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Bethany A. Gross (MT Bar #44197891) 
BUDD-FALEN LAW OFFICES, LLC 
300 East 18th Street 
Post Office Box 346 
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82003-0346 
(307) 632-5105 Telephone 
(307) 637-3891 Facsimile 
bethany@buddfalen.com 
 
Nancy L. Rohde 
Stillwater County Attorney 
P.O. Box 179 
Columbus, MT  59019 
406-322-4333 - Telephone 
406-322-4688 - Facsimile 
 
Attorneys for Defendants 

 
 

MONTANA TWENTY-SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STILLWATER COUNTY 
  
BEARTOOTH FRONT COALITION,  )   Cause No.:  DV-18-12 
LAZY Y DIAMOND BAR LP, LANA  ) 
and CHARLES J. SANGMEISTER,  ) 
WILLIAM A. and CAROLYN F. HAND, ) 
and MARGARET BARRON and  ) 
DOXEY RAY HATCH,  ) 
   ) 
 Plaintiffs,  ) 
   ) 
 v.   ) 
   )  
BOARD OF COUNTY  ) 
COMMISSIONERS, STILLWATER  ) 
COUNTY, and HEIDI STADEL, in her ) 
capacity as Clerk and Recorder of  )  
Stillwater County,   ) 
   ) 
 Defendants.  ) 
       ) 
 
 COME NOW the Defendants, Board of County Commissioners, 

Stillwater County, and Heidi Stadel, in her capacity as Clerk and Recorder of 

Stillwater County (hereinafter "Defendants"), by and through their attorneys, 

Bethany A. Gross of the Budd-Falen Law Offices, LLC, and Nancy L. Rohde, 

Stillwater County Attorney and hereby reply in Support of Defendants' Motion 

to Dismiss as follows:   

 
DEFENDANTS' REPLY BRIEF 
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO 

DISMISS 
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 As set forth in Defendants' Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs' Verified 

Complaint and as set forth below, Plaintiffs Beartooth Front Coalition, et al. 

(hereinafter "Plaintiffs") cannot obtain the relief they seek because the legal 

authority to regulate oil and gas activity has been delegated to and preempted 

by the authority of the Montana Board of Oil and Gas Conservation 

(hereinafter "BOGC"), therefore Defendants are prevented from accepting or 

considering Plaintiffs' petition to create a zoning district whose sole purpose 

is to regulate oil and gas activity (hereinafter "Petition").   

STANDARD OF REVIEW 

 In considering a motion to dismiss for failure to state a claim for which 

relief can be granted, the only relevant documents are the complaint and any 

documents the complaint incorporates by reference.  See Cowan v. Cowan, 

2004 MT 97, ¶ 11, 321 Mont. 13, 17, 89 P.3d 6, 8 (emphasis added).  

Plaintiffs argue in their Response to Defendants' Motion to Dismiss 

("Response") that "any documents the complaint incorporates by reference" 

can only mean documents that are attached to the complaint.  See Plaintiffs' 

Response at 6.  While the Cowan and Cut Bank cases involved the court's 

consideration of documents attached to the complaint, neither of those cases 

state that "incorporates by reference" means "attachments to the complaint."  

See Cowan, 2004 MT 97, ¶¶ 11-13, 321 Mont. at 17, 89 P.3d at 8-9; see 

also City of Cut Bank v. Tom Patrick Const., Inc., 1998 MT 219, ¶ 20, 290 

Mont. 470, 477, 963 P.2d 1283, 1287.  No cases define "incorporates by 

reference," however; "reference" is defined as "mention or citation of one 
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document or source in another document or source."  See Black's Law 

Dictionary (4th pocket ed. 2011).  Plaintiffs referred to the Petition numerous 

times in their Complaint.  See Plaintiffs' Complaint at ¶¶ 1-5, 11, 13, 15-17, 

20, 22-24, 26, 30, 32, 34, 39.  Clearly, the Petition is relevant to Plaintiffs' 

Complaint because there would be no cause of action without it.  The fact 

that Plaintiffs decided not to attach the Petition to their Complaint in support 

of their factual assertions does not mean that the Court should disregard the 

Petition. 

 Even if the Petition could be considered a matter outside of the 

pleadings, Plaintiffs' remedy would be for the Court to convert Defendants' 

Motion to Dismiss into a Rule 56 motion for summary judgment.  Rule 12(d) 

of the Montana Rules of Civil Procedure provides that the Court may treat a 

motion filed under Rule 12(b)(6) as a Rule 56 motion for summary judgment 

when matters outside the pleadings are presented, and then the Court must 

allow all parties a reasonable opportunity to present all the material that is 

pertinent to the motion.  M.R.C.P. 12(d).  Here, the only material that is 

pertinent to the motion is the Petition. 

 Plaintiffs mischaracterize Defendants' statement that "there is no need 

for Plaintiffs to have further time to prepare for or consider the issues the 

petition presents" as an exception to the general Rule 12(b)(6) standard.  See 

Plaintiffs' Response at 6.  The Montana Supreme Court has stated that when 

the Court is converting a motion to dismiss into a motion for summary 

judgment, it must provide notice to the parties of its intention to do so.  The 
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rationale for this requirement is to "allow the parties a reasonable opportunity 

to present all material made pertinent to the motion and avoid surprise."  See 

Hoveland v. Petaja, 252 Mont. 268, 271, 828 P.2d 392, 394 (1992) (emphasis 

added).  This is not an exception to the general Rule 12(b)(6) standard, rather 

Defendants were referencing the policy behind Rule 12(d). 

 As set forth in Defendants' Motion to Dismiss, Plaintiffs are not 

surprised by the Petition, or the fact that it raises an issue of preemption by 

the BOGC, since Plaintiffs included an opinion letter regarding preemption 

with the Petition that they submitted in 2015 and again in 2017.  See 

Defendants' Motion to Dismiss at 2-3.  The Court should not have to resort to 

Rule 12(d) because the only entity that did not have the ability to read the 

actual text of the Petition, which was referenced several times in the 

Complaint, was the Court due to Plaintiffs' failure to attach the Petition in 

support of their factual allegations, and as a citation for when Plaintiffs 

quoted the Petition verbatim.  See Complaint at ¶ 13; and Plaintiffs' Response 

at 3 (quoting p. 7 of the petition).  Regardless of whether the Court considers 

Defendants Motion to Dismiss as a Rule 12(b)(6) motion or a Rule 56 motion, 

for the Court to determine whether or not Defendants have the authority to 

consider Plaintiffs' Petition, the Court will need to examine the Petition itself. 

ARGUMENT 

 Plaintiffs' Complaint should be dismissed as a matter of law because it 

requests the Court to mandate action that the Stillwater County 

Commissioners cannot legally take, thereby rendering determination of the 



5 
 

meaning of "affected real property owners" under M.C.A. § 76-2-101(1) moot.  

