2118726
Applicant'Cwmer: Miller Trois LLC State: MT Sampling Point SP4U
Imvestigatons): 5. Howell, K. Krenik Secfion, Township, Range: Sec08, TO2ZS, R24E
Lamdform (hillside, temacs, etc.): valley Local relief (concave, convex, none):  none Slope (%): 01
Subregion (LRRVMLRA):  LRR G, MLRA 584 Lat: 45.6705818°N Lomg: 108.7961893°W Datum: WGS5E4
Soil Map Unit Mame: Arvada-Bone silty clay loams, 0 to 1 percent slopes MW classification: UPL
Are climatic | hydrelogic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yas  x Mo {If no, explain in Remarks. )
Are Vegetation . Soil . or Hydrology significantly disturbed?  Are "Mormal Circumstances” present?  Yes x Mo
Are Vegetation . Soil . or Hydrology naturally problematic? (I needed, explain any answers in Remarks. )
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydmophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X Mo Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Sail Present? Ves Mo X within a Wetland?® Yes L
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes Mo X
Remarks:
Sample point in greasewood community type adjacent to wetland.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant  Indicator
Tres Stratum (Plot size: o fi 1 % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Mone Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 A)
S Total Mumber of Dominant Spedies
4. Across All Strata: 3 B)
=Total Cover Percent of Dominant Spacies That
Sapling/Shrub Stratumn (Plaot size: 15ft ) Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 63.7% (AB)
1. Sarcobafus vermiculaius G0 fes FAC
2. Prevalence Index worksheet:
3. Total % Cover of: Multiply by
4. OBL species 0 1= 0
& FACW species 0 2= 0
&0 =Total Cover FAC species a2 3= 188
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 1 FACU species 0 xd= 0
1. Bromuz fectomum 4 Yes UPL UFL species 4 5= 20
2. Agrostis scabma 2 fes FAC Column Totals: i ] (A 208 B)
3. Prevalence Index =B/A = 3.12
4.
5. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
&, 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophiytic Vegetation
7. X 2 - Dominance Test is >50%
2. 2 - Prevalence Index is 2.0’
a. 4 - Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supparting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
3] =Total Cover Problematic Hydrophytic Viegetation” (Explain)
Woody Vine Strafum ~ (Flot size: Wi ) "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
1. Mone be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
2 Hydrophytic
=Total Cover Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 20 Present? Yes X No
Remarks:
Winter season, vegetation has senesced.
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

»
M&ﬂﬁ&
DPHH

S0IL

Sampling Point: SP4U

Profile Description: {Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators_)

Depth Matrix Redox Features

({inches) Calor (maist) k] Calor (maist) k] Type' Loc Texture Remarks
0-6 2.5 412 100 Loanmy' Clayey Many fine mots. SiC
G-18 2.8 412 100 Loany' Clayey Some fine & med mots. Clay

"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

“Location: PL=Fare Lining, M=Matrix.

___ Histosol (A1)
Histic Epipadon (42)
" Black Histic (A3)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
" Stratified Layers (45) (LRR F)
1 em Muck [48) (LRR F, G, H)
" Depleted Below Dark Surface [A11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)
"~ Iron Manasulfide (A18)
___‘Sandy Mucky Mineral (51)

5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (33) (LRR F)

2.5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (52) (LRR G, H)

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRSs, unless otherwise noted.)

__ ‘Sandy Gleyed Matrix (54)
Sandy Redax (35)
___ Stripped Matrix (S8)
Loarmy Mucky Mineral (F1)
"~ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
Depleted Matrix (F2)
" Redox Dark Surface (F8)
Diepleted Dark Surface (F7)
"~ Redox Depressions (FE)
High Plaims Depressions (F16)
T [MLRAT72&73ofLRRH)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Sails™:
1 cm Muck (A2) (LRRI, J)
High Plains Depressions (F16)
_ (LRR H outside of MLRA 72 & 73)
Reduced Vertic (F18)
" Red Parent Material (F21)
Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
" Other (Explain in Remarks)

*Indicators of Fydrophytic wegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Typs:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Remarks:
Salt orystals present throwghout soil profile

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two reguired

Surface Water (A1)
" High Water Table (A2)
Saturation (A3)
"~ Water Marks (B1)
Sediment Deposits (B2)
" Drift Deposits (B3)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
"~ Iron Deposits (B5)

Water-Stained Leaves (BD)

Salt Crust (B11)
" Aquatic Invertebrates (B13)

Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
___ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Owidized Rhizospheres on Living Roats (C3)
T [where not tilled)

Pressnce of Reducsd Iron (C4)
"~ Thin Muck Surface [CT)

Inundation Visible on Aeral Imagery (BT} Cther (Explain in Remarks)

Surface Soil Cracks (BA)
___ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surfacs (B8)
Drainage Pattems (B10)
:Clxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
{where tilled)
__ Crayfish Burmows (CE)
Saturation Visible on Aenal Imagery (C8)
"~ Geomorphic Pesition (C2)
FAC-Meutral Test (DF)
" Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7) (LRR F)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes
Water Table Present? fes
Saturation Prasent? Yes

(includes capillary frings)

Mo x Depth (inches):
Mo = Depth (inches):
Mo x Depth (inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Yes Mo X

Describe Recorded Data (stream gage, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Sails are slightly moist throughout profile.
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT £} DIPARTMENT OF
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

.S, Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control # 0710-0024, Exp: $30/2027
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET - Great Plains Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-1; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-23)
Project/Site: 1425 US Highway 10 City'County: Laurel / Yellowstone Cao. Sampling Date: 24428
Applicant/Cwner: Miller Trois LLC State: MT Sampling Point: sSPawW
Investigator(s): 5. Howell, K. Krenik Section, Township, Range: Sec.08, TOZS, R24E
Lamdform (hillside, terrace, etc.): valley bottom Local relief (concave, convex, none):  none Slope (%): 0O
Subregion (LRR/MLRA)  LRR G, MLRA 58A Lat: 45.6704742°N Lomg: 108.7882313°W Datum: WGE5B4
Soil Map Unit Mame: Lohmiller soils, seeped, 0 to 2 percent slopes MNWI classification: PEMIC
Are dimatic ! hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? ez x No {If nz, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation . Soil . or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are "Mormal Circumstances” present?  Yes x Mo
Are Vegetation . Soil . ar Hydrology naturally problematic?  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydmophytic \Vegetation Present? Yes X Mo Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X Mo within a Wetland? Yes X Ho
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes K Mo
Remarks:
Sample point near edge of cattails in wetland.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute  Dominant  Indicator
Tres Stratum (Plot size: f 1 %% Cowver  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Mone Mumber of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL. FACW., or FAC: 2 {A)
2 Total Mumber of Dominant Species
4. Across All Sirata: 2 B)
=Total Cover Percent of Dominant Spacies That
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Phot size: 15t ) Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (AB)
1. Mone
2 Prevalence Index worksheet:
3. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
4. OBL spacies 75 1= 75
5. FACW species 0 2= 0
=Total Cover FALC species 3 3= a
Herty Stratum (Plot size: 5ft 1 FACLU species - id= 112
1. Typha lafifolia 45 Yes OBL UPL species 0 wh= 0
2. Schosnoplectus pungens 30 fes OBL Column Totals: 106 (A 108 B)
3. Poa prafensiz 15 Mo FACU Prevalences Index =B/A = 1.85
4. Schedonorus aundinaceus 10 Mo FACU
5. Sonchus anvensiz 3 Mo FAC Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
6. Cirsium arvenze 3 Mo FACU 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophiytic Vegetation
7. ¥ 2 - Dominance Test is =50%
g8 ¥ 3 - Prevalence Index is =3.0°
a 4 - Morphalogical Adaptations' (Provide supporting|
i0. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
108  =Total Cover Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation’ (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum ~ (Plot size: Wi ) 'indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
1. Mone be present. unless disturbed or problematic.
2 Hydrophytic
=Taotal Cover Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum Present? Yes X No
Remarks:
Distinct wetland community type.
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

»
M&ﬂﬁ&
DPHH

SOIL Sampling Point: _ SP4W

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators )

Depth Matrix Redox Features

{inches) Caalor (moist) % Color (maist) % Type' Loo Testure Remarks
0-3 10YR 42 100 Loanmy/ Clayey Many fine roots. Sil
3-10 2.5Y 52 88 10%R 3/8 2 C M Loanmy/Clayey Fine/Med roots. SiCL
10-14 2.5Y 42 85 28Y T 5 C M Loanmy/Clayey Calc.Carb present. SiC
14-18 2.5Y 42 a2 2.5Y T 8 C M Loany/Clayey More Calc.carb present. S5iC

"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, C5=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

Location: PL=Pare Linimg, M=Matrix.

___ Histosal (A1)
Histic Epipedon (AZ2)
" Black Histic (A3)
Hydrogen Sulfide [44)
" Stratified Layers (45) (LRR F)
1 em Muck (48) (LRR F, G, H)
"~ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)
" Iron Manosulfide (A18)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (51)

5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (33) (LRR F)

2.5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (52) (LRR G, H)

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

___ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (54)
Sandy Redax (55)
___ Stripped Matrix (S8)
Loarmy Mucky Mineral (F1)
"~ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
¥ Depleted Matrix (F3)
" Redox Dark Surfacs (F8)
Depleted Dark Surface (FT)
__ Redox Depressions (FE)
High Plains Depressions (F15)
T [MLRATZ&73ofLRR H)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils™:
__1emMuck (A8) (LRRI, J)
High Plains Depressions (F16)
_ (LRR H outside of MLRA 72 & 73)
___ Reduced Vertic (F18)
__ Red Parent Material (F21)
__\ery Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
__ Other (Explain in Remarks)

*Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be presant,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Typs:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Remarks:

Redox concentrations don't appear to be on living roots.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apphy)

Secondary Indicstors (minimum of two reqguired)

__ Surface Water (A1)

__High Water Table (A2)
Saturation [(A3)

" Water Marks (B1)

___ Sediment Deposits (B2)

___ Drift Deposits (B3)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

" Iron Deposits (B5)

Water-Stained Leaves (BB)

_ SakCrust (B11)
_ Aquatic Invertebrates (B13)
Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (1)
"~ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
(where nat filled)
Presance of Reduced Iron (C4)
___ Thin Muck Surface (C7)

Inundation Visible on Aeral Imagery (BT} Other (Explain in Remarks)

Surface Soil Cracks (BE)

___ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Drainage Pattems (B 10}

:Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

(where tilled)

__ Crayfish Burrows (C5)
Saturation Visible on Aeral Imageny (C9)

" X_Geomerphic Pesition (DZ)

X FAC-Meutral Test (D5)

Frost-Heave Hummooks (D7) (LRR F)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? ez
Water Table Present? Yes
Saturation Present? ‘fes

(includes capillary fings)

Mo = Depth (inches):
Mo = Depth (inches):
Mo = Depth (inches):

Wetland Hydrolegy Present?

Yes X Ho

Describe Recorded Data (stream gage, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Salt crust in nearby areas
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT £} DIPARTMENT OF
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

.S, Army Corps of Engineers OME Control # 0710-0024, Exp: %30/2027
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET - Great Plains Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDCEL TR-10-1; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R {Authority: AR 33515, paragraph 5-2a)
Project/Site: 1425 LS Highway 10 City'County:  Laurel ! Y ellowstone Ca. Sampling Date: 2168726
Applicant/Cwamear: Miller Trois LLC State: MT Sampling Point: SP5U

Investigaton(s)h: 5. Howell, K. Krenik Section, Township, Range: Sec08, TO25, R24E

Landform (hillside, terracs, ete. ) valley Local relief (concave, convex, mone):  nong Slope (%) 0-1
Subregion (LRRMLRA): LRR G, MLRA 58A Lat: 45.8724578°N Lomg: 108.7870386"W Datum: WGSBS
Soil Map Unit Mame: Arvada-Bone silty cay loams, 0to 1 percent slopes MWW classification: PEM1A

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes x Mo {If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetstion . Soil . or Hydrzlogy significantty disturbed?  Are "Mormal Circumstances” present?  Yes  x No

Are Vegetation . Soil . or Hydrology naturally problematic? (I needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydmophiytic Vegetation Present? ‘Yes Mo X Is the Sampled Area
Hydriz Sail Present? Yes Mo X within a Wetland > Yes L
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes Mo X
Remarks:
Sample point on slightly higher ground where smooth brome is growing.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tres Stratum (Plot size: 30 fi 1 % Cower  Species? Status Cominance Test worksheet:
f. Mone Number of Dominant Species That
2 Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 1A)
el Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 1 =]

=Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species That
Sapling"Shrub Stratumn (Plat size: 15t ) Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A'B)
1. Mone
2 Prevalence Index worksheet:
3 Total % Cover of: Multiply by-
4. OBL spedies 0 1= 0
& FACW spedies 0 2= 0

=Total Cover FAC species 3 3= a
Herty Stratum (Plot size: 5 1 FACU species 4 id= 168
1. Bromus inermiz a0 es UPL UFL species a0 5= 450
2. Sonchus arvensiz 3 Mo FALC Column Totals: a7 (A 475 B)
3. Schedonorus arundinaceus 2 Mo FACL Prevalence Index =B/A = 4.00
4. Chenopodium slbum 1 Mo FACL
5. Poa prafenszis 1 Mo FACL Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
. 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic \Vegetation
T 2 - Dominance Test is =50%
g 3 - Prevalence Index is =3.0°
Q. 4 - Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
0. dats in Remarks or on a separate sheat)

a7 =Total Cover Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation” (Explain)

Woody Vine Siratum = (Plot size: R VIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
1. Mone be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
z Hydrophytic

=Total Cover Vegetation
% Bare Ground im Herb Stratum Present? Yes No X
Remarks:
winter season, vegetation has senescad
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

»
M&ﬂﬁ&
DPHH

SOIL Sampling Point: _ SPSU
Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators_)
Diepth Matrix Redox Features
{inches) Calor (maist) % Caolor {moist) % Type' Loc Texture Remarks
0-3 10YR 242 100 Loanmy' Clayey Many fine rocts. Sil
3B 2.5Y 42 100 Loanmy' Clayey Fewer fine roots. Sil
518 2.5Y 52 100 Loanmy'Clayey Few fine roots. SiC

"Typa: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

*Location: PL=Fore Lining, M=Matrix.

