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Proposed lmplementation Date: March 27,2006

Proponent: Bear Paw Energy LLC, 1400-1 6'" Street, Suite 310, Denver, Colorado, 80202

Type and Purpose of Action: Bear Paw Energy LLC has made a Land Use License application to place a 4 inch poly natural
gas pipeline on State land. The gas pipeline will start at Kodiak State 8-16 and extend northwesterly to the north section line
where it will cross under a highway to deeded land. The pipeline will then be attached to an existing natural gas pipeline.

MF6MHIil'N
Location: E2NE4, Sec. 16 Twp. 34N Rge. 57E county: Sheridan gnKnSffiSWmES

MAY 2006

I. PROJECT DEVELOPMENT
LEG ISLATIVE ENVI RONMENTAL

t. PUBLIC INVO],VEMENT, AGENCIES. GROUPS OR
INDIVIDUALS CONTACTED: Provide a brief chronology
of the scoping and ongoing invol-vement for this
oroi ect .

Bear paw Enersy LLc has #&+lSY,5IhFlfiE "i"",'".annlir:fi^F i^ n ara - / .' *r*^rine On SCaCeqPPffuoLfu-- Lv y-quE 
-vvrJ Prysf

fand. Bear Pav/ Energy LLC has contacted the surface
rni ra rha gas lrne prolecc.

2. OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES WITH ,JURISDICTION,
LIST OF PERMITS NEEDED:

Tha ^fha- n^r'arnmanr aoeneies w'rh irr-isdiction for
this project are the Montana Board of Oil and Gas,
RiIIira< 

^FFiaa

3. ALTERNATIVES CONSTDERED: Action Alternative: Grant a Land Use License to Bear
Paw Energ-y LLC co conscruct a 4 inch natural gas
pipeline on state land.

No Action Alternative: Deny a permit to Bear Paw
Energy LLC to conscrucL a 4 inch naturaf gas pipeline
on state fand.

II IMPACTS ON THE PHYSTCAL ENVIRONMENT

RESOURCE POTENTIAL IMPACTS

4. GEOLOGY AND SOIL QUALITY, STABT],ITY AND
MOISTURE: Are fragile, conpactible or unstable
soils present? Are there unusual geologic
features? Are there special reclamation
considerations ?

Action Afternalive: 'fhis c)4)e of project will impacc
tl.ra cni I < 

^h 
il"ra a:< ni nal i na rnrrra Tha i mn:.f q ara

minimaf and the pipeline route will continue to
n-nr]_rcc f :*a ffr^qq and I eorrmc \/ederal_ i or . The area Ofyr vsuLv
i m6r^ts '^,i I I ha racaazla;t az:cq :rd I anrrmar!LLPqL L

vegecaclon.

No Action Alternative: There will be no impacts to
the soils on the land under this alternative.

5. WATER QUALITY, QUANTITY AND DISTRIBUTION: AIE
important surface or groundwarer resources
present? Is there potential for violacion of
ambient water guality standards, drinking water
maximum contaminant levels, or deqradation of
water cruafitv?

Action AlternaEive: The projecc wilf have no impaccs
o- f hc ur^f Fr orra- r 1-v mrant- i rw and di sf -ibution
associated with this tract of state land.

No Action Alternative: There will be no impacts to
waLer resources under this alternative.

b . A_LK QUAIr_L]Y : Wrr-r porrucanEs Or parcrcurace
nzn^rraar{? Tc hLa nrniaat i nFl rranaarl }r', ri r

quality regulations or zones (C1ass I airshed) ?

L^ Action Afternacive: The projecc will have no impacEs
on the air guality of the land involved with the
proj ect .

No Action Alternative: There will be no impacts to
the air quality under this alternative.



II IMPACTS ON THE PHYSICAL ENVTRONMENT

1. VEGETATION COVER, QUANTITY AND QUALITY: Wifl
vegeEative communities be permanencly altered?
Are a-v ra-e nlFnt< ^r .^\ra' -\maq nl.esent?

Action Afternative: The natural gas pipeline
installation will impact the vegetation on the
pipeline route. the dril-fing company will reclaim the
pipeline rouce wich a came grass Iegume mixture.