Defendants cannot consider a petition that proposes to establish a zoning 

district when its stated sole purpose is to regulate oil and gas activity in a 

manner that is preempted.  This case may have been different if Plaintiffs had 

sought to establish the proposed zoning district regarding any other land use, 

but instead Plaintiffs chose to confine the purpose of the zoning district to 

regulation of oil and gas activities.  See Defendants' Motion to Dismiss, 

Exhibit A at 4.   

I. The Court Should Not Mandate the County Commissioners to 
Consider Plaintiffs' Petition Because the Petition is Invalid. 

 
 If the Petition is invalid because the County lacks the authority to do 

what the Petition proposes, Plaintiffs are not injured by the County's denial of 

the Petition, and Plaintiffs' standing to request declaratory or injunctive relief 

that mineral interest owners not be included within the meaning of "affected 

real property owners" under M.C.A. § 76-2-101(1) is eliminated.  No practical 

purpose is served by requiring the County Commissioners to consider the 

Petition, approve the proposed zoning district, and then establish either no 

rules because the County lacks the authority to regulate oil and gas activity, 

or establish rules that ultimately will not affect the sole objectives the Petition 

is based on.  Therefore, the issue of proposed rules or regulations is ripe 

before the Court and Defendants are not asking for an advisory opinion. 

 Plaintiffs' Petition, including the material listed in the Table of Contents 

(see Defendants' Motion to Dismiss, Exhibit A at 2) was submitted to 

Defendants as one document initially in 2015, and along with some corrected 
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signature sheets and affidavits, was resubmitted again in the same form in 

2017.  See Complaint at ¶16.  In both "submissions" Plaintiffs included what 

they termed a "Development pattern and proposed rules for oil and gas 

activities."  See Defendants' Motion to Dismiss, Exhibit A at 10 (emphasis 

added).  Plaintiffs represented to the people that signed their Petition that the 

"proposed rules" would be the rules that would govern the proposed zoning 

district.  See Defendants' Motion to Dismiss, Exhibit A at 10-11.  It would be 

disingenuous for Plaintiffs to represent to the landowners certain enumerated 

"proposed rules," but then establish the zoning district with completely 

different rules than what Plaintiffs had proposed, and the landowners had 

signed their agreement with.  By submitting to Defendants "proposed rules," 

Plaintiffs made it very clear what rules they would demand from the County 

Commissioners in establishing the proposed zoning district.   

 A. Preemption by the Department of the Interior 

 Even if Plaintiffs have obtained the required approval of 60% of the 

"affected real property owners" in the proposed district under M.C.A. § 76-2-

101(1), Plaintiffs fail to explain how a zoning district whose sole purpose is to 

regulate oil and gas activity, and no other land use, would not be preempted 

by the authority of the Department of the Interior.  The Petition for the 

proposed district did not exclude minerals owned by the federal government."  

See Exhibit A, p. 8.  Counties lack jurisdiction to administer or regulate 

federally-owned minerals, as such jurisdiction is reserved to the Department 

of the Interior.  See 43 C.F.R. § 3000.8 (the lease or sale, and administration 
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and management of the use of federally-owned mineral interests shall be 

accomplished under the regulations of §§ 3000 and 3100); see also 43 C.F.R. 

§§ 3100-3, et seq. (onshore oil and gas leasing regulations).  Defendants could 

not consider a petition that would result in regulating federally-owned 

minerals regardless of whether the appropriate number of signatures was 

reached.  This is not a hypothetical state of facts, and neither the Petition nor 

Plaintiffs' Response explain how the Petition would not be invalid on this 

basis alone. 

 B. Preemption by the BOGC 

 Additionally, even if Plaintiffs' Petition would seek to establish rules for 

their proposed zoning district in such a way as to avoid conflict with the 

BOGC's delegated authority to regulate oil and gas activity, Stillwater County 

still has no authority to regulate oil and gas activities.  Plaintiffs fail to 

explain or provide any example of a regulation that could be established for 

the zoning district as they have proposed that would not result in a conflict 

with the authority of the BOGC.   

 Plaintiffs argue that the BOGC explicitly recognizes that local 

governments have concurrent jurisdiction over oil and gas activities because 

the agency's Form No. 22 "Permit to Drill" requires applicants to identify 

whether there are any local permits or authorizations required for the 

regulated activity.  See Plaintiffs' Response at 14.  The BOGC's Form No. 22 is 

not a statute or regulation, and as such lacks any delegative authority.  

Nevertheless, Plaintiffs mischaracterize the information that the Form No. 22 
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asks for.  To provide clarity, a copy of the BOGC's Form No. 22 is attached 

hereto as Exhibit 1.  On page 2 of the Form No. 22, question number 6 states 

"[d]oes construction of the access road or location, or some other aspect of the 

drilling operation require additional federal, state, or local permits or 

authorizations?"  See Exhibit 1 at 2.  Question number 6 then lists several 

different kinds of permits or authorizations that would pertain to aspects 

related to oil and gas operations; however, it does not ask for concurrent 

permits to drill.  Id.  Rather, question number 6 asks for permits issued 

through county conservation districts, the Montana Department of 

Environmental Quality, the Montana Department of Natural Resources and 

Conservation, and federal agencies.  Id.  With regards to other local permits, 

question number 6 is looking for other local permits that regulate technical 

aspects related to oil and gas operations rather than the oil and gas 

operations themselves; for instance counties issue construction permits, 

which may relate to an aspect of an oil and gas operation, but is not a permit 

to drill. 

 Plaintiffs also argue that several other Montana counties have adopted 

zoning districts which include regulation of oil and gas development, and that 

Gallatin County has adopted four zoning districts that regulate to some 

degree oil and gas activity.  Id.; see also id. at 9.  However, as Plaintiffs 

acknowledged in their Response, a challenge to those regulations has 

remained undetermined (see id. at 14-15), and it remains to be seen whether 

those regulations are valid.  Moreover, not all counties have the same powers 
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or are organized in the same way that Stillwater County is, and Plaintiffs have 

not shown any established zoning district whose sole purpose is to regulate 

oil and gas activity as Plaintiffs propose to have the County Commissioners 

do here.  Therefore, the zoning district regulations that Plaintiffs reference 

from other counties are irrelevant and should be disregarded.  In addition, 

Plaintiffs are improperly introducing matters outside of the pleadings by 

asking the Court to compare regulations from zoning districts outside of 

Stillwater County.  Plaintiffs never referenced such regulations in the 

Complaint, and accordingly such regulations should be disregarded.   