- Histosol (A1)
Histic Epipedan (A2)
" Black Histic [A3)
Hydrogen Sulfide (44)
" Stratified Layers (45) (LRR F)
1 em Muck (A8} (LRR F, G, H}
" Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)
" Iron Menosulfide (418)
__ Sandy Mucky Mineral (51)

5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR F)

2.5 em Mucky Peat or Peat (52) (LRR G, H)

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

___Sandy Gleyed Mafrix (S4)
Sandy Redax (55)
" Stripped Matrix (S8)
Loanmy Mucky Mineral (F1)
" Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
Degpleted Matrix (F3)
"~ Fedox Dark Surface (F8)
Diepleted Dark Surface (F7)
" Redox Depressions (F8)
High Plains Depressions (F16)
T [MLRAT2&T3ofLRRH)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils:
__1emMuck (AZ) (LRRI, J)
High Plains Depressions (F16)
_ (LRR H outside of MLRA 72 & 73)
Reduced Vertic (F18)
"~ Red Parent Material (F21)
‘Wery Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

*Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetand hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Typs:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes Mo X

Remarks:
Some worm castings in bottom layer

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Surface Water (A1)
" High Water Table (A2)
Saturation (43)
"~ Water Marks (B1)
Sediment Depasits (BZ)
" Drift Deposits (B3)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
" iron Deposits (B5)

Water-Stained Leaves (BE)

Primary Indicators (minimwm of one is required; check all that apoly)

Salt Crust (B11)
__ Aquatic Invertsbrates (B13)

Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
" Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Owidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
T (where not tilled)

Presance of Reducsd Iron (C4)
" Thin Muck Surface (CT)

Inundation Visible on Aeral Imagery (BT} Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators {minimum of two reguired
Surface Saoil Cracks (BE)
" Sparsely Vegstatad Concave Surface (B8)
Crainage Pattems (B10)
:Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
{where tilled)
__ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C8)
"~ Geomaorphic Position (D2)
FAC-Meutral Test (D5)

Frost-Heawve Hummocks (D7) (LRR F)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes
‘Water Table Present? ez
Saturation Present? Yes

({includes capillary frings)

Mo x Depth (inches):
Mo x Depth (inches):
Mo x Depth (inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Yes Mo X

Describe Recorded Data (stream gage, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Sails are slightly moist throughout profile.
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DEPARTMENT OF

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT £F B DIPARTMENT OF
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

.S, Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control # 0T10-0024, Exp: 9/30/2027
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET - Great Plains Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-1; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R {Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)
Project/Site: 1425 US Highway 10 City/County: Laurel / ¥ellowstone Co. Sampling Date: 24428
Applicant'Cwner Miller Trois LLC State: MT Sampling Point: SPEW

Investigaton(s): 5. Howell, K. Krenik Section, Township, Range: Sec08, TO25, R24E

Landfiorm (hillside, termace, ete.): valley bottom Local relief (concave, convex, mnone):  none Slope (%) 0
Subregion (LRRAMLRA): LRR G, MLRA 58A Lat: 45.8725334°N Long: 108.7870408°W Datum:  WE584
Soil Map Unit Mame: Arvada-Bone silty clay loams, 0 to 1 percent slopes MW classification: PEM1A

Are climatic | hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yas Mo (If nz, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation . Soil . or Hydrology significantly disturbed?  Are "Mormal Circumstances” present?  Yes  x Mo

Are Vegetation . Soil . ar Hydrology naturally problematic?  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks. )

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydmophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X Mo Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X Mo within a Wetland? Yes X No_
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes K Mo
Remarks:
Sample point in foxtal where surface water is present.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute  Domimant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 0 f 1 % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. MNone Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 [A)
3. Total Mumber of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 1 Bl

=Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species That
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15 ft } Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (AB)
1. Mone
2 Prevalence Index worksheet:
3. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
4. OBL speces 0 1= 0
8. FACW spadies a0 2= 180

=Total Cover FALC species a 3= a
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 1 FACU species 5 wd = 20
1. Alopecuruz anmdinacews il fes FACW UFL species 0 5= 0
2. Schedonorus aundinacsus 5 Mo FACU Column Totals: o5 (A 200 B)
3. Prevalences Index =B/A = 2.1
4.
. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
. ___ 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
7. _ ¥ 2 - Dominance Test is =50%
8. _ ¥ _3-FPrevalence Index is =0
= ___4-Maorphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

a5 =Total Cover ___ Froblematic Hydrophytic Vegetation” (Explain)

Woody Vine Siratum  (Flot size: EURCI "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
1. Mone be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
z Hydrophytic

=Taotal Cover Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 10 Present? Yes X Mo
Remarks:
Bare ground maestly coverad by litter.
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

»
M&ﬂﬁ&
DPHH

SOIL Sampling Point: _ SPEW
Profile Description: {Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators_)
Depth Matrix Redox Features
{inches) Caolor (maoist) % Caolor (moist) % Tgl';:»c-_1 Loc® Texture Remarks
0-3 10YR 201 100 Mucky Loam/Clay High ocrganics. MSiL
318 2.5Y 32 a5 10YR 38 5 H M Loamy/Clayey Few fine roots. SiC

"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, C5=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

“Location: PL=Pore Linimg, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicab
. Hisfosol (A1)

Histic Epipedon [(AZ2)
" Black Histic (A3)

Hydrogen Sulfide (44)
" Siratified Layers (A5) (LRR F)
_ 1cm Muck (AZ) (LRRF, G, H)

Thick Dark Surface (A12)
Iron Maonosulfide (A18)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (51)

5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)

2.5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (52} (LRR G, H)

le to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)
__ Sandy Gleyad Matrix (34)
Sandy Redox (55)
___ Stripped Matrix (58)
Loarmy Mucky Mineral (F1)
"~ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___ Depleted Matrix (F3)
_*_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
Depleted Dark Surface (FT)
"~ Redox Depressions (FE)
__ High Flains Depressions (F16)
(MLRA 72 & 73 of LRR H)

(LRR F)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Sails™:
1 cm Muck (A2) (LRRI, J)
High Plains Depressions (F16)
(LRR H outside of MLRA 72 & 73)
Reducad Vertic (F18)
Red Parent Material (F21)
__ Wery Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
__ Other (Explain in Remarks)

*Indicators of hydrophytic wegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes No

Remarks:
Large cobble at 15" depth.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicatoers:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apphy)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

_ X Surface Water (A1)

_ ¥ High Water Table (AZ)
Saturation (43)

" Water Marks (B1)

____Sediment Deposits (B2)

____ Drift Deposits (B3)

__ Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

___lron Deposits (BS)

Water-Stained Leaves (BR)

__ Salt Crust (B11)
_ Aquatic Invert=brates (B13)
Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
" Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
(where nat tilled)
___ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
" Thin Muck Surface {CT)

Inundation Wisible on Aerial Imagery (BT) Other (Explain in Remarks)

__ Surface Soil Cracks (BE)
__ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Crainage Pattemns (B 10}
:Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
{where tilled)
__ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
____Satration Visible on Aerial Imagery (C8)
_ & Geomorphic Position (D2)
X FAC-Meutral Test (DS)
___ Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7) (LRR F)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? fes
Water Table Present? fes
Saturation Present? fes

({includes capillary fringe)

Nao Depth (inches): 05
Nao Depth (inches): i}
No Depth (inches): i}

Wetland Hydrolegy Present?

Yes X No

Describe Recorded Data (stream gage, monitoring well, asrial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:

Water is weeping into soil pit throughout soil profile.
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DEPARTMENT OF

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT £F B DIPARTMENT OF
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

U.8. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control # 0710-0024, Exp: S/30/2027
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Great Plains Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-1; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 33515, paragraph 5-2a)
Project/Site: 1425 US Highway 10 City/County:  Laurel [ Yellowstone Co. Sampling Date:  2M16/26
Applicant/Cwner: Miller Trois LLC State: MT Sampling Point SPaU
Imvestigaton{s): 5. Howell, K. Krenik Section, Township, Range:  Sec.08, TO25, R24E
Landform (hillside, temace, ete.): wvalley Local relief (concave, convex, none):  none Slope (%) 01
Subregion (LRRAMLRAY  LRR G, MLRA 58A Lat: 45.68733334°N Long: 108.7250783°W Datum: WGESE4
Soil Map Unit Mame: Lohmiller soils, seeped, 0 to 2 percent slopes MWl classification: LUPL
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yas Mo (If no, explain in Remarks. )
AreVegetation . Soll . orHydrology  significantly disturbed?  Are "Mormal Circumstances” present?  Yes  x Mo
AreVegetation .30l .orHydrology  naturally problematic?  (If needed, esplain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydmophytic Wegetation Present? Yes No X Is the Sampled Area
Hydrnic Soil Present? Yes M MNo within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X
Remarks:
Sample point in intermediate wheatgrass past end of wetland lobe
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tres Stratum (Plot size: a0 fe 1 % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Mene Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: o w
3 Total Mumber of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 1 Bl

=Tatal Cover Percent of Dominant Species That
Sapling/Shrub Stratum [Plot size: 15 ft ) Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (AB)
1. Mone
2 Prevalence Index worksheet:
3. Total % Cover of Multiply by-
4. OBL speces 0 1= 0
5. FACW species 0 62= 0

=Total Cover FAC species 0 3= 0
Hert Stratum (Plot size: 5 1 FACU species 0 ad= 0
1. Thinopyrum infermedium o5 fes LPL UPL species a5 5= 475
2 Column Totals: 95 (A) 475 (B)
3. Prevalence Index = BlA = 5.00
4.
5. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
& 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
7. 2 - Dominance Test is =50%
2 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0°
a. 4 - Morphological Adaptations” (Provide supparting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

o5 =Total Cover Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' [Explain)

Woody Vine Stratum  (Flot size- AR ) "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
1. Maone be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
z Hydrophytic

=Total Cover Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum Present? Yes No X
Remarks:
Dense stand of intermediate wheatgrass
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

»
M&ﬂﬁ&
DPHH

DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

SOIL

Sampling Point: SPEU

Profile Description: [Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
{inches) Caolor (maist) % Color (moist) % T}.l';:ua-1 Loc® Texture Remarks
04 2.5Y a2 100 Loanmy!'Clayey Many fine roots. SiCL
418 2.5 N a5 10YR 348 5 H M Loanmmy!Claysy CaCod contrentrations also present. Clay

"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, C5=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

*Location: PL=Pore Linimg, M=Matrix.

___ Histosal (A1)
Histic Epipedon (AZ2)
___ Black Histic (A3)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR F)
1 cm Muck [A8) (LRRF, G, H)
" Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)
" Iron Monosulfide (A18)
Sandy Mucdky Mineral (51)

5 em Mucky Peat or Peat (53) (LRR F)

2.5 em Mucky Peat or Peat (52) (LRR G, H)

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

__ Sandy Gleyad Matrix (34)
Sandy Redox (S5)
" Stripped Matrix (S8)
Loarmy Mucky Mineral (F1)
" Loamy Gleysd Matrix (F2)
Depleted Matrix (F3)
" X_Redox Dark Surfacs (F6)
Depleted Dark Surface (FT)
" Reedox Depressions (F8)
High Plains Depressions (F16)
T [MLRAT72&73of LRRH)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
_1emMuck (AZ) (LRRI, J)
____High Plains Depressions (F16)

(LRR H outside of MLRA 72 & T3)

Reduced Vertic (F18)

___ Reed Parent Material (F21)
__ Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Other (Explain in Remarks)

*Indicators of hydrophytic wegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes X Ho

Remarks:
Mo rocks present

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators {mininum of one is required; check all that apphy)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

__ Surface Water (A1)

__ High Water Table (A2)
Saturation (A3}

"~ Water Marks (B1)

____ Sediment Deposits (B2)

____ Drift Depasits (B3)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

" lIron Deposits (B5)

Water-Stained Leaves (BE)

_ SakCrust(B11)
__ Aquatic Invertebrates (B13)
Hydrogen Sulfide Odar (C1)
___ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___ Owidized Rhizospheres on Living Roats (C3)
(where not filled)
Pressnce of Reducsd Iron (C4)
" Thin Muck Surface (CT)

Inundation Visible on Asral Imagery (BT) Cither (Explain in Remarks)

___Surface Soil Cracks (BE)
___ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Drainage Pattems (B10)
:Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
{where tilled)
___ Crayfish Burrows (CE)
Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C8)
___ Geomorphic Position (D2)
FAC-Meutral Test (DF)
___ Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7) (LRR F)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? fes
Water Table Present? ‘fes
Saturation Present? fes

(includes capillary fringe)

Mo = Depth (inches):
Mo = Diepth (inches):
Mo = Depth (inches):

Wetland Hydrolegy Present?

Yes Ho X

Describe Recorded Diata (stream gage, monitoring well, aerial photos, previcus inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Sails are slightly moist throughout profile.
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DEPARTMENT OF

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT £F B DIPARTMENT OF
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

U.8. Army Corps of Engineers OME Control # 0710-0024, Exp: S30/2027
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET - Great Plains Region Reguirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-1; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 33515, paragraph 5-2a)
Project/Site: 1425 US Highway 10 City/County: Laurel ! Yellowstone Co. Sampling Date: 24428
Applicant/Cwnier: Miller Trois LLC Sitate: MT Sampling Point SPawW
Investigatons): 5. Howell, K. Krenik Section, Township, Range:  Sec.08, TO2E, R24E
Landform (hillside, temace, et swale Local relief (concave, convex, none):  concave Slope (%): 0
Subregion (LRRVMMLRA):  LRR G, MLRA 58A Lat: 45.6733263°N Lomg: 108.78515083"W Datum:  WE5E4
Soil Map Unit Mame: Alluvial land, wet MW classification: PEM1A
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yas  x Mo (If no, explain in Remarks. )
Areegetation . Sel__ .orHydrology  significantly disturbed?  Are "Mormal Circumstances” present?  Yes_ x Mo
AreVegetation . 3ol .orHydmology  naturally problematic?  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks. )

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydmphytic WVegetafion Present? Yes X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X Mo
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X MNo

Remarks:

Sample point at downslope end of wetland lobe

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tres Stratum (Plot size: 0 i % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Mone Nurmber of Dominant Species That
2 Are OBL. FACW, or FAC: 1 [A)
2 Total Mumber of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 1 B)
=Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species That
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15ft ) Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (AJB)
1. Mone
2 Prevalence Index worksheet:
3. Total % Cover of Multiply by-
4. OBL species 0 xl= 0
5. FACW species 100 wl= 200
=Total Cover FAC spades 5 3= 15
Herb Stratum (Plot szs: 5 fit i FACU species 0 4= 0
1. Carex prasgracilis a5 fes FACW UPL species 0 5= 0
2. Juncus longistyliz 5 Mo FACW Column Totals: 105 {A) 215 B)
3. Sonchus arvensiz ] No FAC Prevalence Index =B/A = 2.05
4.
5. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
g ___ 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
T. _ % 2 - Dominance Test is =50%
2. _¥_3-Prevalence Index is 2.0
a. 4 - Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
10. data in Remarks or on a separats sheet)
106  =Total Cover ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
Woody Vine Sratum  (Flot size: EL "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
1. Mone be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
z Hydrophytic
=Total Cover Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum Present? Yes X No
Remarks:

Distinct change in vegetation community type at end of wetland lobe.
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DEPARTMENT OF

»
STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT R L HEATs
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

SOIL Sampling Point:  SPBWV
Profile Description: {Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Caolor (maist) % Caolor {maist) % Type' Lo Tewbure Remarks
0-1 10YR 22 100 Loamy/Clayey High organics. Sil
1-T 2.5Y 42 o8 10YR 38 2 H M Loamy Clayey Worms present. SiC
7-18 2.5 41 80 10YR 38 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redos. SiC
"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS5=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. % ocation: PL=Pore Linimg, M=Matriz.
Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils™:
___ Histosal (A1) ___ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (54) 1 omMuck (A2) (LRRI, J)
Histic Epipedon [(AZ) Sandy Redox (S5) High Plains Depressions (F16)
_ Black Histic {43 ___ Stripped Matrix (S58) T [LRRH outside of MLRA 72 & T3)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) Loarmy Mucky Mineral (F1) Reduced Vertic (F18)
" Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR F) "~ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) "~ Red Parent Material (F21)
1 em Muck (A3) (LRR F, G, H) ¥ Depleted Matrix (F3) ery Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
" X_Depleted Below Dark Surface (411) "~ Redox Dark Surfacs [F) " Other (Explain in Remarks)
Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
"~ Iron Monosulfide (418) " Redox Depressions (F8)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (51) High Plains Depressions (F16) *Indicators of hydrophyfic vegetation and
T 25em Mucky Peat or Peat (52) (LRR G, H) T {MLRA 72 & 73 of LRR H) wietland hydrology must be present,
:5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (33) (LRR F) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Typs:
Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes X MNo_
Remarks:
Mo rocks encountered.
HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrolegy Indicators:
Primary Indicators (mininwm of ene is required; check all that appohy) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two reguired)
Surface Water (A1) Salt Crust (B11) Surface Sail Cracks (BE)
" High Water Table (A2) ___ Aquatic Invertebrates (B13) " Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Saturation (A43) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Drainage Pattems (B10)
"~ Water Marks (B1) __ Dry-Season Water Table (C2) " idized Rhizospheres on Living Roats (C3)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Cridized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) (where filled)
" Drift Deposits (B3) T (where not filled) __ Crayfish Burrows (CE)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Pressnce of Reduced Iron (C4) Saturation Visible on Asral Imagery (C8)
"~ Iron Depesits (B5) " Thin Muck Surface {CT) " X_Geomorphic Pesition (D2)
Inundation \Visible on Acral Imagery (BT) Cther (Explain in Remarks) ¥ FAC-Meutral Test (D5)
"~ Water-Stained Leaves (B0) - ___ Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7) (LRR F)
Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? fes Mo x Depth (inches):
VWater Table Present? Yes Mo = Depth (inches)
Saturation Prasent? ez Mo x Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No
({includes capillary finge) I I I
Describe Recorded Diata (stream gage, monitoring well, seral photos, previous inspections), if available:
Remarks:
soils are moist
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DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