No Action Alternative: There wj-11 be no impacts to
-La Uaaa-:-i^- .,-i^- EhiS afternative.

8. TERRESTRIAL, AVIAN AND AQUATIC LIFE AND
HABITATS: Is there substantial- use of the area
by important wildlife, birds or fish?

Action Alternative: This tt4)e of activity will
disturb the habitat tn)es on the State land. The area
^. r*---- r- ---rr in scone and fhere will be minimal
imnaers ro fhe wi Idl i fe :nd rrnla-d hrrr! resources of
the area.

No Action Alternative: There will be no impacts to
the wi-ld1ife habitat resources associated with the
land under this afternative.

9. UNIQUE, ENDANGERED, FRAGIIJE OR LIMITED
ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES: Are any federally
fisted threatened or endangered species or
identified habitat present? Any wetfands?
Sensitirre Sneeieq n- Snecic< nf <nociaf concern?

Action Alternative: The project area contains no
known unique, endangered, fragife or limited
environmentaf resources.

No Action Alternative: There will be no impacts to
che environmentaf resources under this al-ternative.

10. HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL SrTES: Are any
historicaf , archaeologicaf or paleontological
rpqnttraaq n-acant?

Action Alternative: There are no knornn historical or
archaeological sites on the areas to be impacted by
fhi c nrnianr rho <f -f ^ 

- --^ ,.,-- :-^^^^rod 1rr; R:ndrrwar arrspsL LEU !J r\qrruJ
Dirkson, Land Use Specialist, and it was determined
that the area of impact contained no known historical
or archaeoloqical sites.

No Action Alternative: There would be no lmpacts to
historical or archaeological sites under this
alternative.

II. AE;sLHEl_tus: -LS Cne proleCC On a promlnent
tonooranhi. feai:ure? Will it be visible from
populated or scenic areas? Will- there be
excessive noise or liohc?

Action Afternative: The project site is focated in a
rural area and is visible to the general public. A
highway is located on the north section next to the
nraiaar ei ta Tha nr^-i6^f uri l l h:r;a nn ir-^,v! vJ su L
aesthetic values associated with the state land
involved wich thj.s project.

No Action Alternative: There woufd be no impacts to
the aesthetics associated with the land under thi-s
proj ect .

L2. DEMANDS ON ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES OF LAND,
WATER, AfR OR ENERGY: Wilf the project use
resources that are limited in the area? Are
there other activities nearbv that wilf affect
the project?

Action Alternative: The project will place no demands
on environmental" resources of 1and, wacer, air or
energry.

No Action Alternative: There would be no impacts to
the environmental resources of 1and, water, air or
energry under this alternative.

]-3. OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL DOCTIMENTS PERTINENT TO THE
AREA: Are there other studies, plans or projeccs
on this tract?

Action Afternative: The pipeline installation will
h^f in^r^f nr}rar nrnia nl:hc fh:f m:rr ho

occurring on the state land.

No Action Alternative: There would be no impacts to
the plans, scudies or other projects on the land
under this alternative.

I1I. IMPACTS ON THE HIIMAN POPULATION

POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

HUMAN HEALTH AND SAFETY:
to health and safec.y risks

Will j-his nrniecf :dd
in the area?

Aar i ar A l r6r-ri i rra. Tfa ni nal i no

various human health and safety
:h^ 6mhl^i'66 inanrifrr rha La^lFh

occupacional hazards.

installation has
ri <lrc 'Fha amnl nruor

-l -r-- - ^arru -aLYuy

L4



No Action Alternative: There would be no impacts to
human health or safety under this alternative.

15. INDUSTRIAL, COMMERCIAL AND AGRICULTURAL
ACTIVITIES AND PRODUCTTON: WiII the Droiecl add
to or alter these activities?

Action afternative: The project wilf have no impacts
to the agriculcural activities trhat are occurring on
the fand. The area of impact is enrolled in the
Conservation Reserve Program and reclamation of the
si te wi l l he accomn'l r chad ltz rLo ^nnl i.^nt,

No Action Alternative: There would be no impacts to
the agricultural activities under this alternative.