 Further, Plaintiffs' reference to a Part 1 zoning district in Stillwater 

County established on November 11, 1979 (see Complaint at ¶ 12; see also 

Plaintiffs' Response at 3) provides no support to the validity of Plaintiffs' 

Petition.  As Plaintiffs have acknowledged, the 1979 zoning district was 

established to regulate surface uses and impacts associated with the 

Stillwater Platinum Mine.  see id. (emphasis added).   The Montana Oil and 

Gas Conservation Act, M.C.A. §§ 82-11-101, et seq., only applies to oil and 

gas activities and has no applicability to mining.  Mining is governed generally 

by the Environmental Protection Agency (the BOGC has no authority); by 

Montana laws M.C.A. §§ 82-2-101, et seq. and 82-4-101, et seq.; and by the 

Montana Board of Environmental Review, the Montana Department of 

Environmental Quality, and the Montana Bureau of Mines and Geology.  The 

Montana statutes governing mining do not establish or delegate regulatory 

authority over mines to any state agency.  The Montana Bureau of Mines and 
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Geology is only statutorily charged with administering the Sand and Gravel 

Deposit Program and investigating sand and gravel deposits in areas of the 

state where conflicts between development and sand and gravel operations 

are high.  See M.C.A. § 82-2-701(1).  Results of such investigations are 

reported to the relevant counties, local governments, and the Montana 

Department of Environmental Quality.  See M.C.A. § 82-2-701(4).  The 

Environmental Protection Agency, Montana Board of Environmental Review 

and Montana Department of Environmental Quality all have statutory 

authority to oversee some siting and reclamation activities.  See Surface 

Mining Control and Reclamation Act of 1977; see also M.C.A. § 82-4-101, et 

seq.  However, neither of those agencies are statutorily charged with complete 

oversight of mines and mining activity as the State has done with oil and gas 

wells and activity.  Neither express, implied or conflict preemption would 

apply to the State's interest in regulating mining activity, and counties have 

routinely regulated mining activity to prevent nuisance impacts to adjacent 

landowners.     

 On the other hand, the 1979 zoning district differs substantially from 

the zoning district Plaintiffs propose because the 1979 zoning district allows 

oil and gas activity to be conducted within the zone without requiring 

issuance of a conditional use permit.  Since Plaintiffs refer to the 1979 zoning 

district in their Complaint, it may also be considered to be "incorporated by 

reference" into the Complaint.  For the Court's convenience, the operational 

document, entitled "West Fork Stillwater Planning and Zoning Ordinance," 



11 
 

establishing the 1979 zoning district is attached hereto as Exhibit 2.  The 

1979 zoning district splits the district into a Zone A and a Zone B.  The listed 

uses under Zone A include agriculture, recreation, and "oil and gas 

production."  See Exhibit 2 at 6.  The listed uses under Zone B include all 

those listed under Zone A plus recreational home sites.  Id.  The 1979 zoning 

district states that the intent of issuing conditional use permits and variance 

permits is to "provide for specific uses, other than those specifically permitted 

in each zone . . . "  Id.  Since oil and gas production is listed as a permitted 

use in both Zones A and B, no conditional use permit or variance permit is 

necessary to conduct oil and gas activities within the 1979 zoning district. 

 Plaintiffs also argue that other states have upheld local regulation of oil 

and gas development.  See Plaintiffs' Response at 15-16.  Discussion of 

whether other states allow local regulation of oil and gas activity is especially 

irrelevant due to the precise nature of preemption within Montana.  

Preemption depends entirely on the intentions of the legislature, so what may 

be preempted in one state may not be preempted in another.  Plaintiffs make 

no comparisons between Stillwater County and the counties at issue in the 

Colorado, Pennsylvania and New York cases that Plaintiffs cite.  Id.  Neither 

do Plaintiffs provide analysis as to the extent either state has delegated 

authority to an oil and gas board like the one established in Montana.  Id.  

Therefore, Plaintiffs' discussion of other states should be disregarded.  

 Nevertheless, there is differing case law in which it was held that local 

laws or regulations were preempted by the state's interest in regulating oil 
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and gas activity.  For instance, the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania held that 

a township ordinance that constituted a comprehensive regulatory scheme 

relative to oil and gas development (including permitting procedures for well 

drilling, bonding requirements, regulating well heads and capping 

procedures, site restoration, etc.) was preempted by the state's oil and gas 

act, thereby rendering the ordinance an impermissible form of regulation.  

See Range Res. Appalachia, LLC v. Salem Twp., 600 Pa. 231, 241-42, 964 

A.2d 869, 875-76 (2009).  In Colorado, courts have established an 

"operational conflicts" test, whereby the local imposition of technical 

conditions on well drilling, where no such conditions are imposed under state 

regulations, as well as the imposition of safety regulations or land restoration 

requirements contrary to those required by state law gives rise to an 

"operational conflict," and requires that the local regulations yield to the state 

interest.  See Town of Frederick v. N. Am. Res. Co., 60 P.3d 758, 765 (Colo. 

App. 2002) (citing Bd. of Cty. Comm'rs, La Plata Cty. v. Bowen/Edwards 

Assocs., Inc., 830 P.2d 1045, 1060 (Colo. 1992)).  In the Town of Frederick 

case, the court held that based on the operational conflicts test, a town's 

setback requirements, noise abatement requirements, and visual impact 

provisions pertaining to oil and gas activity were preempted by the state's 

interest and were thus invalid.  Id.   

 As Plaintiffs acknowledge in their response, Stillwater County is a 

general power government and its power is limited to what is expressly or 

impliedly delegated to it by the State.  See Plaintiffs' Response at 12; see also 
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D & F Sanitation Serv. v. City of Billings, 219 Mont. 437, 444, 713 P.2d 977, 

981 (1986); Tipco Corp. v. City of Billings, 197 Mont. 339. 344, 642 P.2d 

1074, 1077 (1982).  It is important to note that this statement refers to 

express delegations of power, therefore express prohibitions1 of power in this 

context are irrelevant, contrary to what Plaintiffs suggest.  See Plaintiffs' 

Response at 13-14.  Accordingly, that oil and gas activity is not included in 

the list of activities prohibited from zoning under the Part 1 zoning scheme 

does not change the fact that there must be an express delegation of power to 

regulate oil and gas activity in order for Stillwater County to so regulate as a 

general power government.  The State could delegate to a general power 

government the power to regulate matters of local concern, as the State of 

Montana has done in delegating to counties such as Stillwater County the 

power to regulate land use activities.  See City of Missoula v. Armitage, 2014 

MT 274, ¶ 15, 376 Mont. 448, 451, 335 P.3d 736, 739 (citing City of Billings 

v. Herold, 130 Mont. 138, 142, 296 P.2d 263, 265 (1956)); see also M.C.A. ¶¶ 

76-2-101, et seq.   