»
MJNTh&
DPHH

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Great Plains Region
See ERDC/EL TR-10-1; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R

OMB Control # 0710-0024, Exp: %/30/2027
Reguirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
(Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: 1425 US Highway 10 City/County: Laurel / ¥ ellowstone Co. Sampling Date:  2M6/26
Applicant'Cwmer: Miller Trois LLC State: MT Sampling Point- SPTU
Investigaton{s): 5. Howell, K. Krenik Section, Township, Rangs: Sec08, TO25, R24E

Landfiorm (hillside, terace, etc.): valley Local relief (concave, conves, Nnone).  concave Slope (%): 2-5
Subregion (LRRAMLRA): LRR G, MLRA 584 Lat: 458750150°N Long: 108.7857800°W Datum: WGESE4

Soil Map Unit Mame: Toluca clay loam, 1 to 4 percent slopes MNWI classification: PEMIC

Are dimatic | hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this ime of year? fes  x No

Are Vagetation . Soil . or Hydrzlogy signifizantly disturbed?

(If no, explain in Remarks._ |

Are Momal Circumstances” present?  Yes  x Mo

Are Vegetation . Soil . or Hydrology naturally problematic?  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? “fes Mo X Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Scil Fresent? Yes Mo X _ within a Wetland? Yes Mo X
Wetland Hydrology Present™ Yes Mo_ X
Remarks:
Sample point is near top of swale, appx 1" higher than SPTW.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absclute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plaot size: aft 1 % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet-
1. Mane Mumber of Dominant Spedies That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: I R
2 Total Mumber of Dominant Spedies
4. Across All Strata: 1 B

=Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species That
Sapling’Shrub Stratum (Plat size: 15 ft } Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% {A/B)
1. Mone
2 Prevalence Index worksheet:
3 Total % Cover of Multiply by:
4. OBL spedies 1] xl= 0
5. FACW spacies 1] nl= 0

=Total Cover FAC species 0 3= 0
Herty Stratum (Plot size: 5 1 FACU species 100 4= 400
1. Elymus repens 100 es FACU UFL species 0 5= 0
2 Column Totals: 100 (A 400 B
3. Prevalence Index =B/A = 4.00
4.
5. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
a. ___ 1 -Rapid Test for Hydrophytic \Vegetation
7. __2-Dominance Test is >50%
23 ___3-Prevalence Index is <3.0°
a. ___4-Maorphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

100  =Total Cover ___ Froblematic: Hydrophytic Vegetation’ (Explain)

Woody Vine Sirstum - (Flot size: o) "indicators of hydric sail and wetland hydrology must
1. Mone be present. unless disturbed or problematic.
2 Hydrophytic

=Total Cover Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum Present? Ye-E_ NDL
Remarks:
Muonoculture of quackgrass.
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

»
M&ﬂﬁ&
DPHH

SOIL Sampling Point: _ SPTU
Profile Description: {Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators_)
Depth Matrix Redox Features
{inches) Caolor (maoist) % Color {maoist) % Type' Loc Texture Remarks
04 10YR 2/2 100 LoamyClayesy High organics and fine roots. Sil
410 2.8Y 412 g5 2.5 T 5 c M Loanmy!' Claysy CalCo3 contrentrations. Clay
10-18 2.5Y 412 ] 257 T 5 c M Loamy/Clayey CaCod is linsar (leaching?). Clay

"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, C5=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

“Location: PL=Fore Linimg, M=Matrix.

Hydriz Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

___ Histosol (A1)
Histic Epipedon [(AZ2)
" Biack Histic (A3)
Hydrogen Sulfide [A4)
" Stratified Layers (45) [LRR F)
1 em Muck [AZ) (LRR F, G, H)
" Depleted Below Dark Surface {A11)
Thick Dark Surface [A12)
" Iron Monosulfide (A18)
__ Sandy Mucky Mineral (51)

5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (53] (LRR F)

2.5 em Mucky Peat or Peat (52) (LRR G, H)

___ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (34)
Sandy Redax (35)
___ Stripped Marix (S8)
Loarmy Mucky Mineral (F1)
"~ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
Diepleted Matrix (F3)
__ Redox Dark Surface (F8)
Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
"~ Redox Depressions (FB)
High Plains Depressions (F16)
T [MLRAT72&T7ofLRRH)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils™:
1 omMuck (AZ) (LRRI, J)

High Plains Depressions (F16)
T (LRR H outside of MLRA 72 & 73]
___ Reduced Veriic (F18)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

‘ery Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

*ndicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland ydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Typs:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes Mo X

Remarks:

Medium and small gravels make up 20% of soil matrix. Light colored concentrations are likely calcium carbonate concentrations, not redox features.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimwm of cne is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimuwnm of two required)

Surface Water (A1)
" High Water Table (AZ)
__ Saturation (A3}

"~ Water Marks (B1)

Sediment Depesits (B2)
___ Dnift Deposits (B3)

__ Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
"~ Iron Deposits (B5)

‘Water-Stained Leaves (BE)

Salt Crust (B11)
" Aquatic Invertebrates (B13)
___Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
__ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
Owidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
T [where not illed)
___ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
____ Thin Muck Surface (CT)

Inundation Visible on Aeral Imagery (BT) Other (Explain in Remarks)

Surface Soil Cracks (BE)
__ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surfacs (B8)
Drainage Pattemns (B 10}
__ Ordized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
(where tilled)
__ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C8)
"~ Geomerphic Pesition (D2)
FAC-Meutral Test (DS)

Frost-Heave Hummaodks (D7) (LRR F)

Field Observations:

{includes capillary frings)

Surface Water Present? fes Mo = Depth (inches):
‘Water Table Present? ‘fes Mo x Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? fes Mo x DCepth (inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Yes Mo X

Describe Recorded Data (stream gage, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Sails are slightly moist below 4"
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DEPARTMENT OF

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT £F B DIPARTMENT OF
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

.S, Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control & 0710-0024, Exp: 302027
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET - Great Plains Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
Ses ERDC/EL TR-10-1; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R {Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)
Project/Site: 1425 US Highway 10 City/County:  Laursl / ¥ellowstone Co. Sampling Date:  2M6/26
Applicant'Cwner Miller Trois LLC State: MT Sampling Point: SPTW
Imvestigaton(s): 5. Howell, K. Krenik Section, Township, Range: Sec08, TO2E, R24E
Landfiorm (hillside, termace, ete): swale Local relisf (concave, convex, none).  concave Slope (%): 2-5
Subregion (LRRMLRA):  LRR G, MLRA 584 Lat: 45.6750068°N Lomg: 108.7957077"W Daturn:  WGEEE4
Soil Map Unit Mame: Toluca day loam, 4 to 7 percent slopes MW classification: PEMIC
Are dimatic | ydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yas x Mo {If no, explain in Remarks. )
Are Vagetation . Soil . or Hydrology significantly disturbed?  Are "Mormal Circumstances” present?  Yes  x No
Are Vegetation . Soil . or Hydrology naturally problematic?  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks. )
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydmophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X Mo Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Saoil Present? Yes X Mo within a Wetland? Yes X Mo
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X Mo
Remarks:
Sample point near edge of cattail at toe of slope in swale.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute  Dominant  Indicator
Tres Stratum {Plat size: A0t 1 % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet-
1. Mone Mumber of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 [A)
3. Total Mumber of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 1 (B)
=Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species That
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15t ) Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% {AB)
1. MNone
2. Prevalence Index worksheet:
3 Total % Cover of: Multiply by-
4. OBL spedes a0 1= a0
a. FACW species ] x2= 120
=Total Cover FAC species 10 £3= a0
Herty Stratum (Plot sze: 5ft 1 FACU species 0 wd = 0
1. Carex prasgraciliz 1] Yes FACW UFL species 0 5= 0
2. Typha latifolia 15 Mo OBL Column Totals: 100 {A) 180 {B)
3. Schocnoplectus pungens 15 Mo OBL Prevalences Index =BlA = 1.80
4. Sonchus arvensiz 10 No FAC
8. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
. 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic WVegetation
7. X 2 - Dominance Test is >50%
= ¥ 3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0
a. 4 - Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
i0. data in Remarks or on a separate shesat)
100 =Total Cover Problematic Hydrophytic Vegstation (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Flot size: Wi} "Indicators of hydric sail and wetland hydrology must
1. Mone be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
2 Hydrophytic
=Total Cover Vegetation
% Bare Ground im Herb Stratum Present? Yes X No
Remarks:
Vegetation is representative of central portion of wetand.
EMG FORM 6116-5, SEP 2024 Great Plains — Version 2.0

June 12, 2026 196|Page



STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY

DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC HEALTH &
HUMAN SERVICES

»
M&ﬂﬁ&
DPHH

SOIL Sampling Point: _ SPTW
Profile Description: {Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Caalor (mioist) % Calor (moist) % Type' Lo Texture Remarks
0-1 10vR 272 100 Loamy'Clayey High organics. MSiL
1-8 2.5Y 41 80 10YR 418 10 C M Loarmy'Clayey Many fine & med mots. Sil
8-18 2.5Y 41 80 10¥R 38 10 c M Loamy'Clayey CalCod. SiC

"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

*Location: PL=Fare Linimg, M=Matriz.

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

Hydrogen Sulfide (44)
" Stratified Layers (A5) [LRR F)
1 em Muck (AZ) (LRR F, G, H)
" X_Depleted Below Dark Surface (411)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)
__ ron Menosulfide (A18)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (51)

5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (53} (LRR F)

2.5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (52) (LRR G, H)

Histosol (A1) Sandy Gleyed Matrix (54)
Histic Epipedon (A2) Sandy Redox (S5)
Black Histic (A3) Stripped Matrix (58)

Loarmy Mucky Mineral (F1)
"~ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
X Depleted Matrix (F3)
"~ Redox Dark Surface [F6)
Depleted Dark Surface (FT)
___ Redox Depressions (F8)
High Plains Depressions (F16)
{MLRA 72 & 73 of LRR H}

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
__1emMuck (AZ) (LRR1, J)
High Plains Depressions (F16)
(LRR H outside of MLRA 72 & T3)
Reduced Vertic (F18)
"~ Fed Parent Material (F21)
Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
"~ Other (Explain in Remarks)

*Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Typs:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes X Ho

Remarks:

Small and medium gravel make up 10% of soil matris.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apphy)

Secondary Indicstors {minimum of two required)

___ Sadiment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)

Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
" Iron Deposits (B5)

Water-Stained Leaves (B)

Surface Water (A1) Salt Crust (B11)

" High Water Table (42) " Aquatic Inverisbrates (E13)
Saturation (43) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

"~ Water Marks (B1) " Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

__ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
{where not tilled)
Presance of Reduced Iron (C4)
" Thin Muck Surface {CT)

Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (BT) Other (Explain in Remarks)

Surface Soil Cracks (BE)

___ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Drainage Pattems (B10)

:Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

[where tilled)

__ Crayfish Burrows (C2)
Saturation Visible on Aaral Imagery (C8)

" X_Geomarphic Pesition (D2

* FAC-Meutral Test (D5)
___ FrostHeave Hummocks (D7) (LRR F)

Field Observations:

({includes capillary fringe)

Surface Water Present? fes Mo = Diepth (inches):
Water Table Present? fes Mo = Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes x Mo Depth (inches): 4

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Yes X Ho

Describe Recorded Data (siream gage, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:

Surface water is present adjacent to soil pit.

EMG FORM &6116-5, SEP 2024

June 12, 2026

Great Plains — Version 2.0

197|Page



¥
STATE OF MONTANA — FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PUBLIC HEALTH &
DPHH
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B APPENDIX C
REPRESENTATIVE PHOTOGRAPHS

m'l 1425 OLD HIGHWAY 10 W - LAUREL

Aguatic Resource Delineafion Report
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT Még}m PUBLIC HEALTH &

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY DPHHS/ yuMAN SERVICES

REPRESENTATIVE PHOTOS

1425 OLD HIGHWAY 10 W, LAUREL, MONTANA
WETLAND DELINEATION

FEBERUARY 4 & 16, 2026

Oy
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT Mf{N}m PUBLIC HEALTH &
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HHS/ LuMAN SERVICES

WETLAND 1, REPRESENTATIVE PHOTO, LOOKING WEST ALONG BOUNDARY

Oy
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT Mf{N}m PUBLIC HEALTH &
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WETLAND 5, R ENTATIVE PHOTO, LOOKING NORTHEAST

[y
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: ...-,Q‘.DZE: 12:06.31-PM
i M AO0B.79711281W
: i L e W
WETLAHD 5 REPRESEHT&TWE PHDTD LDDKING SOUTH

WETLAND 6, REPRESENTATIVE PHD, LOOKING SDTH

Oy
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STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT Mffmm il e
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AREA MAPPED AS WETLAND BY MTNHP ACTUALLY SMOOTH ERGME NOTE WETLAND 4
IS ON HILLSLOPE IN UPPER RIGHT OF PHOTO.

BED-AND-BANK-1, SPRING LOCATION

Oy
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BED-AND-BANK-1, DREDGED SECTION

Oy
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Preface

Soil surveys contain information that affects land use planning in survey areas.
They highlight soil imitations that affect various land uses and provide information
about the properties of the soils in the survey areas. Soil surveys are designed for
many different users, including farmers, ranchers, foresters, agronomists, urbxan
planners, community officials, engineers, developers, builders, and home buyers.
Also, conservationists, teachers, students, and specialists in recreation, waste
disposal, and pollution control can use the surveys to help them understand,
protect, or enhance the environment.

“arious land use regulations of Federal, State, and local governments may impose
special restrictions on land use or land treatment. Soil surveys identify soil
properties that are used in making various land use or land treatment decisions.
The information is intended to help the land users identify and reduce the effects of
s0il limitations on various land uses. The l[andowner or user is responsible for
identifying and complying with existing laws and regulations.

Although soil survey information can be used for general farm, local, and wider area
planning, onsite investigation is needed to supplement this information in some
cases. Examples include soil quality assessments (hitp:/fwww.nres. usda.goviwps!
portalinres/maindsoils/health/) and certain conservation and engineering
applications. For more detailed information, contact your local USDA Service Center
(hitps-fioffices sc.egov.usda gowlocatorfapp?agency=nrcs) or your NRCS State Soil
Scientist (htipfwww.nres. usda.goviwps/portal/inres/detail/soils/contactus/?
cid=nrcs142p2_053951).

