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Chapter 3: Comments and Responses 
 
State Agencies 
S1 Office of the Governor: Judy Martz  
 
S2 Montana Department of Transportation  
 
S3 Montana Fish Wildlife and Parks  
 
S4 Montana Department of Natural Resource Conservation  
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SEA’s Response to Comment S1 
Judy Martz, Office of the Governor (November 16, 2004) 
 
S1.1 The comments in support of the project are noted. 
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[Montana Department of Transportation] 
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SEA’s Response to Comment S2 
Montana Department of Transportation (November 26, 2004) 
 
S2.1 The suggested text has been included in this Final SEIS.  Please refer to Chapter 

5: Errata, where it references Page 4-38, lines 24-28 for the full text revision.  
 
S2.2 The proper siting of sidings is an important consideration in rail construction 

projects.  SEA expects that concerns regarding the location of siding and passing 
tracks will be included in the provisions of the memorandum of agreement 
(MOA) to be entered into by Tongue River Railroad Company, Inc. (TRRC) and 
the Montana Department of Transportation (MDT), as stated in recommended 
Mitigation Measure 55.  A specific reference to sidings has been added to 
Mitigation Measure 55.  Please refer to Chapter 5 (Errata). 

 
S2.3 Potential safety issues related to the proximity of the two crossings identified in 

the comment would be addressed through the MOA.  Recommended Mitigation 
Measure 55 would require TRRC to enter into a MOA with MDT for evaluating 
project-related safety needs.  The MOA would be based on an evaluation of each 
crossing for safety needs and development of an appropriate process to address 
potential traffic problems during construction and operation, including passage of 
emergency vehicles.  In short, the MOA would set forth specific safety measures, 
such as warning signal and devices, and appropriate measures to alleviate any 
traffic problems, such as grade separations.  
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[Montana Department of Fish, Wildlife, and Parks] 
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SEA’s Response to Comment S3 
Montana Fish Wildlife and Parks (December 6, 2004) 
 
S3.1 Comment noted.  The word “some” has been deleted (see Chapter 5: Errata,  

where it references Page 2-1, lines 18-19).  It is acknowledged that, even with 
mitigation, the project would have impacts on the environment.  Section 4.3 of the 
Draft SEIS includes a thorough and detailed discussion of the project's 
environmental impacts, and sub-section 4.3.2 presents the potential ecological 
impacts of the proposed rail line.  Section 8.0 documents and compares 
unavoidable adverse environmental effects of the proposed Western Alignment 
and the approved Four Mile Creek Alternative.  

 
S3.2 The list of species of special concern has been updated with the latest listing from 

the Montana Natural Heritage Program.  Please refer to Chapter 5: Errata, where 
it references Page 4-13, line 1 for the full text revision to page 4-13 of the Draft 
SEIS.  

 
Master Response 2, Biological Resources – Conclusions and Mitigation, presents 
a detailed summary of the analysis, conclusions, and mitigation in the Draft SEIS 
related to potential effects on biological resources.  SEA conducted a thorough 
analysis to ensure that potential adverse effects are identified and are mitigated to 
the maximum extent possible.   

 
For a discussion of the broad range of data used in completing the Draft SEIS, 
please see Master Response 4, Information Used in Preparing the EIS.  With 
regard to federally designated threatened and endangered species, a revised 
Biological Assessment (BA) was submitted to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS) in September 2005, and the USFWS issued a Biological Opinion on 
July 12, 2006.  Both of these documents are included in this Final SEIS as 
Appendix D.  

 
S3.3 As stated in the comment, the Draft SEIS references a broad range of 

informational sources and analyses, some of which were completed several years 
ago and some of which were performed recently.  Chapter 3 of the Draft SEIS 
lists all of the new analyses that SEA performed and new data that SEA collected 
as part of the preparation of the document.  As explained in the Draft SEIS, SEA 
performed these new analyses to confirm whether the physical and/or regulatory 
setting had changed since the previous analysis was completed, such that new 
significant effects would result that were not previously identified.   

 
An historical analysis is not necessarily unsuitable or inappropriate for current 
use, so long as the older data are compared to existing conditions to determine 
whether the analysis and conclusions are still valid.  SEA reviewed all of the 
available data (current and historical), and relied on updated analyses, where the 
circumstances warranted, to provide a complete and thorough assessment of the 
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proposed Western Alignment in comparison to the Four Mile Creek Alternative, 
and the proposed refinements to Tongue River I and Tongue River II in the SEIS.  