 However, it is well-settled that the State may take away or revoke a part 

or all the authority it may have delegated at any time.  See Herold, 130 Mont. 

at 142, 296 P.2d at 265.  The State has done so here in delegating the 

authority to regulate oil and gas activity to the BOGC.  As Plaintiffs have 

                                                 
1 Analysis of powers expressly prohibited to local governments relates to the 
kinds of powers that self-government local governments are authorized to 
exercise and does not apply to general power governments.  There is no need 
to expressly prohibit powers to general power governments, since they can 
only exercise the powers expressly granted to them. 
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noted in their Response, class II injection wells have been expressly 

preempted by M.C.A. § 82-11-111, therefore the County is expressly 

prohibited from regulating in that area.  See Plaintiffs' Response at 13.  As set 

forth in Defendants' Motion to Dismiss, implied preemption and conflict 

preemption (i.e. operational conflicts) applies as well.  See Defendants' Motion 

to Dismiss at 10-17.  The fact that class II injection wells have been expressly 

preempted does not mean that a county's authority to regulate other oil and 

gas activity cannot be impliedly or operationally preempted as well.  The 

Montana Oil and Gas Conservation Act is not ambiguous, and only the BOGC 

has the express authority under M.C.A. § 82-11-124(1) to regulate the 

drilling, spacing, producing and plugging of oil and gas wells.  This leaves no 

room for Stillwater County to adopt a zoning district whose sole purpose is to 

regulate oil and gas activity and establish rules or regulations as Plaintiffs 

have proposed, thereby rendering Plaintiffs' Petition invalid.  The County 

Commissioners cannot consider a petition if it is invalid.   

 This point is made even clearer by looking at the laws pertaining to self-

government local governments, who may exercise any power not expressly 

prohibited by the constitution, or any other law or charter (see M.C.A. § 7-1-

101), in contrast to general power governments like Stillwater County.  One of 

the few limitations on self-government local governments is that such local 

governments are prohibited from exercising any power in a manner 

inconsistent with state law or administrative regulation in any area 

affirmatively subjected by law to state regulation or control.  See M.C.A. ¶ 7-
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1-113(1).  An area is affirmatively subjected to state control if a state agency 

or officer is directed to establish administrative rules governing the matter or 

if enforcement of standards or requirements established by statute is vested 

in a state officer or agency.  See M.C.A. ¶ 7-1-113(3).  As set forth in 

Defendants' Motion to Dismiss, since the Montana Oil and Gas Conservation 

Act directs the BOGC to establish administrative rules governing the matter 

of oil and gas, and the enforcement of standards or requirements established 

by the Montana Oil and Gas Conservation Act is vested in the BOGC, then 

the regulation of oil and gas activity is affirmatively subjected to state control.  

Therefore, even self-government local governments lack the authority to 

regulate oil and gas activity.  If self-government local governments (whose 

powers are broader than general power governments) are prohibited from 

regulating oil and gas activity, then general power governments (whose 

powers are only those expressly authorized or those implied from such 

express powers) certainly would lack such power. 

 Clearly, the Legislature intended that BOGC would have exclusive 

jurisdiction of oil and gas activities within the State of Montana.  The 

comprehensiveness of the state laws and BOGC regulations leaves no room 

for doubt that the Legislature intended to preclude enforcement of local laws 

on the siting of oil and gas wells.  Further, the proposed regulations 

contained within the Petition constitute a regulatory apparatus parallel to 

and duplicative of the one established by the Montana Oil and Gas 

Conservation Act and implemented by BOGC.  Local regulation cannot 
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prohibit what state enactments allow.  If the Legislature intended to grant 

counties and municipalities the power to regulate oil and gas activities, it 

could have and should have plainly said so.   

 The BOGC has been given limitless authority to hear, consider, address 

or deny virtually every single issue of concern raised by Plaintiffs' Petition, 

and Plaintiffs have failed to identify any basis for which a zoning district 

whose only purpose is to regulate oil and gas activity may be established by 

the County Commissioners.  Even to the extent the proposed rules or 

regulations pertain to items that are not specifically addressed in the 

Montana Oil and Gas Conservation Act, they plainly constitute an 

impermissible form of regulation, thereby rendering Plaintiffs Petition invalid 

as a matter of law.  Stillwater County cannot consider a Petition that is 

invalid as a matter of law, or act as the Plaintiffs' propose.  Therefore, 

Plaintiffs' Complaint should be dismissed. 

CONCLUSION 

 Defendants respectfully request that Plaintiffs' Complaint be dismissed 

in its entirety, with prejudice, pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6) of the Montana Rules 

of Civil Procedure, for failing to state a claim for which relief can be granted.   

// 

// 

// 

// 

// 
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EXHIBIT 1 
 

Form No. 22  



 THIS PERMIT IS SUBJECT TO THE
 CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
 STATED ON THE BACK

Samples Required: feet to feet

2535 St. Johns Avenue
Billings, MT  59102

Core chips to address below, full cores to USGS, Core Laboratory, Arvada, CO.  Required samples must be washed, dried and delivered prepaid to:

Montana Board of Oil and Gas Conservation

State:

ALL FROM

Telephone Number

Title
Permit Number

Permit Expires

Check Number

Date

Type of Cement

-

Permit Fee Approved (date)

Describe or attach labeled diagram of blowout preventer equipment.  Indicate if air drilled or describe mud program.
Describe Proposed Operations:

Zip:City:

NONE

Other 

Unit Name (if applicable):

 Elevation (indicate GL or KB):

Surface Location of Well (quarter-quarter and footage measurements): Objective Formation(s):

Drill Deepen

Telephone Number:

Oil Gas
Re-enter

Address:
Operator:

Lease Name:

Lease Type (Private/State/Federal):

Application for Permit To:

FORM NO. 22  R 10/09 ARM 36.22.307 
ARM 36.22.601

SUBMIT IN QUADRUPLICATE TO:

MONTANA BOARD OF OIL AND GAS CONSERVATION
2535 ST. JOHNS AVENUE, BILLINGS, MONTANA  59102

Well Number:

Field Name or Wildcat:

 By

 Title

BOARD USE ONLY
The undersigned hereby certifies that the information
contained on this application is true and correct:

Signed (Agent)

County:

Township, Range, and Section:
Proposed Total Depth and Bottom-hole Location(s) if directional or horizontal well:

DepthGrade (API)Weight / FootCasing SizeHole Size

API Number:  25 -

Anticipated Spud Date: Size and description of drilling/spacing unit and applicable order, if any: Formation at total depth:

Sacks of Cement

EXHIBIT 1-001



1. Attach a survey plat certified by a registered surveyor.  The survey plat must show the location of the well with
reference to the nearest lines of an established public survey.

2. Attach an 8 1/2 x 11" photocopy of that portion of a topographic map showing the well location, the access route
from county or other established roads, residences, and water wells within a 1/2 mile radius of the well.

3.
stockpile, and the estimated cut/fill at the corners and centerstake.  (Note: the diagram need not be done by an
engineer or surveyor).  Attach a sketch of a top view and two side views of the reserve pit(s), if utilized.  The reserve
pit sketch must show the length, width, depth, cut and fill, amount of freeboard, area of topsoil stockpile, and the
height and width of berms.