Great differences in soil properties can occur within short distances. Some soils are
seasonally wet or subject to flooding. Some are too unstable to be used as a
foundation for buildings or roads. Clayey or wet soils are poorly suited to use as
septic tank absorption fields. A high water table makes a soil poorly suited to
basements or underground installations.

The Mational Cocperative Soil Survey is a joint effort of the United States
Depariment of Agriculture and other Federal agencies, State agencies including the
Agriculiural Experiment Stations, and local agencies. The Matural Resources
Conservation Service (NRCS) has leadership for the Federal part of the National
Cooperative Soil Survey.

Information about soils is updated periodically. Updated information is available
through the NRCS Web Soil Survey, the site for official soil survey information.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its
programs and activities on the hasis of race, color, national origin, age, disability,
and where applicable, sex, marital status, familial status, parental status, religion,
sexual orentation, genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or a
part of an individual's income is dernved from any public assistance program. (Mot
all prohibited hases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabhilities who require
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alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print,
audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice
and TDD). To file a complaint of discrimination, write to USDA, Director, Office of
Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250-9410 or
call (800) 795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity
provider and employer.
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How Soil Surveys Are Made

Soil surveys are made to provide information about the soils and miscellaneous
areas in a specific area. They include a description of the soils and miscellaneous
areas and their location on the landscape and tables that show soil properiies and
limitations affecting various uses. Soil scientists observed the steepness, length,
and shape of the slopes; the general pattemn of drainage; the kinds of crops and
native plants; and the kinds of bedrock. They observed and described many soil
profiles. A soil profile is the sequence of natural layers, or horizons, in a soil. The
profile extends from the surface down into the unconsolidated material in which the
s0il formed or from the surface down to bedrock. The unconsolidated material is
devoid of roots and other living crganisms and has not been changed by other
biological activity.

Currently, soils are mapped according to the boundaries of major land resource
areas (MLRAs). MLRAs are geographically associated land resource units that

share common characteristics related to physiography, geology, climate, water

resources, soils, biological resources, and land uses (USDA, 2006). Soil survey
areas typically consist of parts of one or more MLRA.

The soils and miscellaneous areas in a survey area occur in an orderly pattern that
is related to the geology, landforms, relief, climate, and natural vegetation of the
area. Each kind of soil and miscellaneous area is associated with a particular kind
of landform or with a segment of the landform. By observing the soils and
miscellansous areas in the survey area and relating their position to specific
segments of the landform, a soil scientist develops a concept, or model, of how they
were formed. Thus, during mapping, this model enables the soil scientist to predict
with a considerable degree of accuracy the kind of soil or miscellansous arsa at a
specific location on the l[andscape.

Commeonly, individual soils on the landscape merge into one another as their
characteristics gradually change. To construct an accurate scil map, however, soil
scientists must determine the boundaries between the soils. They can observe only
a limited number of soil profiles. Nevertheless, these observations, supplemented
b an understanding of the soil-vegetation-landscape relationship, are sufficient to
verify predictions of the kinds of soil in an area and fo determine the boundaries.

Soil scientists recorded the characteristics of the soil profiles that they studied. They
noted soil color, texture, size and shape of soil aggregates, kind and amount of rock
fragments, distribution of plant roots, reaction, and other features that enable them
to identify soils. After describing the soils in the survey area and determining their
properiies, the soil scientists assigned the soils fo taxonomic classes (units).
Taxonomic classes are concepts. Each taxonomic class has a set of soil
charactenstics with precisely defined limits. The classes are used as a basis for
companson to classify soils systematically. Soil taxonomy, the system of taxonomic
classification used in the United States, is based mainly on the kind and character
of soil properties and the arrangement of horizons within the profile. After the soil
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scientists classified and named the seils in the survey area, they compared the
individual soils with similar soils in the same taxonomic class in other areas so that
they could confirm data and assemble additional data based on experience and
research.

The objective of soil mapping is not to delineate pure map unit components; the
objective is to separate the landscape into landforms or landform segments that
have similar use and management requirements. Each map unit is defined by a
unigue combination of soil components andfor miscellaneous areas in predictable
proportions. Some compeonents may be highly contrasting to the other components
of the map unit. The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way
diminishes the usefulness or accuracy of the data. The delineation of such
landforms and landform segments on the map provides sufficient information for the
development of resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, onsite
investigation is needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous areas.

Soil scientists make many field observations in the process of producing a soil map.
The frequency of observation is dependent upon several factors, including scale of
mapping, intensity of mapping, design of map units, complexity of the landscape,
and experience of the soil scientist. Observations are made fo test and refine the
soil-landscape model and predictions and to verfy the classification of the soils at
specific locations. Once the soi-landscape model is refined, a significantly smaller
number of measurements of individual soil properties are made and recorded.
These measurements may include field measurements, such as those for color,
depth to bedrock, and texture, and laboratory measurements, such as those for
content of sand, silt, clay, salt, and other components. Properties of each soil
typically vary from one point to another across the landscape.

Observations for map unit components are aggregated o develop ranges of
characteristics for the components. The aggregated values are presented. Direct
measurements do not exist for every property presented for every map unit
component. Values for some properties are estimated from combinations of other
properties.

While a soil survey is in progress, samples of some of the soils in the area generally
are collected for l[aboratory analyses and for engineenng tests. Soil scientists
interpret the data from these analyses and tests as well as the field-obsenved
characteristics and the soil properties to determine the expected behavior of the
soils under different uses. Interpretations for all of the soils are field tested through
observation of the soils in different uses and under different levels of management.
Some interpretations are modified to fit local conditions, and some new
interpretations are developed to meet local needs. Data are assembled from oither
sources, such as research information, production records, and field experience of
specialists. For example, data on crop yields under defined levels of management
are assembled from farm records and from field or plot experiments on the same
kinds of soil.

Predictions about soil hehavior are based not only on soil properties but also on
such variables as climate and biological acfivity. Soil conditions are predictable over
long periods of time, but they are not predictable from year to year. For example,
soil scientists can predict with a fairly high degree of accuracy that a given soil will
have a high water table within certain depths in most years, but they cannot predict
that a high water table will always be at a specific level in the soil on a specific date.

After soil scientists located and idenfified the significant natural bodies of soil in the
survey area, they drew the boundaries of these hodies on aerial photographs and
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identified each as a specific map unit. Aerial photographs show trees, buildings,
fields, roads, and rivers, all of which help in locating boundaries accurately.
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Soil Map

The soil map section includes the soil map for the defined area of interest, a list of
s0il map units on the map and extent of each map unit, and cartographic symbols
displayed on the map. Also presented are various metadata about data used to
produce the map, and a description of each soil map unit.
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MAP INFORMATION

The soil surveys that comprise your AOl were mapped at
1:20,000.

Waming: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed
scale

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distoris
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area:  Yellowstone County, Montana
Survey Area Data: Version 24, Aug 29, 2025

Soil map units are labeled (2s space allows) for map scales
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Jun 22, 2021—0ct 4,
2021

The arthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Map Unit Legend

Map Unit Symibol Map Unit Name Acres in A Percent of ACI

An Alluvial land, wet 25 2.1%

A Arvada-Bone silty clay loams, 0 B.g B5.3%
to 1 parcent slopes

Hd Haverson silty clay loam, O to 1 235 20.3%
percent slopes

He Haversaon silty cay loam, 1103 1.8 1.69%
percent slopes

Hy Hysham-Laurel silty clay loams, 27 2.4%
0 to 2 percent slopes

Ke Keiser silty day loam, 1to04 28 2.4%
percent slopes

Lr Lohmiller silty cay, 0 to 1 28.3 24.4%
percent slopes

Ls Lohmiller soils, seeped, 0 to 2 328 28.3%
percant slopes

Sr Shorey gravelly loam, 4 to 7 21 1.8%
percent slopes

Th Toluca clay loam, 1to 4 percent 5.8 5.0%
slopes

Tm Toluca clay loam, 4 to 7 percent 23 2.0%
slopes

Va Wananda silty clay, 0tz 1 1.5 1.3%
percent slopes

Totals for Area of Interest 158 100.0%

Map Unit Descriptions

The map units delineated on the detailed soil maps in a soil survey represent the
s0ils or miscellaneous areas in the survey area. The map unit descriptions, along
with the maps, can be used to determine the composition and properties of a unit.

A map unit delineation on a scil map represents an area dominated by one or more
major kinds of soil or miscellaneous areas. A map unit is identified and named
according to the taxonomic classification of the dominant soils. Within a taxonomic
class there are precisely defined limits for the properiies of the soils. On the
landscape, however, the scils are natural phenomena, and they have the
charactensiic variability of all natural phenomena. Thus, the range of some
ohserved properties may extend beyond the limits defined for a taxonomic class.
Areas of soils of a single taxonomic class rarely, if ever, can be mapped without
including areas of other taxonomic classes. Consequently, every map unit is made
up of the soils or miscellaneous areas for which it is named and some minor
components that belong to taxonomic classes other than those of the major soils.

1"
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Most minor soils have properties similar to those of the dominant soil or soils in the
map unit, and thus they do not affect use and management. These are called
noncontrasting, or similar, components. They may or may not be mentionad in a
particular map unit description. Other minor components, however, have properties
and behavioral charactenistics divergent enough to affect use or to require different
management. These are called contrasting, or dissimilar, components. They
generally are in small areas and could not he mapped separately because of the
scale used. Some small areas of strongly contrasting soils or miscellaneous areas
are identified by a special symbaol on the maps. If included in the database fora
given area, the contrasting minor components are identified in the map unit
descriptions along with some characteristics of each. A few areas of minor
components may not have been observed, and consequently they are not
mentioned in the descriptions, especially where the pattemn was so complex that it
was impractical to make enough ohservations to identify all the soils and
miscellaneous areas on the landscape.

The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way diminishes the
usefulness or accuracy of the data. The objective of mapping is not to delineate
pure taxonomic classes but rather to separate the landscape into landforms or
landform segments that have similar use and management requirements. The
delineation of such segments on the map provides sufficient information for the
development of resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, however,
onsite investigation is needed to define and locate the seils and miscellansous
areas.

An identifying symbal precedes the map unit name in the map unit descriptions.
Each description includes general facts about the unit and gives imporiant soil
properiies and qualities.

Soils that have profiles that are almost alike make up a soil series. Except for
differences in texture of the surface layer, all the soils of a series have major
horizons that are similar in composition, thickness, and arrangement.

Soils of one series can differ in texture of the surface layer, slope, stoniness,
salinity, degree of erosion, and other characteristics that affect their use. On the
basis of such differences, a soil series is divided into soil phases. Most of the areas
shown on the detailed soil maps are phases of soil series. The name of a soil phase
commonly indicates a feature that affects use or management. For example, Alpha
silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is a phase of the Alpha series.

Some map units are made up of two or more major soils or miscellaneous areas.
These map units are complexes, associations, or undifferentiated groups.

A complex consists of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas in such an intricate
pattern or in such small areas that they cannot he shown separately on the maps.
The pattern and proporiion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar
in all areas. Alpha-Beta complex, 0 o 6 percent slopes, is an example.

An associafion is made up of two or more geographically associated soils or
miscellansous areas that are shown as one unit on the maps. Because of present
or anticipated uses of the map units in the survey area, it was not considered
practical or necessary to map the soils or miscellansous areas separately. The
pattern and relative proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat
similar. Alpha-Beta association, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

An undifferentiated group is made up of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas
that could be mapped individually but are mapped as one unit because similar
interpretations can be made for use and management. The pattermn and proportion

12
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of the soils or miscellaneous areas in a mapped area are not uniform. An area can
be made up of only one of the major soils or miscellaneous areas, or it can be made
up of all of them. Alpha and Beta soils, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

Some surveys include miscelfaneous areas. Such areas have little or no soil
material and support litlle or no vegetation. Rock outcrop is an example.

13
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Yellowstone County, Montana

An—Alluvial land, wet

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol. clpt
Landscape. Plains
Elevation: 1,900 to 6,000 feet
Mean annual precipifafion: 12 to 14 inches
Mean annual air temperature:; 37 to 45 deagrees F
Frost-free period: 120 to 135 days
Farmfand classification; Mot prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Alltvial fand and similar soils; 90 percent
Minor components: 10 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Alluvial Land

Setting
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Channels
Down-sfope shape. Linear
Across-slope shape. Concave
Farent material: Alluvium

Typical profile
A-0fo 10 inches. loam
C1 - 10 fo 40 inches: gravelly loam
C2 - 40 fo 60 inches. very gravelly loamy sand

Properties and qualities
Slope: 0to 1 percent
Depth to restrictive feature; More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Poorly drained
Capacity of the most limifing layer to fransmit water (Ksaf). Moderately high (0.20
to 0.57 infhr)
Depth to water table; Ahout 12 to 36 inches
Frequency of flooding. Rare
Frequency of ponding. Mone
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 5 percent
Maximum salinify- Monsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Available water supply, 0 to 60 inches: Moderate (about 6.8 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (imigated): 3w
Land capability classification (nonirmigated). 3w
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Ecological sife; ROSBACI43IMT - Wet Meadow (WM) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soil rating. Yes

Minor Components

Haverson
Percent of map urit. 5 percent

14
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Landscape: Plains

Landform: Terraces, Flood plains

Landform position (three-dimensional): Tread

Down-slope shape: Linear

Across-slope shape: Linear, concave

Ecological site: ROS8ACI41MT - Clayey (Cy) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soil rating: Mo

Glenberg
Percent of map w5 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Terraces, Flood plains
Landform position (three-dimensional): Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape. Linear, concave
Ecological site: RO58ACO40MT - Silty (S1) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soil rating: Mo

Ax—Arvada-Bone silty clay loams, 0 to 1 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map umit symbol: clg3
Landscape: Plains
Elevation: 2,500 to 4,700 feet
Mean annual precipitation; 12 io 15 inches
Mean annual air temperafure; 39 1o 48 degrees F
Frost-free period: 115 to 135 days
Farmiand classification; Mot prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Arvada and simifar soils; 60 percent
Bone and similar soifs; 30 percent
Minor components: 10 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapumnit.