 
For more discussion of the sources used and how these sources contributed to 
completion of the SEIS, please refer to Master Response 4, Information Used in 
Preparing the SEIS.  Regarding the need for updates to Tongue River I and 
Tongue River II, please refer to Master Response 16, The Need for a New SEIS. 

 
S3.4 TRRC's environmental report is part of the public record and is available for 

review through SEA.  Consistent with the Board’s practice, information contained 
in the report was independently reviewed and verified by SEA before any 
information was incorporated into the Draft SEIS.  SEA also conducted additional 
analyses where appropriate, including all of the studies listed in Chapter 3 of the 
Draft SEIS.   

 
S3.5 The comment is concerned with the level of analysis completed for the focused 

review of Tongue River I and Tongue River II in the SEIS.  Section 5.1 of the 
Draft SEIS lists the additional analyses undertaken to determine whether the 
proposed refinements to Tongue River I and Tongue River II would result in 
substantial new adverse effects not previously considered. The additional analyses 
included an initial analysis of waters of the U.S. and a conceptual habitat 
mitigation plan, a BA, consultation in support of a revised PA, water quality 
analysis of Otter Creek and the upper and lower Tongue River, analysis of effects 
to BLM property, analysis of effects to state-administered lands, and studies of 
the effects of construction and operation of the rail line on the operation of the 
Miles City Fish Hatchery.  

 
The level of analysis (including recalculation of wildlife habitat acreages and an 
updated assessment of potential adverse effects to threatened and endangered 
species and state species of concern) was appropriate and adequate to allow SEA 
to determine any change to baseline resources, as well as any impacts from the 
proposed refinements different than those presented in the EISs for Tongue River 
I and Tongue River II.  Based on the analyses, SEA presented a revised analysis 
in the Draft SEIS, and is recommending revised mitigation measures to apply to 
the entire rail line via either the approved Four Mile Creek Alternative or the 
proposed Western Alignment, if approved.  

 
S3.6 The commenter is concerned that the information provided by aerial photos and 

site visits, as discussed in Section 3.3.1, does not provide an adequate basis for 
concluding that there have been no changes in the baseline environment for 
Tongue River I since 1985.  For a discussion of why aerial photo review is an 
appropriate methodology for this project, as well as a discussion of other data 
sources used and details on additional baseline surveys that will be conducted 
prior to construction, please refer to Master Response 1, Adequacy and Timing of 
Studies.   
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S3.7 The potential cumulative effects of the proposed action are documented in 
Chapter 6 of the Draft SEIS.  In preparing the cumulative analysis, SEA 
considered all reasonably foreseeable developments and considered cumulative 
impacts on the full range of environmental topic areas.  The focus of the analysis 
in the SEIS has been to assess the potential environmental impacts of Tongue 
River III, and to determine whether the proposed Western Alignment would result 
in any greater overall adverse effects than the Four Mile Creek Alignment, which 
was fully considered and approved in Tongue River II.  

 
It was concluded that the Western Alignment would not result in greater overall 
environmental effects than the Four Mile Creek alignment.  NEPA does not 
require that prior environmental work be repeated if circumstances have not 
changed, and cross-referencing the conclusions of prior studies is a common 
approach used in EIS preparation.  A complete list of all sources used by SEA for 
the Draft SEIS is presented in Chapter 13 of the Draft SEIS and is part of the 
public record. 

 
S3.8 The commenter expresses concern that no plan exists to mitigate for potential 

losses to fisheries and wildlife.  However, the SEIS includes several 
recommendations for mitigation measures designed to address potential losses of 
species:   

• Mitigation Measure 24 would require TRRC to comply with terms and 
conditions set forth in the Biological Opinion issued by the USFWS, on July 
12, 2006.   

 
• Mitigation Measure 91 would require that TRRC develop a Compensation 

Program to ensure that there would be no net loss of wildlife habitat values as 
a result of this project.  Mitigation Measure 32 would require TRRC to 
identify optimal passage locations for pronghorn antelope to ensure that 
crossings are constructed in areas of heaviest use.   