4. Describe the type and amount of material or liner, if any, to be used to seal the reserve pit.  If a synthetic liner is used,
indicate the liner thickness (mils), bursting strength, tensile strength, tear strength, puncture resistance, hydrostatic
resistance, or attach the manufacturer's specifications.

5. Describe the proposed plan for the treatment and/or the disposal of reserve pit fluids and solids after the well is
drilled.  If the operator intends to dispose of or treat the reserve pit contents off-site, specify the location and the
method of waste treatment and disposal.  (Note: The operator must comply with all applicable federal, state, county,
and local laws and regulations with regard to the handling, transportation, treatment, and disposal of solid wastes.)

6. Does construction of the access road or location, or some other aspect of the drilling operation require additional
federal, state, or local permits or authorizations?  If yes, indicate the type of permit or authorization required:

   No additional permits needed          

      310 Permit (apply through county conservation district)  

   Air quality permit (apply through Montana Department of Environmental Quality)             

   Water discharge permit (apply through Montana Department of Environmental Quality)          

   Water use permit (apply through Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation)           

   Solid waste disposal permit (apply through Montana Department of Environmental Quality)         

   State lands drilling authorization (apply through Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation)             

   Federal drilling permit (specify agency)        

   Other federal, state, county, or local permit or authorization: (specify type)    

NOTICES:

1. Date and time of spudding must be reported to the Board verbally or in writing within 72 hours after the
commencement of drilling operations.

2. The operator must give notice of drilling operations to the surface owner as required by Section 82-10-503, MCA,
before the commencement of any surface activity.

The operator must comply with the following condition(s) of approval:

WARNING:  Failure to comply with conditions of approval may void this permit.

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

Note:  Additional information or attachments may be required by Rule or by special request.

CONDITIONS OF APPROVALBOARD USE ONLY

Attach a sketch of the well site showing the dimensions and orientation of the site, the size and location of pits, topsoil

EXHIBIT 1-002
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EXHIBIT 2 
 

1979 Zoning District 
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WEST FORK STILLWATER PLANNING AND ZONING ORDINANCE 

Stillwater County, Montana 
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·-·~.; " .. · . n·-.-· ... · :~ ·:. 1.1 This ordinan shall be known as the West For tillwater Planning anl. 
"<f ·· .. ·_,_.,·. Zoning ordinance ana-i s adopted specifically for the West Fork Stillwater Planning 
-~~ ·:·:; .• / · : and Zoning District. Said district having been created by resolution of the · 
'·t. ,~~ · - ;. · .,_ B.o~rd of County Commissioners, Stillwater County, Montana . 

.. ~:-: .'·: ... . : 
··~ . 

' .• 

1.2 Pursuant to Section 76-2-101, M.C.A. there has been created a Planning and 
Zoning Commission for the West Fork Stillwater Planning and Zoning District which 
consists of the three County Commissioners, the County Surveyor and the County 
Assessor ! 

·, .. ,_ · ·1. 3 Pt,~rsuant to Sect ion 76-2-104, M. C. A. there is here adopted a development 
• ~: : · o.· pattern consisting of the West Fork Stillwater Planning and Zoning Ordinance . 

0 •• 0 • • 
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1.3.1 The Stillwater County Planning and Zoning Commission s hall have all the 
powers developed upon it by the state statutes of the State of Montana and by 
this ordinance. 

SECTION 2 PURPOSE • 
_.. 2. I The purpose for th is ordInance is to: 

The purpose of the following zoning regulations 
Jar activities, but rather to regulate and promote the 
the area. The -development of this area shall consider 
general welfare of the people of Stillwater County . .. 
SECTION 3 DEFINITIONS 

is not to prevent particu
orderly development of · 
the health, safety, and 

For the -purpose of this ordinance, certain terms and words are defined as · 
·follows: Words used in the present tense shall also include the future; words 
-or phrases used In the singular shall also include the plural , and words used in 
the plural shall also include the singular; the work "building" includes 
structure and "structure" includes building; the words "used'' or "occupied" 
shall Include within their meaning "intended, arranged, or designed to be used 
or occupied" . The word "person" shal 1 include corporation , partnership, or other 
·legal entity. Where other definitions are necessary and are not defined herein, 
the Board of County Commissioners may define such terms . 

3.1 Agriculture- Art or science of cultivating the ground, Including harvest
of crop and rearing and management of livestock ; tillage; irrigation: husbandry; 
farming; horticulture; and forestry; the science and art of the production of 
plants and animals usef ul to man. 

3.2 Recreation -
a, Commercial outfitting- a contractural agreement between a I icensed 

guide and will lng parties for the purpose of hunti ng, fishing, or 
other outdoor leisure pursuits. · 

b. Public recreation~ the pursuit of leisure ac tivit ies which cou ld in
clude, but not limited to: hunting, fishing, photography, sight seeing, 
snowmobiling, cross country skiing, etc. 

~· Rec reational home- a structure used only for leisure pursuits and not 
for permanent res idence . 

3.3 011 and Gas Production - The act of exploration for or ext~cting oil or 
gas from the underlying geologic formations . 

$ECTION 4 ESTABLISHMENT OF DISTRICTS 

4.1 The j urisdiction of the Wes t Fork Stillwa ter Planning and Zoning Di strict 
is shown on the official zoning map, which together with all explanatory matter 
ther,eon , Is hereby adopted by reference and declared to be par t of this ordinance. 

For the purpose of this ordinance , the West Fo rk St il lwate r Planning and 
Zon ing Di s trict is devided and class i fied into: 

1. Zone A 
2. Zone B 

- 1 -
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•,· 
4.2 Certif icate- The official map, with the zones c learly outlined, shal l be 

available in the office of the Clerk and Recorde r and sha ll bear certificate 
with the signature of the Chairman of the Board of County Commissioners attested 
by the County Cl e rk and Recorder and the date of adoption of this ordinance. 

If any changes to the map are made by amendment of th i s ord inance in accordance 
with Section 9.7 hereof, such changes shall be made to the Official Planning and 
Zoning Kap and sfgn~d, dated, and certified upon the map and upon the materi a l 
attached thereto. 

Regardless of the exlstance of purported copies of the Official Plann ing and 
Zoning Maps which may from time to time be made pub! ished t he Official Planning 
and Zoning Haps kept in the Office of the County Clerk and Recorder shall be the 
final authority as to the current zoning status of land and water areas, build
ings and other structures in the zoning distri c t . 

4.3 Replacement of Official Planning and Zoning Haps - In the event that the 
Official Plann i ng and Zoning maps become damaged, destroyed, lost , or d ifficult 
to interpret because of the na ture of number of changes and additions thereto, 
the Board of County Commissioners may adopt and certify new Official Planning 
and Zoning Maps which shall supercede the prior Off ic ia l Planning and Zoning 
Map. The new Official Plann i ng and Zoning Map may correct dra fting or other 
errors or omissions in the prior map, but no such correct ions shall have the 
ef~ct of amending the original Official Planning and Zon ing Map or any subse
quent amendment thereof. 