Description of Arvada

Setting
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Fans, Temaces
Landform position (three-dimensional). Tread
Down-slope shape. Linear
Across-slope shape; Linear
Farent material: Alluvium

Typical profile
E - 0to 4 inches: loam
Bin - 4 fo 28 inches: clay
Bkny - 28 to 60 inches: clay loam
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Properties and qualities
Slope: 0to 1 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 0 to 8 inches to natric
Drainage class. Well drained
Capacity of the most limifing layer to fransmit water (Ksat): Very low to moderately
low (0.00 to 0.06 infhr)
Depth to water table: Maore than 80 inches
Frequency of fooding. None
Frequency of ponding: Mone
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 15 percent
Maximum salinify: Moderately saline to strongly saline (8.0 to 16.0 mmhosfcm)
Sodium adsorpfion ratio, maximum: 30.0
Available water supply, 0 fo 60 inches. Very low (about 0.6 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capabilify classification (irmigated); Ts
Land capabilify classification {nonirrigated). 7s
Hydrologic Soil Group: D
Ecological site: ROS8AC040MT - Silty (Si) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soil rating: No

Description of Bone

Setting
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Fans, Terraces, Lakebeds (relict)
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-siope shape: Linear
Farent material: Alluvium

Typical profile
Btk - @ to 3 inches: silty clay
C1 -3 to 32 inches: silty clay
C2- 32 fo 62 inches. stratified loam to clay

Properties and qualities
Slope: 0to 1 percent
Depth to restrictive feature. More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to fransmit water (Ksat): Very low to moderately
low (0.00 to 0.06 infhr)
Depth to water table: Maore than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding. None
Frequency of ponding. None
Calcium carbonate, maximum corntent: 5 percent
Maximum salimify. Strongly saline (16.0 mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorpfion ratio, maximum: 70.0
Available water supply, 0 fo 60 inches. Low {(about 4 4 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capabilify classification (irmigated); None specified
Land capabilify classification {nonirrigated). 7s
Hydrologic Soil Group: D
Ecological site: ROS8ACO50MT - Saline Upland (SU) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soil rating: No
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Minor Components

Hydro
Percent of map umit: 10 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Low hills, Fans
Landform position (fwo-dimensional). Footslope
Landform position (three-dimensional). Base slope
Down-slope shape. Concave, linear
Across-slope shape; Linear
Ecofogical sife; ROSBACI41MT - Clayey (Cy) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p z.
Hydric soil ratimg: No

Hd—Haverson silty clay loam, 0 to 1 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbaol> clr]
Landscape. Plains
Elevafion: 1,900 to 6,000 feet
Mean annual precipifation: 12 to 14 inches
Mean annual air temperafure; 37 to 45 degrees F
Frost-free period; 120 to 135 days
Farmfand classification; Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Haverson and similar soils; 85 percent
Mimor components: 15 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Haverson

Setting
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Terraces, Flood plains
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
Down-slope shape. Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear, concave
Farent material: Alluvium

Typical profile
A-0fo 12 inches. clay loam
C - 12 to 68 inches: siratified fine sandy loam to clay loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 0 to 1 percent
Depth to restrictive feature. More than 80 inches
Drainage class; Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to fransmit water (Ksat). Moderately high (0.20
to 0.57 infhr)
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Depth to water table; More than 80 inches

Frequency of looding. Rare

Frequency of ponding. None

Calcium carbonate, maximum content. 5 percent

Maximum salinity- Nonsaline to slightly saline (0.0 to 4.0 mmhos/cm)
Available water supply, 0 fo 60 inches: High (about 9.6 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capabilify classification (irmigated). 2e
Land capabilify classification (nonirmgated). 3e
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Ecofogical sife; ROSBACI41IMT - Clayey (Cy) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p z.
Hydric soil ratimg: No

Minor Components

Haverson
Percent of map umnt: 9 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Terraces, Flood plains
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
Down-slope shape. Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear, concave
Ecofogical sife; ROSBACI41IMT - Clayey (Cy) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p z.
Hydric soil ratimg: No

Lohmiller
Percent of map urnit: 6 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Flood plains, Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
Down-slope shape. Linear
Across-slope shape: Concave, linear
Ecological sife: ROS8AYTO1MT - Clayey 10-14
Hydric soil ratimg: No

He—Haverson silty clay loam, 1 to 3 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol> clrk
Landscape.; Plains
Elevafion: 1,900 to 6,000 feet
Mean annual precipifation: 12 to 15 inches
Mean annual air temperafure; 37 to 45 degrees F
Frost-free period: 115 to 135 days
Farmiand classification; Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Haverson and similar soils. 85 percent
Mimor components: 15 percent
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Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and fransects of the mapunit.

Description of Haverson

Setting
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Terraces, Flood plains
Landform position (three-dimensional): Tread
Down-slope shape; Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear, concave
Farent material: Alluvium

Typical profile
A-0to 12 inches: clay loam
C - 12 to 68 inches: strafified fine sandy loam to clay loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 1 to 3 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class; Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting laver to fransmit water (Ksat): Moderately high (0.20
to 0.57 infhr)
Depth to water table: Mare than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: Rare
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 5 percent
Maximum salimfy: Nonsaline o slightly saline (0.0 to 4.0 mmhos/cm)
Available water supply, 0 fo 60 inches: High (about 9.6 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capabilify classification (irmigated); 2e
Land capability classification (nonimgated). Je
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Ecological site: ROSBACI41IMT - Clayey (Cy) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soil rating. Mo

Minor Components

Lohmiller
Percent of map w9 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Flood plains, Terraces
Landform position {three-dimensional). Tread
Down-slope shape; Linear
Across-slope shape. Concave, linear
Ecological site;: ROSBAYTO1MT - Clayey 10-14
Hydric soil rating. Mo

Grail
Percent of map w6 percent
Landscape: Foothills
Landform: Fans, Terraces, Hills
Landform position (three-dimensional). Base slope, tread
Down-slope shape: Concave, linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Ecological site;: ROSBACO41MT - Clayey (Cy) RRU 58A-C 11-14"p Z.
Hydric soil rating. Mo
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Hy—Hysham-Laurel silty clay loams, 0 to 2 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map wmit symbol- cls0
Landscape: Plains
Elevation: 1,900 to 6,000 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 12 o 14 inches
Mean annual air temperature; 37 10 48 degrees F
Frost-free period: 120 to 135 days
Farmiand classification: Mot prime farmland

Map Unit Compaosition
Hysham and simifar soils. 55 percent
Laurel and similar soils; 35 percent
Minor components. 10 percent
Esfimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Hysham

Setting
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Flood plains, Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional). Tread
Down-slope shape. Linear
Across-siope shape; Concave, linear
Parent material: Loamy alluvium

Typical profile
A -Qfo 7 inches: loam
C - 7 to 60 inches: stratified fine sandy loam to clay loam

Properties and qualities
Siope: 0 to 2 percent
Depth to restrictive feature. More than 80 inches
Drainage class. Moderately well drained
Capacity of the mast imifing layer to fransmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to
high (0.20 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: MNone
Frequency of ponding: Mone
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 5 percent
Maximum salinify. Moderately saline to strongly saline (8.0 to 16.0 mmhosicm)
Sodium adsorpfion ratio, maximum: 13.0
Available water supply. 0 fo 60 inches: Moderate (about 6.6 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capabilify classification (imgated). 6s
Land capability classification (nonimgated). 6s
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Ecological site; RO58ACE18MT - Saline Overflow (S0v) RRU 58A-C 11-14"p.z.
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Hydric soif rating. No

Description of Laurel

Setting
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Fans, Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape.; Linear
FParent material. Loamy alluvium

Typical profile
Ayz - 0 fo 10 inches: loam
C - 10 to 60 inches: sfratified loam to fine sandy loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 0 1o 2 percent
Depth to restrictive feature; More than 80 inches
Drainage class. Somewhat poorly drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to fransmit water (Ksat). Moderately high (0.20
to 057 infhr)
Depth to water table; About 12 fo 36 inches
Frequency of looding. None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum comtent: 5 percent
Maximum salinify: Strongly saline (16.0 to 32.0 mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 30.0
Available water supply, 0 fo 60 inches. Low (about 5.4 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated). None specified
Land capabilify classification {nonirmgated). Tw
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Ecological sife: ROS8ACE18MT - Saline Overflow (S0v) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soif rating. No

Minor Components

Haverson
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Terraces, Flood plains
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear, concave
Ecological site: ROS8ACO40MT - Silty (Si) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soif rating. No

Lohmiller
Percent of map w5 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Flood plains, Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Concave, linear
Ecological site; ROSBAYTOTIMT - Clayey 10-14
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Hydric soil rating: No

Ke—Keiser silty clay loam, 1 to 4 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: cls3
Landscape. Plains
Elevation: 1,900 to 4,000 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 12 to 14 inches
Mean annual air temperature; 39 to 48 degrees F
Frost-free period; 120 to 135 days
Farmiand classification; Not prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Keiser and simifar soils; 85 percent
Minor components: 15 percent
Esfimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Keiser

Setting
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Low hills, Termmaces
Landform position (fwo-dimensional). Toeslope
Landform position (three-dimensional). Base slope, tread
Down-slope shape. Concave, linear
Across-slope shape; Linear
Parent material: Alluvium

Typical profile
A - 0fo 3inches: silt loam
Bt - 3 to 6 inches: silty clay
Bk - 6 fo 23 inches: silty clay loam
C - 23 to 60 inches: silt loam

Properties and qualities
Siope: 1 to 4 percent
Depth to restrictive feature; More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most imifing layer to fransmit water (Ksat). Moderately high (0.20
to 0.57 in/hr)
Depth to water table; More than 80 inches
Freguency of flooding. Mone
Freguency of ponding. None
Calcium carbonate, maximum corntent. 15 percent
Maximum salinify- Monsaline to moderately saline (0.0 to 3.0 mmhos/cm)
Available water supply, 0 fo 60 inches: High (about 10.2 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capabilify classification (imigated). 2e
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Land capabilify classification {(nonirmigated). 3e

Hydrologic Soil Group: C

Ecological site: ROSBACO40MT - Silty (S1) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p Z.
Hydric soil rating: No

Minor Components

Lambert
Percent of map umnt: 9 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Fans, Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-siope shape. Linear
Ecological site: ROSBACO40MT - Silty (S1) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soil rating: No

Wanetta
Percent of map umnt: 6 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
Down-slope shape. Linear
Across-siope shape. Linear
Ecological site: ROSBACO40MT - Silty (S1) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soil rating: No

Lr—Lohmiller silty clay, 0 to 1 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol> clsn
Landscape: Plains
Elevation: 1,900 to 6,000 feet
Mean annual precipifation: 12 to 14 inches
Mean annual air temperafure; 37 to 45 degrees F
Frost-free period: 120 to 135 days
Farmland classification; Prime farmland if irrigated and the product of | (soil
erodibility) x C (climate factor) does not exceed 60

Map Unit Composition
Lohmiller and similar soils: 85 percent
Minor components. 15 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapumnit.

Description of Lohmiller

Setting
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Flood plains, Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
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Down-slope shape. Linear
Across-slope shape. Concave, linear
Farent material: Alluvium

Typical profile
A - 0fo 9inches: silty clay
C1-9to 42 inches: siratified clay to silty clay loam
C2 - 42 fo 60 inches: stratified silty clay loam to fine sandy loam

Properties and qualities
Slope; 0to 1 percent
Depth to restrictive feature; More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to fransmit water (Ksat). Moderately low to
moderately high {0.06 to 0.20 in/hr)
Depth to water table; More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding. None
Frequency of ponding: Mone
Calcium carbonate, maximum content. 10 percent
Maximum salinify: Monsaline to moderately saline (0.0 to 8.0 mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 10.0
Available water supply, 0 fo 60 inches: High (about 9.0 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification {imigated); 4s
Land capabilify classification (nonirrigated); 4s
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Ecological site; ROSBACI41MT - Clayey (Cy) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soif rating. No

Minor Components

Haverson
Percent of map umit: 6 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Terraces, Flood plains
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
Down-slope shape. Linear
Across-siope shape: Linear, concave
Ecological site; ROSBACI41MT - Clayey (Cy) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soil rating: No

Hysham
Percent of map umt: 5 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Flood plains, Terraces
Landfarm position (three-dimensional). Tread
Down-slope shape. Linear
Across-slope shape. Concave, linear
Ecological site; ROS8AYTOSMT - Loarmy 10-14
Hydric soif rating: No

Glenberg
Percent of map umnit: 4 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Terraces, Flood plains
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
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Down-sfope shape. Linear

Across-slope shape: Linear, concave

Ecological site; ROS8ACI40MT - Silty (S1) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soif ratimg: No

Ls—Lohmiller soils, seeped, 0 to 2 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map umit symbaol: clsp
Landscape: Plains
Elevafion: 900 to 6,000 feet
Mean annual precipifation: 12 to 14 inches
Mean annual air temperafure; 34 to 48 degrees F
Frost-free perod: 120 to 135 days
Farmiland classification; Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Lohmiller and similar soils; 80 percent
Minor components: 20 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and fransects of the mapunit.

Description of Lohmiller

Setting
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Flood plains, Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
Down-sfope shape. Linear
Across-slope shape: Concave, linear
Parent material: Alluvium

Typical profile
A -0fo 3inches: silty clay loam
- 3 to 60 inches: stratified silty clay to silty clay loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 0 to 2 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the maost imiting layer to fransmit water (Ksat): Moderately low to
moderately high (0.06 to 0.20 in/hr)
Depth to water table; About 438 to 60 inches
Frequency of flooding. Rare
Frequency of ponding. None
Calcium carbonate, maximum comntent: 15 percent
Maximum salinify: “ery slightly saline to slightly saline (2.0 to 4.0 mmhos/cm)
Available water supply, 0 fo 60 inches: High (about 9.6 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irmgated). 4w
Land capability classification {nonirrigated). 4w
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Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Ecological site: ROS8ACE18MT - Saline Overflow (SOv) RRU 58A-C 11-14"p.z.
Hydric soif rating: Mo

Minor Components

Haverson
Percent of map unit: 15 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Terraces, Flood plains
Landform position (three-dimensional). Tread
Down-slope shape; Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear, concave
Ecological site; ROS8ACO41MT - Clayey (Cy) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soif rating. No

Hydro
Percent of map unit: 3 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Low hills, Fans
Landform position (fwo-dimensional). Footslope
Landform position (three-dimensional); Base slope
Down-slope shape: Concave, linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Ecological site; ROS8ACO41MT - Clayey (Cy) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soif rating: Mo

Lallie
Percent of map unit: 2 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Oxhows
Down-slope shape; Concave
Across-slope shape. Concave
Ecological site: ROS8AEQDBMT - Subirrigated (Sh) RRU 58A-E 10-14" p.z.
Hydric soif rating. Yes

Sr—Shorey gravelly loam, 4 to 7 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map umit symbal cltv
Landscape: Plains
Elevafion: 2,200 to 6,500 feet
Mean annual precipitafion; 11 to 14 inches
Mean annual air temperafure; 37 to 48 deqgrees F
Frost-free period: 120 fo 135 days
Farmfand classification: Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Shorey and simifar soils: 85 percent
Mimor components: 15 percent
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Esfimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Shorey

Setting
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Fans, Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensionall. Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Farent material: Alluvium

Typical profile
Ap-0to 7inches: gravelly loam
Bk - 7 to 30 inches: gravelly loam
2C - 30 fo 64 inches: very gravelly fine sandy loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 4 to 7 percent
Depth to restrictive feature. More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting fayer to fransmit water (Ksat). Moderately high to
high {0.57 to 1.98 infhr)
Depth to water table; Maore than 80 inches
Frequency of looding: Mone
Freguency of ponding. Mone
Calcium carbonate, maximum cortent. 60 percent
Maximum salinify. Monsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Available water supply, 0 fo 60 inches. Moderate (about 7.2 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification {irmigated). 3e
Land capability classification {nonirmigated). 3e
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Ecological site: ROS8ACO40MT - Silty (Si) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soi rating: Mo

Minor Components

Wanetta
Percent of map unit: 4 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Temraces
Landform position (three-dimensionall. Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Ecological site: ROS8ACO40MT - Silty (S1) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soif rating: No

Toluca
Percent of map unit: 4 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional). Tread
Down-slope shape. Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Ecological site: ROS8ACO40MT - Silty (Si) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
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Hydric soil rating: No

Clapper
Percent of map umnit: 4 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Terraces, Fans
Landform position (three-dimensional); Riser
Down-slope shape: Convex, linear
Across-siope shape: Linear
Ecological site: ROS3ACD49MT - Silty-Steep (SiStp) RRU 58A-C 11-14"pz.
Hydric soil rating: No