 
• Mitigation Measure 14 would establish a task force composed of experts in 

the areas of biological resources and would include representation from the 
Montana Department of Fish, Wildlife, and Parks (MT DFWP), Montana 
Department of Natural Resources and Conservation (MT DNRC), and the 
USFWS to ensure that the actions taken by the task force are consistent with 
best practices.  Therefore, the measure would not take authority away from the 
relevant agencies because of their participation on the task force.  The task 
force would remain active for a period of 2 years of rail line operation, or any 
other period the Board may impose.  This provision is intended to provide 
sufficient time for the task force to ensure that the mitigation measures have 
been implemented satisfactorily and that unanticipated problems, if any, can 
be appropriately dealt with. 
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• Mitigation Measures 86 and 87 (MCFH) would require that TRRC continue 
consultation with the State of Montana regarding potential effects to the fish 
hatchery, and adhere to mitigation conditions imposed by the state in issuing 
an easement across fish hatchery property.  A workplan to guide vibration 
monitoring and the potential effects on fish is included in this Final SEIS as 
Appendix G.  

 
S3.9 SEA understands that the Tongue River Valley is used by many people for active 

and passive recreation, and that maintaining public access to the area is important.  
However, for purposes of public safety and security, SEA believes the right-of-
way (ROW) should be fenced off on all land traversed by the railroad, including 
private, state, and federal lands.  Access gates would be provided to landowners at 
private grade crossings.  It would be up to the individual landowners to determine 
who may utilize the crossings.  During construction and operation, only TRRC 
personnel would have access to areas within the ROW.  The public would 
continue to have access to all block management areas outside the ROW for 
recreational purposes.  

 
S3.10 As discussed Section 4.2.2.2 of the Draft SEIS, ephemeral (non-perennial) stream 

ecosystems provide refuge for wildlife and spawning sites for fish, and the Draft 
SEIS includes several mitigation measures that address potential effects on these 
ecosystems.  For example, Mitigation Measure 46 states that activities involving 
stream and river crossings would occur during periods of low or no flow in the 
streams affected.  This would reduce the potential for adverse effects on spawning 
fish.  Mitigation Measure 34 requires that TRRC conduct a fish survey and, if 
necessary, a spawning habitat survey in areas such as intermittent and ephemeral 
draws that the rail line would cross.  Mitigation Measure 49 specifies that culverts 
would be incorporated into the existing grade of the streambed to avoid, to the 
maximum extent feasible, changing the character of the streambed and impacting 
migrating amphibians and reptiles.  The potential impacts on these ecosystems as 
refuge for wildlife would be addressed through recommended Mitigation Measure 
91.  This measure would require that TRRC use the USFWS Habitat Evaluation 
Procedures to assess the value of habitat lost and to guide the acquisition of lands 
designated for replacement habitat.  

 
S3.11 The comment raises concerns regarding sloughing of material; however, slumping 

(not sloughing) is described as a potential impact.  SEA is aware that slumping 
could contribute to a structural failure of the rail line and an increase in sediment 
in the Tongue River or adjacent streams.6  Due to the potential for such an 
occurrence, SEA has recommended new mitigation measures in this Final SEIS to 
address potentially significant effects, including recommended Mitigation 
Measures 38 and 39, which pertain to geotechnical investigations, soil surveys, 

                                                 
6 Slumping is a condition that results when surface or groundwater undercuts and erodes an embankment, 
causing it to weaken or fail. 
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slumping preventions, and erosion and sediment delivery.  Mitigation Measure 38 
identifies actions to be taken by TRRC prior to construction to identify areas 
where slumping is likely to occur.  Based on these investigations, appropriate 
slope stabilization measures would be employed as part of the construction 
process, such as the use of flattened slopes, retaining and drainage structures, 
terracing, and surface water run-off control.  Despite these best efforts and 
because of the sensitivity of the Tongue River, SEA spells out (in new Mitigation 
Measure 39) the specific actions that TRRC should take in the event that 
slumping occurs during construction.  Based on its analysis of the issue in light of 
the comment, and inclusion of these new measures in the project, SEA has 
determined that the potentially adverse effects from slumping would not be 
significant.  Furthermore, SEA concludes that the likelihood of a derailment 
associated with slumping is very low.   

 
S3.12 SEA consulted with MT DFWP to obtain updated information on the status of 

fisheries in the Tongue River Reservoir.  According to the Regional Fisheries 
Manager for Region 7 (Miles City), data from the past 4 years have shown that 
the northern pike experiencing a resurgence in the reservoir.  The text has been 
revised to omit the prior statement about the northern pike and to update the 
citation. 