L6. QUANTITY AND DISTRIBUTIQN QF EMPLOYMENT; Will
rho nrniaaf a] iminrra inl.rc? rF

so, estimated nunlcer.

Action AfternaEive: The projecc wilf not impact the
-rahf i trr rrd 

^i 
crri1.rrrrinn nf amnl 

^\mahf

No Action Alternative: There u/ould be no impacts to
j-hc trri-fifw and di<--iL.,':^- ^€ ^nhr^.-ent Underurrs qsqraurut qrrs urrL!

this alternative.

1.1. LOCAL AND STATE TAX BASE AND TAX
REVENUES: Will the pro'iecc creace or eliminate
tax revenue?

Action Alternative: The project may create additional
tax revenue for Phillips countv.

No Action Alternative: There would be no impacts to
the locaf and state tax base under this alternative.

18. DEMAND FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES: Will
substantiaf traffic be added to existing roads?
Will other services (fire proceccion, police,

schoofs, etc) be needed?

Action Afternative: The project will place no demands
for government services.

No Action Alternative: There would be no impacts for
government services under this alternative.

1.9 . LOCALLY ADOPTED ENVIRONMENTAL PLANS AND GOALS:
Are there State, County, City, USFS, BLM,

Tribaf, etc. zoning or managemenc plans in
effect?

Action Afternative: The projecc wilf not impact
locally adopLed envjromencal plans and goa1s.

No AcLion Alternative: There would be no impacts to
1^^i11a' rrlnnran ar-'irnnmanrrl nl:nq 

^r.l -^-r^..-^^vfvLaffy aqvyecu q- y-srrJ q..s gwof- urrue!
this alternative.

20. ACCESS TO AND QUALITY OF RECREATIONAL AND
WILDERNESS ACTIVITIES: Are wilderness or
recreational areas nearby or accessed through
this tract? Is there recreational potential
within the tract?

Action Alternacive: The projecc will not impact che
hunting recreational values associated with Lhe land.

No Action Alcernacive; There would be no impacts co
the hunting recreational values associated with the
fand under this alternative.

2L. DENSITY AND DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION AND
nuusrr\Li: w]11 cne prolect aoo fo tne popu-Lacaon
:nrl rccrri ra :ddi r i nn:l hnrrcina"

Action Afternacive: The projecc will not impact che
denqi fv ard dr srrr hrrri ^n n f -La nnn'rl:j-i on and
housing on t.his rural area.

No Action Alternative: There would be no impacts to
the density and discribution of Ehe population and
housing under this alternative.

22. SOCIAL STRUCTURES AND MORES: Is some
disruption of nacive or traditional lifestyles
or cornrrli r i es nossible?

Action Alternacive: The projecc will not impact che
social, structures of the focal communities.

No Action Alternative: There will be no impacts to
the social structures under this alternative.

23. CULTURAL UNIQUENESS AND DIVERSITY: Wilf the
action cause a shifc in some unique quality of
the area?

Action Alternacive: The project wilf not impact che
crr'l f rrr:l rrn j mreness and dirrersi tw of f he land,

No Action Alternative: There woufd be no impacts to
rhe crrlfrrr:l rrnrffreness and dirzersifw rrnder this
alternative.

24. OTHER APPROPRIATE SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC
CIRCUMSTANCES:

Action Alternatj-ve: The project provides some
economic benefit to the focal community businesses
-L-- ^.-**r.- **^r.-^F- -^ fha .^rhan\/ fh^r Will berrraL ruvvry P! uuue u> evrilyarrJ LrraL
incr:llina rho n^rrrra ^^^ ^i^^tih^vaD PfPef trre.

No Action Alternative: There would be no impacts to
the social and economic circumstances under this
alternative.



EA Checklist Prepared By:

IV FINDING

25. ALTERNATIVE SELECTED: Action Alternative; Grant a Land Use License to Bear
Paw Enerqy LLc to install a 4 inch natural gas
pipeline on this tract of State fand.

26. SIGNIFICANCE OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS: The project will have no significant impacts to the natural resources on
the State land.

27. Need for Furttier Environmental Analysis:

[ ] EIS I I More Decailed EA I Xl No Further Analysis

Date:
i.gnature