Keiser
Percent of map umit: 3 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Low hills, Terraces
Landform position (fwo-dimensional): Toeslope
Landform position (three-dimensional); Base slope, tread
Down-slope shape: Concave, linear
Across-siope shape: Linear
Ecological sife: ROS8ACO40MT - Silty (Si) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soil rating: No

Th—Toluca clay loam, 1 to 4 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbaol> cliz
Landscape: Plains
Elevation: 1,900 to 4,700 fest
Mean annual precipifation; 12 to 14 inches
Mean annual air temperafure; 39 to 48 degrees F
Frost-free period; 120 fo 135 days
Farmiand cfassification: Prime farmland if irrigated

Map Unit Composition
Toluca and similar soils: 85 percent
Minor components. 15 percent
Esfimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Toluca

Setting
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
Down-slope shape. Linear
Across-sfope shape: Linear
Farent materal: Alluvium

Typical profile
Ap-0to 3 inches: clay loam
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Bt -3 to 12 inches: clay loam
Bk - 12 to 33 inches: loam
20 - 35 fo 60 inches: stratified very gravelly loam to very gravelly sand

Properties and qualities
Slope: 1 1o 4 percent
Depth to restrictive feature; More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting laver to fransmit water (Ksat). Moderately high to
high {0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: MNone
Frequency of ponding. None
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 30 percent
Maximum salinify- Monsaline to slightly saline (0.0 to 4.0 mmhos/cm)
Available water supply, 0 fo 60 inches: Moderate (about 7.4 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capabilify classification (irmgated). 3e
Land capabilify classification (nonirrigated); 3e
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Ecological site: ROS8ACO40MT - Silty (Si) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soil rating. No

Minor Components

Wanetta
Percent of map umt: 9 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional). Tread
Down-slope shape. Linear
Across-siope shape. Linear
Ecological site: ROS8ACO40MT - Silty (Si) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soil rating. No

Lambert
Percent of map umt. 6 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Fans, Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional). Tread
Down-slope shape. Linear
Across-siope shape. Linear
Ecological site: ROS8ACO40MT - Silty (Si) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soil rating. No

Tm—Toluca clay loam, 4 to 7 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: civD
Landscape. Plains
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Elevafion: 1,900 to 4 700 feet

Mean annual precipifation: 12 to 14 inches

Mean annual air temperafure; 39 1o 48 degrees F
Frost-free period: 120 to 135 days

Farmland classification; Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Compaosition
Toluca and similar soils. 85 percent
Minor components. 15 percent
Esfimates are based on observations, descriptions, and fransects of the mapunit.

Description of Toluca

Setting
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-sfope shape. Linear
Farent material: Alluvium

Typical profile
Ap - 0to 5inches: clay loam
Bt-3to 12 inches: clay loam
Bk - 12 to 33 inches: loam
2C - 35 fo 60 inches: stratified very gravelly loam to very gravelly sand

Properties and qualities
Slope; 4 to 7 percent
Depth to restrictive feature; More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limifing layer to fransmit water (Ksat). Moderately high to
high {0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: Maore than 80 inches
Frequency of fiooding. None
Frequency of ponding. Mone
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 30 percent
Maximum salinify: Monsaline to slightly saline (0.0 to 4.0 mmhos/cm)
Available water supply, 0 fo 60 inches. Moderate (about 7.4 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capabilify classification (imgated); 3e
Land capabilify classification {(nonirmigated). 3e
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Ecological site: ROS8ACO40MT - Silty (S1) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soil rating. No

Minor Components

Wanetta
Percent of map umit: 9 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-sfope shape. Linear
Ecological site: ROS8ACO40MT - Silty (S1) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
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Hydric soil rating: Mo

Lambert
Percent of map umit: 6 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Fans, Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional). Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-siope shape. Linear
Ecological site: RO58AC040MT - Silty (Si) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soil rating: Mo

Va—Vananda silty clay, 0 to 1 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map umit symbol: clv8
Landscape: Plains
Elevafion: 1,600 to 4,500 feet
Mean annual precipifation: 12 to 14 inches
Mean annual air temperafure; 34 to 46 degrees F
Frost-free period: 120 to 135 days
Farmiand classification. Mot prime farmland

Map Unit Compaosition
Vananda and similar soils; 90 percent
Minor components: 10 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and fransects of the mapunit.

Description of Vananda

Setting
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Fans, Lakebeds (relict), Terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional). Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-sfope shape. Linear
Farent material: Clayey alluvium

Typical profile
A - 0fo 3 inches: silty clay
8- 3o 17 inches: clay
C - 17 to 62 inches. clay

Properties and qualities
Slope; 0to 1 percent
Depth to restrictive feature. More than 80 inches
Drainage class. Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to fransmit water (Ksat): Very low to moderately
low (0.00 to 0.06 infhr)
Depth to water table: Maore than 80 inches
Frequency of fooding. None
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Frequency of ponding: None

Calcium carbonate, maximum content. 10 percent

Maximum salinity: Moderately saline to strongly saline (8.0 fo 16.0 mmhosicm)
Sodium adsorpfion ratio, maximum: 20.0

Available water supply, 0 fo 60 inches: Low (about 5.5 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated). Ts
Land capabiliy classification {monirmigated). 7s
Hydrologic Soil Group: D
Ecological sife; ROS8ACI41MT - Clayey (Cy) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.Z.
Hydric soil rating: Mo

Minor Components

Bone
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Fans, Terraces, Lakebeds (relict)
Landform position (three-dimensional); Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-siope shape: Linear
Ecological sife; RO5S8ACIOS0MT - Saline Upland (SU) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p.z.
Hydric soil rating. Mo

Mckenzie
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landscape: Plains
Landform: Depressions
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-siope shape: Concave
Ecological sife; ROS8ACI45MT - Overflow (Ov) RRU 58A-C 11-14" p .z
Hydric soif rating. Yes
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Soil Information for All Uses

Suitabilities and Limitations for Use

The Suitabilities and Limitations for Use section includes various soil interpretations
displayed as thematic maps with a summary table for the soil map units in the
selected area of interest. A single value or rating for each map unit is generated by
aggregating the interpretive ratings of individual map unit components. This
aggregation process is defined for 2ach interpretation.

Land Classifications

Land Classifications are specified land use and management groupings that are
assigned to soil areas because combinations of soil have similar behavior for
specified practices. Most are based on soil properiies and other factors that directly
influence the specific use of the soil. Example classifications include ecological site
classification, farmland classification, imigated and nonirrigated land capability
classification, and hydric rating.

Hydric Rating by Map Unit (1425 US Highway 10)

This rating indicates the percentage of map units that meets the criteria for hydric
soils. Map units are composed of one or more map unit components or soil types,
each of which is rated as hydric soil or not hydric. Map units that are made up
dominantly of hydric soils may have small areas of minor nonhydric components in
the higher positions on the landform, and map units that are made up dominantly of
nonhydric soils may have small areas of minor hydric components in the lower
positions on the landform. Each map unit is rated hased on its respective
components and the percentage of each component within the map unit.

The thematic map is color coded based on the composition of hydric components.
The five color classes are separated as 100 percent hydric components, 66 to 99

percent hydric components, 33 to 65 percent hydric components, 1 to 32 percent

hydric components, and less than one percent hydric components.

In Web Soil Survey, the Summary by Map Unit table that is displayed below the
map pane contains a column named 'Rating'. In this column the percentage of each
map unit that is classified as hydric is displayed.
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Hydric soils are defined by the National Technical Commitiee for Hydric Soils
(NTCHS) as soils that formed under conditions of saturation, fliooding, or ponding
long enough during the growing season to develop anaerchic conditions in the
upper part (Federal Reqgister, 1994). Under natural conditions, these soils are either
saturated or inundated long enough during the growing season to support the
growth and reproduction of hydrophytic vegetation.

The NTCHS definition identifies general soil properties that are associated with
wetness. In order to determine whether a specific soil is a hydric soil or nonhydric
s0il, however, more specific information, such as information about the depth and
duration of the water table, is needed. Thus, criteria that identify those estimated
s0il properties unigue to hydric soils have been established (Federal Register,
2002). These cnteria are used to identify map unit components that normally are
associated with wetlands. The criteria used are selected estimated soil properiies
that are described in "Soil Taxonomy” (Soil Survey Staff, 1999) and "Keys to Soil
Taxonomy” (Soil Survey Staff, 2006) and in the "Soill Survey Manual” (Soil Survey
Division Staff, 1983).

If soils are wet enough for a long enough period of time to be considered hydric,
they should exhibit certain properties that can be easily observed in the field. These
visible properties are indicators of hydric soils. The indicators used fo make onsite
determinations of hydric soils are specified in "Field Indicators of Hydric Soils in the
Lnited States” (Hurt and Vasilas, 2006).

References:

Federal Register. July 13, 1994. Changes in hydric soils of the United States.
Federal Reqister. September 18, 2002. Hydric soils of the United States.

Hurt, G.W., and L.M. Vasilas, editors. Version 6.0, 2006. Field indicators of hydric
s0ils in the United States.

Soil Survey Division Staff. 1953, Soil survey manual. Soil Conservation Service.
LS. Department of Agriculture Handbook 18.

Soil Survey Staff. 1999, Soil taxonomy: A basic system of soil classification for
making and interpreting soil surveys. 2nd edition. Matural Resources Conservation
Service. U5, Department of Agriculture Handbook 436.

Soil Survey Staff. 2006. Keys to soil taxonomy. 10th edition. U.5. Depariment of
Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service.
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Map—Hydric Rating by Map Unit (1425 US Highway 10)
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION
Area of Interest (AOI) Transportation The soil surveys that comprise your AOl were mapped at
Area of Interest (A01) —t Rails 1:20,000.
Soils — Interstate Highways - y - -
Soil Rating Polygons US Routes ‘Waming: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.
[  Hydric (100%)
. Major Roads Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause
[]  Hydric (66 to 99%) misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil
. Local Roads line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of
[] Hydric (33 to 65%) ! : )
Background contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed
|:| Hydric (1 to 32%) - Aerial Photography scale.
[ Mot Hydric (0%)
i Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map
[]  Motrated or not available measurements.
Soil Rating Lines
e Hydric (100%) Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
i ‘Web Soil Survey URL:
m Hydric (66 to 99%) Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

« #  Hydric (33 to 65%)
Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator

= #  Hydric (1to 32%) projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts

e Not Hydric (0%) distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more
» # Mot rated or not available accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

Soil Rating Points

- Hydric (100%) This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as

of the version date(s) listed below.

@ Hydric (66 to 99%)
. Soil Survey Area:  Yellowstone County, Montana
H 33 to 65% :
O Hydicl ! Survey Area Data: Version 24, Aug 29, 2025
[0 Hydric (1to 32%)
= Mot Hydric (0%) Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales

1:50,000 or larger.
[m] Mot rated or not available

Water Features Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Jun 22, 2021—0ct 4,

Streams and Canals 2021

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Hydric Rating by Map Unit (1425 US Highway 10)

Map unit symbsol Map unit name Rating Acres in ADI Percent of AOI

An Alluvial land, wet 80 25 2.1%

A Arvada-Bone silty clay o =l B5.3%
loams, 0 to 1 percent
slopes

Hd Hawerson silty clay loam, |0 235 20.3%
0tz 1 percent slopes

He Hawerson silty clay loam, |0 1.8 1.69%
1 to 3 percent slopes

Hy Hysham-Lauwrel silty clay |0 27 2.4%
loams, 0 to 2 percent
slopes

ke Keiser silty clay loam, 1 |0 28 2.4%
to 4 percent slopes

Lr Lohmiller silty clay, Dto 1 |0 283 24.4%
percent slopes

Ls Lohmiller soils, sesped, |2 Jzse 28.3%
0 to 2 percent slopes

Sr Shorey gravelly loam, 4 |0 21 1.8%
to T percent slopes

Th Toluca clay loam, 1t04 |0 58 5.0%
percent slopes

Tm Toluca clay loam, 4107 |0 23 2.0%
percent slopes

Va ‘amanda silty clay, 0t 1 |5 1.5 1.3%
percent slopes

Totals for Area of Interest 115.8 100.0%

Rating Options—Hydric Rating by Map Unit (1425 US Highway
10)

Aggregation Method: Percent Present
Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified
Tie-break Rule: Lower

ar
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APPENDIX C

CONCEPTUAL DESIGN PACKAGE — DLR GROUP / CUSHING TERRELL

Source: HB 5 Public Hearing Materials, pages 146-154 (HB 5.mt.gov)
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Montana's behavioral health system is facing an ongoing and critical challenge: a
growing forensic psychiatric population is overwhelming the state’s limited capacity,
resulting in delayed treatment and adjudication, as well as admission waitlists that
adversely impact local detention facilities. In response to this issue, the Montana
Department of Public Health and Hurnan Services (DPHHS) seeks to prioritize the
construction of a 32-bed forensic psychiatric facility in Eastern Montana. This
expansion will address urgent legal, clinical, and operational needs while improving
geographic equity and system efficiency. Importantly, the facility will be strategically
designed to allow DPHHS to convert wings or pods for civil commitment use if demand
shifts in the future.

BACKGROUND

DPHHS is responsible for providing inpatient psychiatric care to individuals who require
involuntary treatment due to severe mental illness. These individuals fall into two
primary categories: forensic and civil patients.

« Forensic patients are individuals who are involved in the criminal justice system.
They may be:

o

Awaiting trial but in need of a mental health evaluation to determine if they
are competent to stand trial.

Found Unfit to Proceed (UTP) and in need of inpatient restoration services.
Sentenced under Montana Code Annotated (MCA) 46-14-312, which
mandates DPHHS to provide treatment for individuals found Guilty but
Mentally Il (GBMI) or Mot Guilty by Reason of Mental lliness (NGMI).

o o

« Civil patients are individuals who, due to a mental illness, pose a danger to
themselves or others, and/or are unable to care for their basic needs. These
individuals are typically admitted through civil cormmitment proceedings.

To meet the needs of both populations, the Gianforte administration has secured funding
for renovations and expansions at Montana State Hospital (MSH), MSH Grasslands, and
the Montana Mental Health Nursing Care Center (MMHNCC), which will increase total
state psychiatric bed capacity to 307 beds, with a potential net increase of 40 beds.

In addition to funding provided to MSH during the 2025 Legislative Session, the
Gianforte administration secured funding to reopen the D wing at MMHNCC. Reopening
the D wing will add 24 civil beds to serve the geriatric psychiatric population, including
some patients previously served on the Spratt Unit.
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This ultimately maintains the existing number of civil beds in the civil care continuum.

Wing/Unit Type Current Proposed Difference
Alpha Ciwil 3 41 10
Bravo Ciwil 26 34 8
Echo Ciwil 25 23 -2
Grasslands Ciwil 0 20 20
Spratt Ciwil 60 i -60
MMHNCC-D-Wing  Ciwil 0 24 24
Delta Farensic a 41 10
Galen Farensic 54 54 1]
Group Homes Farensic 40 40 0
Former Spratt Farensic 0 30 30

SYSTEMS OF CARE
Forensic

At MSH, individuals involved in the criminal justice system may be admitted for forensic
psychiatric evaluation or treatment. The typical process for a forensic patient includes
the following steps:

1. Fitness Evaluation/Court-Ordered Evaluation (COE)
A court may order a mental health evaluation, frequently referred to as a COE, to
determine whether a defendant is fit to proceed to trial. This is an initial "fitness”
evaluation and is restricted to a diagnosis of the mental condition of the
defendant, including opinions as to: a) whether the defendant suffers from a
mental disorder and may require commitment or is seriously developmentally
disabled, and b) if the defendant suffers from a mental disease or disorder or
developmental disability, whether the defendant has the capacity to: i)
understand the proceedings against the defendant, and ii) assist in the
defendant's own defense.