 
S3.13 Due to the rural nature and often rugged terrain of the project corridor, and access 

restrictions to private property, there have been limitations on the amount of 
baseline information that could be collected in preparation of the SEIS.  These 
limitations and SEA’s decision to respond by recommending Mitigation Measure 
25, which requires that TRRC conduct additional pre-constructions surveys, are 
discussed in Master Response 1, Adequacy and Timing of Studies.  As explained 
in this response, the surveys required as part of a mitigation measure are intended 
to provide supplemental data to allow existing mitigation measures to be refined 
by the task force based on the basis of actual site conditions or changes that may 
have occurred prior to construction.  The requirement for these future surveys 
does not indicate that SEA conducted an insufficient analysis to determine 
whether or not an adverse effect would occur, as required by NEPA.  (See the 
CEQ Regulations for Implementing NEPA at 40 Code of Federal Regulations 
[CFR] Section 1502.16.)   

 
S3.14 The Cumulative Analysis in Chapter 6 of the Draft SEIS discusses each of the 

issues identified in the comment.   
 

Coal Bed Methane development is discussed in Section 6.5.2 of the Draft SEIS, 
and further information is provided in Master Response 21, Adequacy of 
Cumulative Analysis.  Potential coal mining is discussed in Section 6.4.3 of the 
Draft SEIS and in Master Response 21 of this Final SEIS, while increased 
development other than coal mining, including planned power plants and Custer 
National Forest timber sales, are discussed in Sections 6.5.1 and 6.5.3, 
respectively.   
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S3.15 As indicated in Section 5.3.1 of the Draft SEIS, TRRC has continued to consult 

with the MT DFWP regarding measures to reduce or avoid impacts to the MCFH.  
Mitigation Measure 86 requires six months continued consultation to reach 
resolution on outstanding issues. 

 
The Tongue River Railroad Company has also agreed to implement a work plan 
to assess potential vibration impacts to the MCFH and the pallid sturgeon in 
particular. The work plan, entitled “Revised Work Plan for High Resolution 
Vibration Monitoring, Evaluation of Potential Effects of Tongue River Railroad 
Construction and Operation, and Potential Mitigation at Miles City Fish 
Hatchery”, is dated April 13, 2006.  A copy of the work plan is included in 
Appendix G of this Final SEIS. A new mitigation measure (92) has been included 
in this Final SEIS to require TRRC to implement the work plan. 
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SEA’s Response to Comment S4 
Montana Department of Natural Resource Conservation (December 2, 2004) 
 
S4.1 According to information obtained from the MT DNRC Billings office in April 

2005, the newly constructed Spillway-Crest Elevation for the Tongue River 
Reservoir is 3428.4 feet above sea level.  The present design for the proposed 
Western Alignment, as it crosses Leaf Rock Creek (the closest location of the 
proposed Tongue River Railroad to the reservoir), shows a "toe-of-fill" elevation 
of 3441 feet above sea level, 12.6 feet higher than the new reservoir spillway-
crest elevation.  Because the toe of the fill slope for the rail line would be 12.6 
feet higher than the spillway-crest, there would be no loss of storage in the 
reservoir as a result of the project. 

 
S4.2 SEA is aware that the crossing of streams and the Tongue River, as well as other 

construction activities, have the potential to adversely affect water quality.  The 
potential impacts related to erosion and sedimentation, and the associated 
mitigation measures, are discussed in Section 4.3.3 of the Draft SEIS and are 
further discussed in Master Response 12, Effects of the Project on Erosion and 
Sedimentation Rates.  For a detailed discussion of the project in relation to 
forthcoming total maximum daily load (TMDL) standards, please refer to Master 
Response 20, Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL).   

 
S4.3 In Section 6.6.4 of the Draft SEIS, SEA acknowledges that coal bed methane 

development and the proposed project could create cumulative impacts on water 
quality in the Tongue River.  Proposed mitigation measures for the TRRC line, 
from Miles City to Decker, would address the increased total suspended solids, 
and require the use of best management practices (BMPs).  Moreover, 
revegetation requirements during construction would significantly reduce 
sediment erosion and delivery to near existing levels.   