The new Official Planning and Zoning Map shall be identif ied by s ignature of the 
Chairman of the Board of County Commi ssioners and attes ted by t he County Clerk 
and Recorder. The certificate should read as follows: 

"This is to certify that this Official Planning and Zoning Map supercedes 
and replaces the Offic i al Pl anning and Zon i ng Hap adopted 
as part of the zoning ordinance for West Fork Stillwater Planning and Zon ing 
District, Stillwater County, Mon tana." 

Commission Cha i rman _______________________ __ 
Attested __________________________________ _ 
Date. ____________________________________ __ 

4.4 Interpretation of Boundaries - Whe re uncertain ty exists as to the boundar ies 
of districts as shown on the Off ic ial Planning and Zoning Ma p, the boundar ies 
shall be interpreted as fo llowing t he nearest logi cal I ine to that shown; where: 

I. Boundar ies indicated as app roxin~tely following platted lot I ines shal I be 
construed as following such lot lines; 

2. Boundaries indi c a ted as fol lowing t he center line of streams o r r ivers, or 
ditches shall be construed to follow such center I ines; 

J. Boundaries i ndicated as following section lines o f quarter section lines of 
quarter-quarter section 1 ines shall be construed as follow ing such lines; 

4. Where phys i cal or cultural features existing on t he ground a~e at variance 
with those shown on the Offici al Plann i ng and Zoning Map o r where othe r circum
stances or con t roversy ari se over district boundaries the Board of County Com
missioners shall interpret the district boundary. 

4.5 Interpretation of Uses - If questions ar ise concerni ng the appropriale 
classification of a particular use, or i f the specific use is not I isted, the 
Board o f County Commissioners shall determine the ~ppropriate c lassification for 
that use. 

In inte rpret ing use classification, the Board of County Commi ssioner s shal l de
termine: 

1. That the use and i ts operat ion are compatible with the uses permitt~d in thP 
district wherein the use is proposed to be located. 

2. That the use is similar to one or mo re uses permitted in the dis tri ct wherein 
it is proposed to be located . 

J. That the use will not cause substantial injury to va lues o f p rope rt y in the 
neighborhood or district wherein i t is proposed to be located. 

4. That ne ither the intent of the ordinance nor t he in t ent o f the district will 
be abroga t ed by such c lassification. 

- 2 -
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SECTION 5 APPLICATION OF DISTRICT P JLAT IONS 
.,... ~ 

··.· ·_ •. .,· .. Except as herein provided in Section 7, with respect to conditional uses, non
::·:·, :· conforming uses and non- confonnlng bui ld ings, and variances , the regulations set 

•. ·! ~ by this ordinance shall be minimum regulations and all regulations as categorized 
shall apply uniformly to each class or kind of st r ucture or land and particula r ly: 

5.1 No building, structure, or land shall hereafter be used or occupied , and no 
build ing , structure, or part thereof shall hereafter be erected, constructed, re
contructed, moved or structurally altered unles s it Is in conformity with all of 

; thp regulations herei~ specified for t he district in which it is located. 

', ..... ~ 1 : ... . \. ·•: .. ·. . ,.•' 

::·: ... :~. ~ -~- ~ . .:~ 
···· .. •.··: .. ' 

. -: ~ ... .. 

SECTION 6 PERMITTED USES ZONE A 

6.1 Permitted Uses 

a . Agriculture - Art or science of cu ltivating the ground, including har
vesting of c rop and reari ng and management of 1 ivestock; tillage; irr igation; 
husbandry ; farming ; hortic4'lture; and forestry; the science and art of the produc
tion of plants and animals useful to man. 

b. Recreation 

1. Commercial outfitting- A con tractural agreement between a licensed 
g~lde and willing parties for the purpose of hunting, fish ing, o r o t her outdoor 
leioliure pursuits. 

2. Publ ic recreation - The pursuit of lei sure act iv ities which could 
Inc lude, but not li mited to: hunting, fishing, photography, sight seeing, snow 
mob lllng, cross country ski ing, etc. 

c. Oil and Gass Production - The act of exploration for or extracting 
. ·· ·.': oil or gas from t he underl ying geologic formations. 

PERMITTED USED ZONE 8 

All uses permitted i n Zone A plus : 

Recreational home sites - a structure used only f or leisure pursuits and not for 
permanent residence • 

. , ': .. · . This or-dinance does not regulate land s used for grazing, hor t icu lture, agriculture , 
· · or for the growing of timber; providing that existi ng non-conforming use may be 

.·,· ... ~ ·· continued, although not in conformity with such zoning regulat ions, as out l ined in 
Montana State Law 76-2-109 M.C.A. (1979). 

.· . 
':-.f-, 

~:\?'· . 
·.- ·- ; 

' -. .... . . 
·; ... _: 

,j ·." 

SECTION 7 CONDI TIONAL USE PERMITS AND VARIANCES 

7.1 In tent- The Intent of condit ional use pe rmits and variance permits i s to 
provldefCi'r'Specific uses, othiH than t hose specifically permitted in each zone, 
which may be appropriate in ~he zone under certain safeguards and cond iti ons . 

].2 Conditional Use Permits- Conditional use permits shal l be issued only by 
~he Planning and Zoning Commiss ion and may be issued for any of the used or pur
poses fo r which such permits are required or permitted by the t7rm~of this 
ordinance. Such permit may be granted only i f it is found that t he' establishment, 
maintenance, o r operation of the use o r building applied fo r will not under the 
circumstances of the pa rti cular case, be detr imental to the hea l th , sa fe t y , and 
gene ral welfare of t he peop le of Stillwater County. 

7.3 Va riances -Var iances from the terms of t his or dinance shall be granted only 
If It is found tha t because o f special c ircums tances applicable to t he property, 
Including s ize , shape topography, location or surro·undi ngs , the strict appl ica
tlon of thi s zoning ordi nance deprives such property of priv i leges enjoyed by 
other property in the vicin i ty and under identical zoning classifications . 

7.4 Permits, Te rms of Issuance- The Planning and Zoni ng Comm ission may make 
t~e granting of conditional use permits or variance permits subj ect to r eason
able l imitations or condit ions as it may deem necessary . It may conto in such 
cond itions as are authorized by State Statute and this ord inan ce , including but 
.nQt limited to ; 

. ; . · . .. ·.· ~ - 3 -
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A. Req~ i r l ng de<l k· ·· 1 on or· improvement~ of right-of •ays . 

s. Requirements for- landscaping or screening to prot~ct adjoin ing property . 

c . Regulation of placement of uses on the property. 

0. ~egulatlon of vehicular traffic. 

E. Regulation of time of certain activities. 

F . Regulation of the length of time which such use or variance may be permitted. 