« This evaluation can be conducted in the community through an
investment made possible by the Behavioral Health System for Future
Generations (BHSFG) Commission or may require inpatient admission
to the Forensic Mental Health Facility (FMHF) in Galen.

If the individual is found competent, they are returned to the county of
origin to proceed with trial.
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2. Unfit to Proceed (UTP)
If the initial fitness evaluation (COE) determines the individual is not fit to
proceed to trial, they must be ordered to be admitted to the FMHF in Galen for
inpatient restoration treatment.

« These individuals do not go to the Delta Unit at this stage.

3. Mon-Restorable Cases
If the individual cannot be restored to fitness due to a persistent mental illness,
their criminal case may be dismissed.

« They may then be ordered to be civilly involuntarily committed for ongoing
treatment.

4. Pre-Sentence Evaluation (PSE)
In some cases, a PSE is ordered to determine whether the individual met the legal
criteria for GBMI at the time of the offense as part of a sentencing proceeding.

5. Sentenced Forensic Patients (GBEMI)
Individuals found “Guilty but Mentally Ill" are initially admitted to the FMHF
in Galen and placed on a waitlist for transfer to the Delta Unit, which houses
sentenced forensic patients.

« These patients progress through a Level 1-10 privilege system at MSH.

« Those reaching Level & or higher may be eligible for placement in on-
campus group homes or, in the future, the converted Spratt Unit.

Civil
M5H also serves individuals who are civilly involuntarily committed. These are individuals

who, due to a mental iliness, are considered a danger to themselves or others, and/or are
unable to meet their basic needs.

The typical process for a civil patient at M5SH or MSH Grasslands is as follows:

1. Admission through Civil Commitment
A court orders the individual to receive inpatient psychiatric care based on
clinical evidence of risk and/or inability to care for themselves.

2. Evaluation and Stabilization
Upon arrival, the patient is admitted to the admissions wing (Echo) at MSH,
where they undergo evaluation and receive initial stabilization treatment.

3. Discharge or Continued Treatment

« [If the patient stabilizes quickly, they may be discharged and returned to
their home or community with appropriate supports.
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» If further care is needed, the patient is transferred to a treatment wing
(Alpha or Bravo) for continued therapy and rehabilitation, with the goal of
eventual discharge.

MNote: This is a simplified overview intended to illustrate the general continuum of care.
Individual treatment plans and legal processes may vary based on clinical needs and
statutory requirements.

WHY PRIORITIZE THE FORENSIC POPULATION VS.
THE CIVIL POPULATION?

SYSTEM BOTTLENECK

The FMHF in Galen is currently the only facility in the state equipped to restore
individuals who a court has determined are UTP It also serves as the admission point
for defendants sentenced as GBEMI, and those committed to the custody of the director
of DPHHS to be placed in an appropriate mental health facility for custody, care, and
treatment after the court has determined they present a danger to themself or others.
This set of defendants, as distinguished from GBMI defendants, is referred to as NGMI
patients.

Since 2022, the FMHF in Galen has consistently maintained a waitlist of over 70
patients, creating a significant bottleneck that affects:

« County court proceedings

» Jail populations

« Local mental health systems

This backlog delays access to treatment, strains public safety systems, and increases
the state's legal risk.

RAPID GROWTH IN FORENSIC DEMAND AND WAITLIST

Forensic court orders have surged 77% since FY 2022, with GBMI orders increasing
650%. In contrast, civil admissions have remained relatively stable, aided by the MSH
Grasslands facility and other community-based supports. The forensic system, however,
has no such relief valve, making the sought expansion urgent.

As noted above, Montana has experienced a sharp increase in forensic court

orders over the past four years, which has conseguently increased DPHHS's forensic
waitlist. As the state’s population grows, the number of individuals requiring forensic
evaluation and treatment is expected to rise proportionally in accordance with national
trends.
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The following table reflects the court orders, by type, issued in each fiscal year.

COE 55 93 81 67 | 21.80% [ 13.00%
uTpe 23 42 52 43| BAO0% | 29.70%
PSE & 7 13 20| 333% 52.10%
GBMI 4 7 39 26 | 650% 166%
NGMI ] 0 0 ] N/A N/A
TOTAL 88 149 185 156 77.20%  25.90%

Note: Not all COE orders result in admission to the FMHF in Galen. Some evaluations are
being completed in the community through the aforementioned BHSFG initiative launched
in 2024,

Forensic Waitlist Growth and Contributing Factors

The forensic waitlist for the FMHF in Galen has grown significantly in recent years;
however, this growth is not a straightforward function of court orders minus
admissions. The waitlist is shaped by a variety of operational and legal factors,
including court orders from multiple fiscal years.

Why Waitlist Numbers Are Complex

Several factors contribute to the growing waitlist:
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« Community-Based Evaluations: Some COEs and P5Es are completed by DPHHS-
approved providers in the community, without requiring admission to the FMHF in
Galen.

» Dismissed Cases: A defendant’s case may be dismissed by a court due to a
determination that a defendant cannot be made fit within the reasonably
foreseeable future and that alternatives to forensic commitment are
inappropriate, due to speedy trial violations, or due to other Constitutional
considerations. This may remove the defendant from the system before
admission, which is an outcome that DPHHS seeks to avoid through expanding
forensic bed capacity.

+ MNon-Court-Ordered/Emergency Admissions: Some admissions are for patients
who are held up to 72 hours in connection with an "emergency detention.” An
emergency detention is coordinated with a county attorney, the state hospital,
and other mental health facilities for individuals who are experiencing acute
crises, have rapidly decompensated, or require higher security, even if they are
not tied to a court order.

The following table reflects the waitlist at the end of the fiscal year and the fiscal year in
which the court order was initially issued.

2022 40 4 36

2023 70 4 &6

2024 91 1 5 a5

2025 128* 1 26 101

*Note: FY 2025 totals were impacted by renovations and pod reconfigurations that
temporarily reduced forensic admissions capacity,

The waitlist is not just a backlog. It is a dynamic, multi-year accumulation of unmet
forensic service needs. This underscores the importance of expanding capacity and
building flexible infrastructure that can absorb fluctuations in demand and operational
disruptions.

Conversely, DPHHS has not observed a corresponding rapid increase in the waitlist for
the civil population. When operating at full capacity, MSH typically admits around 650
civil patients per year. While admissions declined in FY 2025 due to limited bed space
associated with renovations required for CMS certification, by the end of FY 2025, only
five individuals were on the civil waitlist, and they were ultimately cleared for admission.
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While infrastructure upgrades have temporarily impacted civil admissions, the system
is functioning effectively and has adapted through initiatives such as opening MSH
Grasslands. This reinforces the need to prioritize forensic expansion, where the
misalignment between demand and capacity is more acute.

OPERATIONAL CONSTRAINTS AT THE FMHF IN GALEN

Renovations, pod closures, and gender-based housing needs have further reduced
forensic capacity. Internal transfers (e.g., from Delta Unit to Galen) consume bed space
without reducing the waitlist, furthering the need for dedicated additional capacity.

The following table reflects the number of admissions and the fiscal year in which the
known court order was issued.

2024 | 103 1 43 59
2025 | 66* 47 19

Admissions Are Not Always Court-Driven

« Annual admissions include individuals with court orders from multiple fiseal
years, not just the current one.

« Some admissions are not tied to new court orders. For example, patients from
the Delta Unit may be temporarily transferred back to Galen if they
decompensate and require a higher-security setting.

Gender-Based Pod Reconfiguration

The growth of Montana's forensic population is further complicated by the need

to separate male and female patients, which is a requirerment driven by both safety and
clinical standards. Over the last five years, roughly 20% of forensic orders have been for
fernale patients.

= The FMHF in Galen consists of two large pods and one small pod.
= This layout limits flexibility in managing gender-specific housing needs,
especially when demand fluctuates.
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To address a growing female waitlist, over the past four years, one pod has been
converted from male to female housing twice. To safely complete the transition, overall
male capacity is termporarily reduced, and new male admissions are paused, worsening
one component of the statewide forensic waitlist.

LEGAL RISKS OF FORENSIC BED SHORTAGES

A shortage of forensic psychiatric beds poses serious legal and constitutional risks for
the State of Montana and its counties. These risks stem from the inability to provide
timely mental health treatment to individuals who are legally entitled to it.

Due Process Violations

« Defendants found incompetent to stand trial must receive treatment to restore
their competency.

« Delays in admission can result in individuals spending maore time in jail than they
would have if convicted, violating their constitutional right to due process.

« Prolonged incarceration without treatment can lead to worsening mental
health and increased suicide risk, potentially protracting treatment at the FMHF
in Galen upon admission and worsening the existing bottleneck.

Risk of Federal Intervention and Litigation

« (Other states, such as Washington, have faced class-action lawsuits and federal
court oversight due to delays in forensic mental health services.

« Courts have required states to:

Expand forensic capacity

Improve access to treatment

Pay damages for constitutional violations

o oo o

Montana’s Current Exposure

While Montana has not yet faced federal intervention, Department leadership believes
the risk is growing. The number of court orders dismissed due to speedy trial violations
- a direct result of forensic bed shortages — demonstrates this legal vulnerability. In FY
2024 and 2025, the number of court orders dismissed totaled 12.

Why This Matters

« Forensic patients are often held in jails while awaiting admission, where they may
not receive adequate psychiatric care.

« Delays in restoration can lead to constitutional violations, including speedy trial
and due process concerns.

« Civil patients, while also in need, have more diversified treatment pathways (e.g.,
Grasslands, community-based services), whereas forensic patients rely most
exclusively on the FMHF in Galen.

October 2025 10|P

June 12, 2026 272|Page



DEPARTMENT OF

»
STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT D Nl
PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY DPHHS/ LymAN SERVICES

DEPARTMENT OF
BUILMNG A FOUNDATION FOR FUTURE GENERATIONS: J PUBLIC HEALTH &
MONTAMA'S MEW BEHAVIORAL HEALTH FACILITY ' HUMAN SERVICES

« Each dismissal represents a missed opportunity for treatment, a potential public
safety concern, and a legal liability for the state.

ADDITIONAL RATIONALE
National and Regional Benchmarking

By early 2026, MSH is projected to operate with:

« 142 civil beds (including 24 at MMHNCC) - 13.10 civil beds per 100,000
residents

« 125 forensic beds (including those for sentenced patients) - 11.53 beds per
100,000 residents

« Total: 24 63 state psychiatric beds per 100,000 residents

Mational benchmarks recommend 20-40 state psychiatric beds per 100,000
population (TAC, KFF). Montana's current capacity places it at the lower end of the
national benchmark for total civil and forensic beds. The Department’s desired changes
to system bed capacity, as described above, will ultimately increase state psychiatric
beds to 339 in total, bringing Montana's per 100,000 rate to a midpoint of 31.27.

Note: Increase in capacity is a combination of changes referenced in the chart on page 4
and the proposed new forensic facility.
National Trends in Forensic Psychiatric Populations

Across the United States, states are experiencing a sustained surge in forensic
psychiatric demand, particularly related to competency to stand trial evaluations and
restorations.

Growth in Competency Cases

« From 1999 to 2014, there was a 76% increase in forensic patients in state
hospitals.

o From 2017 to 2024, the number of individuals found incompetent to stand
trial rose by 23%.

« Mational forensic waitlists have ballooned — from 883 in 2019 to
approximately 2,400 by 2024 — leading to overcrowding in jails and emergency
departments.

Other State Responses: Expanding Forensic Capacity

According to a July 2025 report by NRI, Inc., 11 states added over 1,300 forensic
beds between 2022 and 2024, and an additional 317 beds were added in 2025 alone.
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« Mississippi: Built an B3-bed maximum-security forensic unit, doubling capacity to
123 beds.

« HKansas: Constructed two new state psychiatric hospitals following a legal
settlement.

« Pennsylvania: Built a 270-bed forensic facility at Morristown State Hospital,

« New York: Added 125 beds in four months, with 325 total added under the
current governor's administration.

PROJECTED IMPACT OF THE 32-BED EXPANSION

» DPHHS projects that adding 32 forensic beds would increase annual capacity to
serve approximately 170 patients.

+ This represents a 60% increase in the availability of care, significantly reducing
wait times and improving access to timely evaluation and restoration services.

« Montana's forensic system is under-resourced relative to national benchmarks
and uniguely strained by legal sentencing practices.

« Expanding forensic capacity is a strategic, data-driven response to both current
deficiencies and future needs.

WHY THE INTEREST IN EASTERN MONTANA?

Geographic Balance and Access

Because Eastern and Central Montana currently lack essential forensic infrastructure,
counties are forced to transport patients long distances to the FMHF in Galen, which
delays care and increases costs. Establishing a new facility in Eastern Montana would
improve geographic balance.

Strategic Advantages

The proposed 32-bed forensic facility is being considered for Eastern Montana, a region
with limited access to forensic psychiatric services and one that provides a growing
share of the state’s forensic admissions. This location is expected to:

« |mprove geographic access for law enforcement, court systems, defendants, and
farmnilies in Eastern and Central Montana.

« Reduce transportation burdens for counties that currently face long distances
when transporting defendants to the FMHF in Galen.

« Support regional equity by expanding behavioral health infrastructure beyond the
western corridor.
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THE IMPORTANCE OF A FLEXIBLE DESIGN

The facility will be designed for medium- to low-security forensic care, which allows
for conversion to civil use if future demand shifts and DPHHS determines a need to
repurpose pods/units. Designing the new forensic facility with scalability and
adaptability in mind offers significant long-term cost savings.

A modular layout and medium- to low-security infrastructure will allow the facility to
be scaled up or down based on changing demand, whether that means expanding

forensic capacity, converting pods/units for civil use, or adjusting gender-specific
housing.

This flexibility reduces the need for costly new construction or major retrofits in the
future. By investing in a facility that can evelve with Montana's behavioral health
landscape, the state can maximize the return on capital investment, avoid duplication of
infrastructure, and ensure that taxpayer dollars are used efficiently and effectively aver
time.

With the new facility, DPHHS will be better positicned to provide state psychiatric
services regardless of what type of capacity (forensic or civil) is most strained in future
YEErs,

CONCLUSION

Montana's forensic psychiatric system is under significant and growing strain. Without
immediate investment in expanded capacity, the state faces serious and far-reaching
consequences not only for individuals with mental iliness, but also for the legal system,
public safety, and public finances.

County jails are increasingly housing individuals who require psychiatric care, not
incarceration. These facilities are not equipped to provide appropriate treatment,
leading to worsening symptoms, increased risk of self-harm, and potential violations of
constitutional rights. Concurrently, the lack of available forensic beds has forced courts
to dismiss charges or release individuals without treatment, contributing to a cycle of
relapse, homelessness, and recidivism. These consequences often adversely impact
the civil mental health system, which is not designed to manage forensic-level acuity.

The proposed 32-bed forensic facility in Eastern Montana offers a strateqic, flexible, and
future-ready solution. It will:

« Relieve pressure on local governments and jails, as well as reduce legal exposure
« |mprove access to timely, appropriate treatment
» Expand geographic equity in behavioral health services
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» Increase forensic evaluation capacity by 60%

« Boost annual forensic care delivery from 106 to 170 patients (estimated)

» Provide long-term adaptability for DPHHS to shift between forensic and civil use
as needed

By designing the facility with scalability in mind, Montana can avoid costly retrofits or
duplicative construction in the future. This investment not only addresses today’s most
pressing behavioral health challenge, but it also builds a more resilient, efficient, and
balanced system for the future.