 
On the basis of commonly accepted success ratios for BMPs and erosion control 
measures, the Draft SEIS notes that sediment delivery resulting from the project 
could be reduced to near existing levels.   As a result, estimated total suspended 
solids volumes in the Tongue River would be reduced by 50 to 70 percent.  See 
the mitigation measures in Chapter 4, Section 4.3.3.2, “Environmental 
Consequences – Soils and Geology; Construction-period Impacts.”  See also 
Chapter 4, Section 4.3.2, “Environmental Consequences – Biological Resources,” 
for a discussion of mitigation measures designed to promote revegetation.  

 
S4.4 The spread of noxious weeds is recognized as a potential problem at all 

construction sites. Accordingly, the SEIS recommends Mitigation Measure 21, 
which would address the spread of noxious weeds through a rigorous program 
during construction and operation that would include the use of sterile ballast, 
weed free seed straw, mulching and hydroseeding materials.  Please refer to 
recommended Mitigation Measure 21 in Chapter 4 of this Final SEIS for the 
complete text of the measure.  
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S4.5 While existing county and state roads would be utilized to some degree during 

construction of the TRRC line, these roads would not serve as a primary access to 
the construction area.  As stated in Mitigation Measure 54, new access roads 
would be confined, to the extent possible, to the areas within the 400-foot railroad 
ROW.  Should roads outside the ROW be required, and result in the displacement 
of land, TRRC would be required to ensure that contractors make necessary 
arrangements with landowners or affected agencies to gain access from private or 
public roadways.  The access roads would be used only during construction of the 
railroad grade, after which construction would be confined to the ROW.  On the 
basis of this mitigation measure, SEA does not expect that construction or 
operation of either the proposed Western Alignment or the Four Mile Creek 
Alternative would significantly increase the use of public roads or result in related 
additional maintenance requirements. 

 
S4.6 SEA acknowledges that operation of the rail line could pose a potential hazard in 

terms of wildfires.  As a result, SEA has developed several recommended 
mitigation measures intended to reduce the potential for such events and to ensure 
an effective response in the event that a wildfire does occur.  These Mitigation 
Measures are numbered 9 through 13 and are identified in Section 4.3.1.3 of the 
Draft SEIS and Chapter 4 of this Final SEIS.  Based on the information available 
to date, SEA preliminarily concludes that the implementation of these mitigation 
measures would be adequate to ensure that wildfire impacts resulting from 
implementation of the proposed Western Alignment, or the approved Four Mile 
Creek Alternative, would not be significant. 

 
S4.7 As stated in Section 4.3.7.2 of the Draft SEIS, temporary emissions would result 

from the construction of either the proposed Western Alignment or the Four Mile 
Creek Alternative.  These emissions would primarily include fugitive dust from 
construction activities and the increased volume of vehicles on unpaved roads.  In 
Tongue River II, the Board adopted mitigation measures to minimize the impacts 
of fugitive dust.  These measures (Measures 69 through 72) would also apply to 
Tongue River III.  SEA believes that the implementation of these measures would 
be adequate to ensure that impacts of fugitive dust emissions from the 
construction of either the proposed Western Alignment or the Four Mile Creek 
Alternative would not be significant.  

 
Coal dust is discussed in Section 4.3.7.3 of the Draft SEIS, and is recognized as a 
source of fugitive dust emissions related to the operation of the rail line.  
However, as explained in that section of the Draft SEIS, there is ample evidence 
that coal, especially dust from the Powder River region, contributes only 
negligible amounts of dust and that, because of its weight, any dust that does 
leave the rail car falls to the ground within a very short distance (well within the 
ROW).  Please refer to Section 4.3.7.3 for additional information.   
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S4.8 The comment raises concerns that project-related noise may adversely affect the 
outdoor recreational experience at the Tongue River Reservoir State Park.  Figure 
4-13 in the Draft SEIS shows the camping areas in the park.  As stated in Section 
4.3.8.3 of the Draft SEIS, the vast majority of visitors to the park congregate at 
these camp sites for swimming, boating, picnicking, fishing, and camping.  
Therefore, these sites are the areas that would be most sensitive to noise intrusion 
from operation of either the proposed Western Alignment or the approved Four 
Mile Creek Alternative.  However, neither alternative would result in significant 
noise impacts to the sites. As shown on Figure 4-13 of the Draft SEIS, both the 
proposed Western Alignment and the approved Four Mile Creek Alternative 
would be, at their closest points, approximately 1.25 miles west of these sensitive 
areas, which is well outside the 65 A-weighted decibel (dBA) noise contour (see 
Table 4-37) for either alignment.  Therefore, SEA concludes that these 
recreational areas would not be adversely affected by noise increases associated 
with the operation of trains on either the proposed Western Alignment or the 
approved Four Mile Creek Alternative.  
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Chapter 3: Comments and Responses 
  