G. Regulation of time schedule of proposed development . 

H. Regulation of odors, smoke, dust, airborne particles, vibration, glare, heat, 
and noise . 

7.5 Security -The Planning and Zoning Commission may require guarantees in 
form of bonds, cash deposits and/or other evidences of compliance in order to 
secure compliance with conditions imposed, 

7.9 Permits: Procedure for Issuance 

A. Permit applications will be available from Stillwater County Land Use 
Planning Office • 

e;' Upon receiving the permit application for either a conditional use or vari
ance the Planning and Zoning Commission shall within 30 days cause to be made an 
investigation of facts bearing on the application. The Planning and Zoning Comm
Ission may use Attachment A as a guideline when reviewing the application so as 
to assure that the action on each application is consistant with the intent of 
this ordinance. 

C. Upon completion of such Investigation the Planning and Zoning Comn1ission may 
hold a Public hearing to gather needed facts from all interested parties. The 
Planning and Zoning Commission may continue such hearing, to take additional 
Information. Thereafter, the Planning and Zoning Commission shall either approve 
of deny the application. A letter sh~ll be sent to the applicant stating either 
the conditions for approval or the reasons for denial. 

D. If the Planning and Zoning Commission elects to hold a public hearing, the 
notice will be published once In a newspaper of general circulation within the 
county at least 15 days prior to the hearing date. In addition, the Planning and 
Zoning Commission shall send a certified letter to owners of record of property 

·· adjoining the proposed change. 

E. If an application for conditional use permit or variance is rejected on its 
merl.ts by the Planning and Zoning Commission, no further application for a permit 
for the same use on the same property may be fi led for a period of one (1) year 
from the effective date of such denial except as provided in subsection (F) below. 

F. A further application may be filed by such applicant for such use on such 
property within the one (1) year period with the permission of the grantinq auth-
ority. Such oermi<: .. inn c'-" '' :~ ; ~.: :-: ~ -.; "'"' <~flll l •cant can show a substant-ial 
change of conditions from those existing at the time of such prev~us denial. 

7. 7 Conditions of Approval - Any approval under thi s section shall be subject to 
the terms of the conditions designated in connection therein. 

S~CTION 8 ADMINISTRATION 

8.1 Employees and Officers- In accordance with Section 76-2-102, M.C. A. 1978, 
the West Fork Stillwater Planning and Zoning Commission is hereby authorized to 
appoint personnel as shall be deemed necessary to carry out the provi s ion s of 
this regulation. 

If an appointed employee finds that proviSions of this ordinance are being vio
lated with respect to zoning requirements, he or she sha ll notify in " riting the 
Planning and Zoning Commi5sion regard ing the allegeo violation. Upon receipt of 
the written notice, the Planning and Zoning Commission may take appropriate action 
to correct the alleged violation. 

- 4 -
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,...,, 11,n "'""'· oq ere.~;ted, moved, added to or changed without va lid permits pre
scribed herein. 

· The appl !cation shall include all information required by the Plann ing and Zoning 
Commission and other such matters as may be necessary to determine conformance 
with, and provide for enforcement of this ordinance. 

· One copy of the application and plans shall be returned to the applicant after 
the Planning and Zoning Commission has marked the permit application as approved 
of disapproved and appropriate signatures. by the Planning and Zoning Commission 
are attested to the document . The Planning and Zoning Commission shall retain 
the original copy . 

8.3 Conformance- No permit of any type shall be issued unless in conformance 
with the regul~tlons contained within this ordinance. Permits issued on the 
basis of plans and applications approved by the Planning and Zoning Commission 
authorize only the use, arrangement, and construction set forth in such approved 
plans and appl !cations and no other use, arrangement or construction. Use, 
arrangement, or construction .a t variance with the authorized shall be deemed a 
violation of this ordinanc~. 

Conditional use permits and variances issued by the Planning and Zoning Commission 
shall be deemed in conformance with the terms of this ordinance . 

.8. h Expiration of Permits - Every permit issued by the Planning and Zoning Com-
:·· mission u"der the provisions of this ordinance shall expire by limitation and 

b~ome null and void, if the building or work authorized by such permit has not 
commenced ,within 90 days from the date of such permits, or if the building or 
work authorized by such permit is suspended or abandoned at any time after the 
work Is commenced for a period of 120 days. Before such work can be recommenced; 
a new permit shall first be obtained provided no changes have been made or will 
be made In the originpl plans and specifications for the work; and provided 
furt~er that such suspension or abandonment has not exceeded one year. 

8.5 Duties of the Plannin and Zonin Commlssiorr- It sha ll be the duty of the 
· .Plann ng and Zoning Commisston to Issue a permits and review all applications 

submitted to the Planning and Zoning Commission for conditional use permits and 
variances. Rezoning requests and amendments to the ordinance shall be reviewed 
by ~he Planning and Zoning Commission with recommendations as to their adoption 

. being forwarded to the Boa rd of County Commissioners for final decision . , . ~ 

8.6 ApTeals . - Any person aggrieved by any decision of the Planning and Zoning 
Commiss on or Board of County Commissioners may within 30 days after such deci
~lon or order, appeal to Distri~;t Court. 

j~/ 

8.7 Amendments- This ordinance may be amended whenever the public necessity 
and conve~ience and the general welfare require such amendment and according 
to the procedure prescribed by law, and this ordinance. 

An amendment may be initiated by: 

a. 
Fork 
b. 
c. 

of property located within the West 
a ffected by the proposed amendment. 
County Comm iss ioners o r; 
and Zoning Commission.'!· . ·- . ~ 

The petition of one or more land owners 
Stillwater Planning and Zoning District 
Resolution of intent ion of the Board of 
Resolution of intention b~~he Planning 

:· .. :·.· . 
.. ,, . 

Prior to final action of any amendment to this ordinance, the Boa rd of County 
Commissioners shall request a repo rt thereon from the land Use Planning Office. 
Upon receipt of said report, a public hearing wiTl be held to gather public 
information. The Board of County Commissioners will act on said amendment with
in 30 days after the public hear ing. 

- 5 
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.,• SECT I ON 9 
•, . VIOLATION OF ORDINANCE 

9. 1 Compliance regarding violations- Whenever a violation of this ordinance 
occurs or is alleged to have occured, any person may file a written complaint. 
Such complaint stating fully the causes and basis thereof shall b'e filed with the 
Planning and Zoning Commission. The Planning and Zoning Commission shal l then 
properly record the complaint and immediately Investigate and take action t hereon 
as provided by thi s ordinance. 

9. 2 InJunctions- If the Planning and Zoning Commission decide a violation has 
occured, the Board of County Commi ssioners, on the recommendation of t he Planning 
and Zoning Commission, shall order the County Attorney to br ing an action in the 
name of the County of Stillwater in the District Court to enjoin violations of 
this ordinance. 

SECTION 10 INVALIDATION 

If any section, subsection, subdivision, sentence, clause, papagraph or phrase of 
this regulation or any attachments hereto is for any reason held to be unconst i 
tutional or void, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining 
portions of these regulations to render the same operat ive and reasonable effec
tive for carrying out the main purpose intention of the regulations. 