Inaction carries a high cost. DPHHS's desired expansion of forensic beds is a fiscally
responsible, legally sound, and clinically necessary way to continue building a stronger
statewide behavioral health system for future generations.
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Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs): Montana's Mew Behavioral Health Facility

1. What funding is the State of Montana using to build a new behavioral health facility?

House Bill 5, passed by the 2025 Montana Legislature and signed into law by Governor
Gianforte on June 19, 2025, provides 526.5 million to build a behavioral health facility.
House Bill 5 requires the Department of Public Health and Human Services (DPHHS)
and Board of Investments (BOI) to jointly develop a plan identifying the type and
location of the facility.

2. What is the type and purpose of the facility?
Baszed on a statewide needs assessment, this facility will provide secure, therapeutic

care for individuals with serious mental illness who are in the criminal justice system.
These individuals may include:

« A person awaiting trial who needs a mental health evaluation to determine if they
are mentally fit to stand trial.

« A person found Unfit to Proceed (UTP) who requires inpatient treatment to
restore their competency.

« A person found Guilty but Mentally Il (GBEMI) or Mot Guilty by Reason of Mental
lliness (NGMI) who is court-ordered to receive treatrment in a secure psychiatric
facility.

3. Who is responsible for this facility?
The facility will be managed and operated by DPHHS.

Under Montana Code Annotated (MCA) Title 53, Chapter 21, DPHHS is legally
responsible for providing inpatient psychiatric care to individuals who are either civilly
committed or involved in the criminal justice system due to serious mental iliness.

This new facility will be part of the state’s broader behavioral health system and will be
staffed, licensed, and overseen in accordance with state law and clinical best practices.

4. Why is the facility focused on mental health treatment for individuals who are
involved in the criminal justice system?

Montana is experiencing a growing crisis in forensic psychiatric care and lacks
sufficient capacity to meet demand. At the end of Fiscal Year 2025, 128 individuals were
on the waitlist for admission to the existing Forensic Mental Health Facility in Galen,
which is managed and operated by DPHHS.
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Currently, this facility is the only facility in Montana that can serve this population, and
the bed space is inadequate for current and projected demand.

Without timely access to treatment, individuals may be held in local jails for extended
periods, which can worsen psychiatric symptoms and delay recovery.

This new facility will:

» Provide faster access to treatment, allowing for earlier patient stabilization,
reducing the risk of harm to self or others.

« Help individuals regain competency and move through the legal system
appropriately, reducing risks of recidivism, homelessness, or untreated mental
illness.

« Create capacity for local jail, ensuring eritical public safety resources are used
effectively.

5. Why was Eastern Montana identified as the preferred location?

Eastern Montana was selected to improve geographic access to behavioral health
services and reduce pressure on the existing DPHHS facility in Galen (Western
Montana). A facility in Eastern Montana will:

+ Reduce transportation burdens for counties in Eastern and Central Montana.

« Improve regional access for law enforcement, courts, and families.

« Expand necessary behavioral health infrastructure in an underserved part of the
state.

6. Will the facility only serve forensic patients?

While the immediate need is to serve individuals in the criminal justice system who
require psychiatric evaluation or treatment, the facility is being designed with flexibility
and scalability in mind for future needs.

Its primary purpose is to address Montana's urgent shortage of forensic psychiatric
beds. However, if future demand shifts, the facility can be adapted to serve civil
patients.

By building a facility that can evolve with Montana's behavioral health needs, the state is
making a smart, future-ready investment that avoids the cost of building new
infrastructure down the road.
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7. Can patients voluntarily leave this facility?

Mo. All individuals admitted to this type of facility are either court ordered or sentenced
to DPHHS. The facility will operate under strict security and clinical protocols to ensure
the safety of patients, staff, and the broader community.

8. What security measures are implemented at this type of facility?

As a forensic facility, security is significantly tighter than in traditional locked psychiatric
units.

Security features include:

« 'Sally port’ doors, which ensure one door is closed before the other opens to
prevent patient elopement

» Double-layer security fences around all outdoor areas

« A central command station that operates facility access contrel and manages
patient and staff movements

« 24/7 interior and exterior live video menitoring

No firearms are on-site, and staff are trained in de-escalation and safe behavioral
management techniques.

9. What is the anticipated length of stay for patients, and what criteria are used to
determine their readiness for release?

Based on the model of the existing Forensic Mental Health Facility in Galen, DPHHS
anticipates that patients ordered by the court for evaluation and restoration will stay for
approximately 3 to & months. Their release depends on their treatment progress and
usually involves returning to a county jail or being transferred to the Montana State
Hospital.

For patients placed in the care of DPHHS, the length of stay depends on their sentence

and behavior. Patients who complete their sentence while at the facility will collaborate
with DPHHS discharge planners to develop a plan for their return to the community with
suitable follow-up care. Release is also coordinated with Probation and Parole.

10. Will individuals be released into communities after treatment?

Mo one will be released from the facility, and from incarceration, without a structured
discharge plan.

All individuals treated at this facility will be aither court-ordered or sentenced to DPHHS.
Discharge planning is coordinated with the courts and appropriate agencies to ensure
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that individuals return to their home jurisdictions or are transferred to appropriate
settings such as the Montana State Hospital, supervised housing, community-based
treatment, or another secure facility. Most evaluation patients will transfer back to the
county detention facility from where they were originally transferred to await
sentencing.

Mo one will be released without:

« A formal discharge plan

« Oversight or monitoring as required

« Coordination with local law enforcement, Probation and Paraole, or behavioral
health providers, when appropriate

It is important to note that DPHHS, in coordination with the judicial system, typically
works to return individuals to their county of arigin.

11. Who is responsible for the discharge planning?

DPHHS is ultimately responsible for the discharge planning of patients who have
completed their sentence at the facility. Discharge planning is a dedicated function
within the operations of the facility. It is carried out by trained staff who specialize in
coordinating safe and appropriate transitions for individuals leaving care.

This process is done in close collaboration with:

« Medical and clinical professionals

« The court system

« Community-based providers

« Other relevant agencies (e.q., law enforcement, Probation and Parole, housing, or
treatment programs)

Every discharge is guided by a structured plan that ensures individuals are placed in
the right setting with the right supports whether that's returning to their home
jurisdiction, entering a supervised program, or continuing care in another facility. Public
safety and continuity of care are central to every decision.

12. What kind of staffing is required for a 32-bed forensic facility?

It is anticipated that 90-100 staff will be required to safely operate the facility across
multiple shifts 24/7/365. The staffing model is based on best practices at the existing
Forensic Mental Health Facility in Galen and will be largely comprised of clinical staff
(RMs, LPNs, Psychiatric Technicians) as well as support staff. The staffing model will
evolve as the facility design and operational models are finalized.
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13. How is Montana addressing workforce challenges for this facility?

Montana is actively investing in workforce development strategies to ensure the facility
is properly staffed. This includes training pipelines, recruitment incentives, and
partnerships with educational institutions. Through the 406 Jobs Initiative, the
Behavioral Health System for Future Generations Initiative, and the future Rural Health
Transformation Program, the State is continuing to expand education, certification, and
career advancement opportunities in critical behavioral health fields such as psychiatry,
psychology, social work, and nursing.

14. How will the selected community be involved in the planning process for the
facility?

Once a site and location for the facility is formally selected, there will be a series of local
meetings to explain the process for designing, building, and operating the facility and
gather feedback from community members and leaders.

15. What are the legal risks of not building this facility?

Montana and local jurisdictions are at risk of legal exposure if forensic capacity is not
expanded. Delays in forensic psychiatric care can result in:

« Violations of constitutional rights, including due process and speedy trial
protections

» Dismissed court cases due to prolonged detention without treatment
« Federal litigation or oversight, as seen in other states

June 12, 2026

281|Page



¥
STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT SNio e
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

APPENDIX E

ALTERNATIVE SITE ANALYSIS

June 12, 2026 282|Page



DEPARTMENT OF

STATE OF MONTANA - FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT £} I\ BEPARTMENT OF
DPHH

PROPOSED 32-BED FORENSIC MENTAL HEALTH FACILITY HUMAN SERVICES

MONTANA
|

Alternative Locations Analyzed for Forensic Facility

BILLINGS:
Alternative A -

https://svc.mt.gov/msl/cadastral/?page=Map&geocode=03-1033-29-3-04-04-0000&taxYear=2026

https://sve.mt.gov/msl/cadastral/?pagse=Map&peocode=03-1033-29-3-04-05-0000&taxYear=2026

Primary reason(s) for not selecting: Gradient
Alternative B -

hitps://sve.mt.gov/msl/cadastral/?page=Map&geocode=03-1033-18-1-04-01-0000& taxYear=2026

Primary reason(s) for not selecting: Gradient, distance to infrastructure, State Land Board processes

Alternative C -

https://sve.mt.gov/msl/cadastral/?page=Map&geocode=03-0927-10-4-18-01-00008taxYear=2026

Primary reason(s) for not selecting: Unclear ownership/commitments from current owner on future use

Alternative D -

https://svc.mt.gov/msl/cadastral/?page—Map&geocode=03-1032-08-1-01-01-0000&tax¥ear=2026

Primary reason(s) for not selecting: Lack of infrastructure, State Land Board processes

LAUREL:
Alternative E -

hitps://sve.mt.gov/msl/cadastral/?page=Map&geocode=03-1032-22-2-01-01-0000&taxYear=2026

Primary reason(s) for not selecting: Distance to infrastructure, State Land Board processes
Alternative F -

https://sve.mt.gov/msl/cadastral/?page=Map&geocode=03-0925-33-1-01-01-0000&taxYear=2026

Primary reason(s) for not selecting: Distance to infrastructure
Alternative G -

https://sve.mt.gov/msl/cadastral/?page=Map&geocode=03-0821-17-1-09-01-00008&taxYear=2026

Primary reason(s) for not selecting: Price
Alternative H —

https://svc.mt.gov/msl/cadastral/?page=Map&pgeocode=03-0821-18-1-01-01-0000&taxYear=2026
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Primary reason for not selecting: Outside water service area
LOCKWOOD:

Alternative | —

https://svc.mt.gov/msl/cadastral/?pare=Map&egeocode=03-1033-36-4-01-01-0000&taxYear=2026

Primary reason(s) for not selecting: Lack of access
Alternative /1 —

https://bigskyeconomicdevelopment.org/community-development/lockwood-tedd/

Primary reason(s) for not selecting: Tax exemption impacts on Targeted Economic Development District

CUSTER COUNTY:

Alternative K -

hittps://hb5.mt.gov/ shared/Custer County.pdf

Primary reason(s) for not selecting: Distance from patient concentration, workforce availability, State
Land Board Processes

BIG HORN COUMNTY:

Alternative L -

https://hb5.mt.gov/ shared/Big Horn County.pdf

Primary reason(s) for not selecting: Distance from patient concentration, workforce availability, unclear
path toward land ownership/acquisition

2401 COLONIAL DRIVE, HELENA, MT 59420
P.O. BOX 200126, HELENA, MT 57620
406-444-0001
INVESTMENTMT.COM
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MNews articles regarding alternatives:

https://billingsgazette.com/news/local/government-politics/article fceb48ca-0507-4186-8852-
136f4dad73a3.html

hitps://billingsgazette.com/news/local/sovernment-politics/article 02f84869-bb9c-461e-aacd-
f2c7b2e2fe89.html

https://billingsgazette.com/news/state-regional/sovernment-politics/article 55ec91eb-51fe-5858-
a236-bed763bd1bs7.html

https://billingsgazette.com/news/state-regional/government-politics/article ade07767-1e7c-54dd-97fc-
Scc8725ba32e.hitml

hitps://billingsoazette.com/news/state-resional/sovernment-politics/article f690fef7-a8d1-5f27-b01a-
1fd5060221{84. hitml

https://billingsgazette.com/news/local/sovernment-politics/article 13d97e8c-6d39-4e3d-aeDl-
e1126ae82947.htmi

https://billingsgazette.com/news/local/government-politics/article 13d97e8c-6d39-4e3d-aeDl-
e1126ae82947.himil

https://billingsgazette.com/news/local/sovernment-politics/article 41e60a28-a03c-4618-8631-
a3164cd4d4605a.him

https://billingsgazette.com/news/local/government-politics/article 57f9e9c7-2ff2-4ac9-8c56-
d18c9a67e3ds.htmil

https://billingsgazette.com/news/local/government-politics/article cHeldc35-d0al-47e0-bf18-
e0fsfl0daz14.himl

2401 COLONIAL DRIVE, HELENA, MT 59620
P.O. BOX 200126, HELENA, MT 59620
406-444-0001
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APPENDIX F

STUDIES SUBMITTED AND CONSIDERED

Montana Legislative Services Division Office of Research & Policy Analysis
Additional Demographic Information regarding Forensic Treatment Facility - South
May 7, 2026

Montana Legislative Services Division Office of Research & Policy Analysis
Verification of Demographic and Crime Statistics Regarding St. Louis Forensic
Treatment Center

April 3,2026

Yellowstone County Forensic Behavioral Health Facility Gap Analysis
September 22, 2025

Montana Department of Labor and Industry
Montana’s Healthcare Workforce
January, 2024

Janjala Chirakijja
The Local Economic Impacts of Prisons
May 13, 2022

Kaherine A. Carlson, PhD
The Impacts of a New Prison on a Small Town: Twice Blessed or Double Whammy?
December, 1990

NOTE: An abstract from a “Sage Journals” was attached as a comment, but the actual
study and date of the study were not included.
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APPENDIX G

LINKS TO PUBLIC COMMENT AND AUDIO/VIDEO OF PUBLIC HEARINGS

Comments received after the public comment deadline of 5PM, June 5, 2025

Comments received during second public comment period from May 18, 2026, to June
5,2026

Video recording of public hearing can be found at:

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Pyv0geW_hLs

Comments received during first public comment period from March 24, 2026, to May 6,
2026

Video recording of public hearing can be found at:

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_52jYVDrn2M

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=eTRNgblaxu0

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u7hD50n9qjY

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=sIQ3IEUCH1U

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vIH54qlTpAO

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=a9JD9Xv2goY

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=eKL9QZrJzfc
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https://hb5.mt.gov/_MEPAEA/1-AppendixG_April_22_2026.pdf
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APPENDIX H

TRAFFIC IMPACT STUDY

Love’s Traffic Impact Study can be found here.
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Lead Agency Certifying Official Cooperating Agency Acknowledgment
Charles T. Brereton DAN VILLA

Director Executive Director

Montana Department of Public Health and Human  Montana Board of Investments (BOI)
Services (DPHHS)

DocuSigned by:

Signed by:
Signature: @% Signature: @W

21DF48F786AE4F4...
61408679875F473..

Date: 6/12/2026 Date: 6/12/2026

This Environmental Assessment was prepared in accordance with Title 75, Chapter 1, MCA (Montana Environmental
Policy Act) and the Administrative Rules of Montana, ARM 17.4.601 et seq. Public comment on this document may be
submitted to the Montana Department of Public Health and Human Services, 111 N. Sanders, Helena, MT 59601, or to the
Montana Board of Investments, 2401 Colonial Drive, 3rd Floor, Helena, MT 59620. Please review public
notices identifying comment periods and hearing dates and locations.
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