Regional and Local Agencies 
R1 County of Custer 
 
R2 Miles City Chamber of Commerce 
  
R3 Board of County Commissioners  
 
R4 Minnesotans for an Energy Efficient Economy and Minnesota Center for 
Environmental Advocacy   
 
R5 Montana Preservation Alliance  
 
L1 City of Miles City  
 
L2 Miles City Area Economic Development Council 
 
L3 Montanans for Responsible Energy Development  
 
L4 Miles City School District  
 
L5 Miles Community College 
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SEA’s Responses to Comment Letter R1 
County of Custer (November 16, 2004) 
 
R1.1 The comment in support of the project is noted. 
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SEA’s Response to Comment Letter R2 
Miles City Chamber of Commerce (November 22, 2004) 
 
 
 
R2.1 The comment in support of the project is noted. 
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SEA’s Response to Comment Letter R3 
Board of County Commissioners (November 22, 2004) 
 
R3.1 The comment in support of the project is noted. 
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SEA’s Response to Comment Letter R4 
Minnesotans for an Energy Efficient Economy and Minnesota Center for 
Environmental Advocacy (December 6, 2004)  
 
 
The comments expressed in this letter are addressed in master response 23: Cumulative 
Air Quality Analysis.  
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SEA’s Response to Comment Letter R5 
Montana Preservation Alliance (December 6, 2004) 
 
 
R5.1  Comment noted.  SEA acknowledges that the area contains several sites with 

cultural resources historical significance.  A discussion of such sites can be found 
in Section 4.2.5 of the Draft SEIS.  Regarding the Wolf Mountain Battlefield (also 
known as the Battle at Belly Butte or Miles’ Fight on the Tongue, 24RB787), both 
the approved Four Mile Creek Alternative and the proposed Western Alignment 
begin immediately to the west of the site.  As documented in Section 4.3.5.2 of 
the Draft SEIS, the site has significant, rare, and irreplaceable historical and 
cultural value of national significance, and was placed on the National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP) in 2001.  Neither alignment would directly disturb this 
site, but both could have a visual effect.  Therefore, a method to mitigate the 
adverse effect of construction of the rail line on this site would be required under 
the Programmatic Agreement (PA).  The boundary of the Wolf Mountains 
Battlefield in relation to the rail alignment is shown in Figures A-71 to A-73 in 
Appendix A of this Final SEIS. 

 
R5.2  The cumulative analysis in Chapter 6 of the Draft SEIS discusses other projects 

that could, in combination with either the proposed Western Alignment or the 
Four Mile Creek Alternative, have cumulative effects on the Tongue River 
Valley.  The projects and actions discussed include power plant projects, coal bed 
methane gas well projects, Custer National Forest Timber Sales, and the Northern 
Cheyenne Tribe Tongue River Watershed Conservation Plan.  For additional 
information, see Master Response 21, Adequacy of Cumulative Analysis. 

 
R5.3  Public hearings were held on November 16 and 17, 2004 in Miles City and 

Ashland, respectively.  Public comments on all aspects of the Draft SEIS were 
solicited at these meetings, and attendees were allowed to speak openly about 
their feelings on the project. 
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SEA’s Response to Comment Letter L1 
City of Miles City (November 12, 2004) 
 
L1.1  The comment in support of the project is noted. 
 
L1.2  The comment in support of the project is noted. 
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SEA’s Response to Comment Letter L2 
Miles City Area Economic Development Council (November 16, 2004)  
 
L2.1  The comment in support of the project is noted. 
 
L2.2  The comment in support of the project is noted. 
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SEA’s Response to Comment Letter L3 
Montanans for Responsible Energy Development (November 16, 2004) 
 
 
L3.1  The comment in support of the project is noted. 
 
L3.2  The comment in support of the project is noted. 
 
L3.3  The comment in support of the project is noted. 
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SEA’s Response to Comment Letter L4 
Miles City School District (December 2, 2004) 
 
 
L4.1  The comment in support of the project is noted. 
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SEA’s Response to Comment Letter L5 
Miles Community College (November 26, 2004) 
 
L5.1  The comment in support of the project is noted. 
 
L5.2  The comment in support of the project is noted. 