SE~ION 11 ADOPTION 

This entire ordinance was adopted on November 7, 1979 
by the S t i II water County P 1 ann I ng <1 nd'~Z,...o_n..,.i -n-g -:::-co-'mm'-+-i'"'s-'· s'-"i,.:o-n__,f,_.o-r-:-t-:-h-e-so-l;-e-p::-u-r-:p-:o-:s-:e-o7f-
administering the West Fork Stillwater Planning and Zoni ng District. 

William F. Brinkel, Chairman 

,z; J ~144..1 

Jeaorafn 

-;(?,+-(.::::: )(J ~ 
Ron Watters 

- 6 -

EXHIBIT 2-009



;i 
'! 
·I 
·~· 

(: 

A T T A C H M E N T A 

EXHIBIT 2-010



,. ·· ·: 

A T T A C H M E N T B 

EXHIBIT 2-011



' 

··.;. ' I. The health, safety, and welfare of Stillwater County residents, visitors, 
:-~" ,: ,: _ · occ~o~pants or use~s of the development will not be adversely affected . 

. !/ ·\··.·','. ' 2. Air, water and groun.d pollution will meet state and federal criteria . . . . .. · ··-, -.. . ·:":: . ... ·.· 
' · : ': J. No flood hazard that would endanger life or property will result; and no 

. . \' :;~. -~- excessive _s.tQr-m run-.off causing flooding or pending will resul t . 

•• I • '~-:' 

·, !: : · ... ' ;· ~· 4.. Soil ·aJJd, Ge,ologic cond itions are suitable for the proposed use or occupancy. 

l.:··: . '• '• . . Ji·;-::.:· :-· .. 5. Sewer· dhposal will meet St.lllwater County and State Health Department 
. . , . c.rlteria, · · ·:: ';::.. 
A· ·> ,:- :. ·. · 6. . . A~equate water quantity and -quality will be secured for the proposed use. 

} ... :_;;~i;> · 7. Road acce~s to the site Is· adequate or adequate road access wi 11 be pro-

~;!r;~'·.· ·~~;~:~:;~~;::::: :::: ~ 
0
::: I:: I::,:: f :::.::: t~:::,: I~: :: '~:::: ::: ::. :::~ ~:'. 

· .·.:~:gz,:·.· i·Q .. Plcms wlll · pe.developed to red,uce adverse impact on Fish and Wildlife. 

-~-';;\~~~~SJ/ ·1_· ;·_ Vegata.~ioo.wi 11 not be un~easonably disrupted or destroyed. 

· . ..... ;,:~·=r-•.. · ~._2, Convnun1ty 1mpact on schools, medical fac ilities, law enforcement, fire pro
.• • >:- •!·:; . tectlon Qr any other social Impact wi 11 be analyzed in regards to the proposed 
' .. _;,-=:~:,,·- '~eve lopment. 

-'''.:::.:·~;:~{ '.3 •. 
... .. ·-: 

.,,,, 
·. ··-: ... ~ t'' 

· ,a( .. ·,· 

. ·-· .. 

. '·\-.. _' 

Other • 
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Zoning District ____________________________________________________________ __ 

Violation N ______________________ __ 

0 F F I C I A L C· 0 M P L A I N T 

· Alleged Violation 

: :~· ·::·· 

. ·_ ~ . 

•'·;' .•. 
-~ ~.. .... . 
"' . •, . . , ~ . . .. .,~- .. • . 

· · Name·---------------------------------------------------------------

Address------------------------------------------------------------

_L9ca.t ion (inc I ud ing I ega I description ) of alleged viol at ion __________________ _ 

Na,t-..re of Compla_i·nt 

,: . 

Campi a I nant: 

Name---------------------------------------------------------------
Address __________________________________________________________ __ 

Phone 

Signature _______________________________________ Oate ________________________ _ 

'!' 

... ;, .. 

~:~Llr" 
• I I, ~ .. .. 

.· .. - 13 -
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.. 
.. 

P E R M I T 

Issued by 
STILLWATER COUNTY PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSI ON 

Appl ica t i on.:.;./1 ____ _ 

Applicant's Name ____________________________________________ ___ 

Address ___________ ~~------------------------------------------

Purpose of Permit ______________________________________________ __ 

Conditions ____________________________________________________ __ 

Cha i rman, Planning and Zoning Comm iss ion Date 

. . ---------------------------------------------------------------------
Cut a long dotted 1 ine and return to Planning and Zoning Commission 

App I i cat i on-'-/1 ____ _ 

Zoning District __________________________________________ ~r.--------

I hereby agree to proceed with the project in accordance with the 
conditions outlined i n the permit and wi ll contact the Planni ng and 
Zoning Commission upon completion of the project . If the Planning 
and Zoning Comm ission has not rece i ved this agreement within 60 days 
from the da te of i ssuance , thi s permit becomes null auJ void. 

Signed ________________________________________ Date ______________ __ 

- 12 -

EXHIBIT 2-018



Appl icati.on II ___ _ 
Date Recei ved 
Approved 
Den ied 

STILLWATER COUNTY PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 

P E R M I T A P P L I C A T I 0 N 
: · . . 

) . : ~-.: 
., Conditional Use 
~ J 'I;. • • ,, '. ,· · 

..0 
··o J . l_ Variance 

Name of Applicant ___________________________________________ ___ 

. Address_~----------------C i ty or Town _____________ _ 

' . 
State~~------------~Zip Code. _________ Telephone # _____________ ___ 

• ..;.! • 
~ :' .:-<:· 

·· . . 
J ., .. ::. 

, : -, ,: 

I ~ .? 

·:·. ~ . 

.. ·: 

.... 

~·'Name, ~ddress and title of applicant's authorized agent for permit appli 
cation coordinat ion: (Attorney, manager, etc.) 

c. 

--------------------------------Telephone # ____________________ __ 

Names and address of surrounding property owners and those whose lands 
adjoin the proposed use. 

~. A. Legal description of proposed activity: 

__ ! _l; Section .Township Range ____ _ 

a. Describe proposed activity : 

C. Describe entire scope of proposed ac t ivity (types o f st ruct ure( s) , con
struction techniques, equipment to be used , and ot her per t inent inform
at ion) . Attach information if more space is requ i red . 

· ). Date construction or use is proposed to commence ____________________ ____ __ 

Dat;e construction or use Is expec'ted to be completed -------------
··. lt. The. appllcant cert i fies that the statements appearing he rein are to t he be st 

of their knowledge true and correct, and that the agents of t he Plann ing and 
Zoning Commission have permi s sion to enter on the premises for t he so le pur
pose of site _Inspec tion and compliance check of the above descr ibed project. 

Signature Date 

. : 

:·r;·· t 
- 11 -. ; .... 

·, 
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