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[bookmark: _Toc196305900][bookmark: _Toc228794495]Overview of Proposed Action
[bookmark: _Toc196305901][bookmark: _Toc228794496]Authorizing Action
[bookmark: _Toc63946610]Pursuant to the Montana Environmental Policy Act (MEPA), Montana agencies are required to prepare an environmental review for state actions that may have an impact on the Montana environment. The Proposed Action is a state action that may have an impact on the Montana environment; therefore, the Montana Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) must prepare an environmental review. This EA will examine the proposed action and alternatives to the proposed action and disclose potential and proximate impacts that may result from the proposed and alternative actions. DEQ will determine the need for additional environmental review based on consideration of the criteria set forth in Administrative Rules of Montana (ARM) 17.4.608.

[bookmark: _Toc196305902][bookmark: _Toc228794497]Description of DEQ Regulatory Oversight
[bookmark: _Toc138411183][bookmark: _Toc138411325][bookmark: _Toc138412010][bookmark: _Toc138413342]DEQ implements the Clean Air Act of Montana, overseeing the development of Phillips 66 and associated facilities. DEQ has authority to analyze the expansion to the bulk loading capacity at the Phillips 66 Company (P66) Refinery and tank farm.

[bookmark: _Toc138411184][bookmark: _Toc138411326][bookmark: _Toc196305903][bookmark: _Toc228794498]Proposed Action
[bookmark: _Hlk77592100]P66 has applied for a Montana Air Quality Permit (MAQP) under the Clean Air Act of Montana, § 75-2-101, et. seq, to construct expansion of the terminal truck loading rack with eleven (11) new gasoline loading arms, nine (9) initially with two (2) planned for the future. The proposed expansion includes installing four (4) new diesel loading arms along with a new Vapor Combustion Unit (VCU) to control Volatile Organic Compound (VOC) emissions from the gasoline loading arms. The project subject to the proposed action would be located on private/public land, in Billings, Montana. All information included in this EA is derived from the permit application, discussions with the applicant, analysis of aerial photography, topographic maps, and other research tools.

[bookmark: _Toc63946614]Table 1. Summary of Proposed Action 
	[bookmark: _Hlk5284259]General Overview
	The proposed expansion project would add eleven (11) new loading arms for gasoline; nine (9) initially with two (2) planned for the future. Along with the new gasoline loading arms, P66 proposes to install four (4) new diesel loading arms. The additional loading arms would increase throughput of fuel loaded by approximately 20,000 barrels per day (BPD) on an annual average. The proposed expansion also includes the installation of a new VCU with a VOC destruction efficiency of 98% or better.

	Duration & Hours of Operation
	Construction: Estimated April 2026 through December 2026
Operation: Continuous operations.

	Estimated Disturbance 
	No new land will be disturbed as a result of the proposed expansion project.

	Construction Equipment
	Construction equipment would include, but is not limited to cranes, delivery trucks, and various trade equipment such as pipe fitting and welding equipment.

	Personnel Onsite
	Construction: 20-25 personnel
Operation: 324 personnel 

	Location and Analysis Area
	Location: 401 South 23rd Street, Billings, MT
Analysis Area: The area being analyzed as part of this environmental review includes the immediate project area (Figure 1), as well as neighboring lands surrounding the analysis area, as reasonably appropriate for the impacts being considered. 



Table 2. The applicant is required to comply with all applicable local, county, state, and federal requirements pertaining to the following resource areas.
	Air Quality
	The applicant proposes to install up to 15 new loading arms (11 gasoline and 4 diesel) that would increase emissions of VOCs. VOC gasoline emissions would be controlled with a VCU that has a 98% or better destruction efficiency. 

	Water Quality
	No changes to water quality are expected with the proposed expansion project.

	Erosion Control and Sediment Transport
	Contracted construction companies will be responsible for installing and maintaining erosion and sediment transport control Best Management Practices during the construction phase of the proposed project. 

	Solid Waste
	No changes to solid waste are expected with the proposed expansion project. 

	Cultural Resources
	No impacts to cultural resources are expected with the proposed expansion project. 

	Hazardous Substances
	Any hazardous substances would be handed accordingly.

	Reclamation
	No new land will be disturbed as a result of the proposed expansion project.



Table 3. Cumulative Impacts
	Past Actions
	No past actions are associated with the proposed expansion project. 

	Present Actions
	The proposed expansion project would add up to 15 new loading arms (11 gasoline and 4 diesel) to the facility.

	Related Future Actions
	No future actions have been identified with the proposed expansion project. 






[bookmark: _Toc63946612][bookmark: _Toc138411185][bookmark: _Toc138411327][bookmark: _Toc196305904][bookmark: _Toc228794499]Purpose, Need, and Benefits
[bookmark: _Toc138411186][bookmark: _Toc138411328][bookmark: _Toc138412013][bookmark: _Toc138413345]DEQ's purpose in conducting this environmental review is to act upon P66’s application for a MAQP to conduct the proposed expansion project. DEQ’s action on the permit application is governed by § 75-2-201, et seq., Montana Code Annotated (MCA) and the Administrative Rules of Montana (ARM) 17.8.740, et seq.

[bookmark: _Toc138411187][bookmark: _Toc138411329][bookmark: _Toc138412014][bookmark: _Toc138413346]The applicant’s purpose and need, as expressed to DEQ in seeking this action, is to install and operate up to 15 new loading arms (11 gasoline and 4 diesel) in order to increase bulk loading capacity of the facility.

[bookmark: _Toc63946615][bookmark: _Toc138411188][bookmark: _Toc138411330][bookmark: _Toc138412015]Figure 1. General Location of the Proposed Project
[bookmark: _Toc63946616][image: Aerial image of location]

[bookmark: _Hlk138410551][bookmark: _Toc138411189][bookmark: _Toc138411331][bookmark: _Toc196305905][bookmark: _Toc228794500]Other Governmental Agencies and Programs with Jurisdiction
The proposed action would be located on private land. All applicable local, state, and federal rules must be adhered to, which may include other local, state, federal, or tribal agency jurisdiction. Other governmental agencies which may have overlapped, or additional jurisdiction include but may not be limited to: Montana Board of Oil and Gas and Montana Public Service Commissions.








MAQP #2619-47	2	Final Decision EA:05/04/2026


2619-47	3	Final Decision EA: 05/04/2026

[bookmark: _Toc138411190][bookmark: _Toc138411332][bookmark: _Toc196305906][bookmark: _Toc228794501]Evaluation of Affected Environment And Impact by Resource
The impact analysis will identify and evaluate the proximate direct and secondary impacts TO THE PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT AND POPULATION IN THE AREA TO BE AFFECTED BY THE PROPOSED PROJECT. Direct impacts occur at the same time and place as the action that causes the impact. Secondary impacts are a further impact to Montana’s environment that may be stimulated, induced by, or otherwise result from a direct impact of the action (ARM 17.4.603(18)). Where impacts would occur, the impacts will be described in this analysis. When the analysis discloses environmental impacts, these are proximate impacts pursuant to 75-1-201(1)(b)(iv)(A), MCA. 

Cumulative impacts are the collective impacts on Montana’s environment within the borders of Montana of the Proposed Action when considered in conjunction with other past and present actions related to the Proposed Action by location and generic type. Related future actions must also be considered when these actions are under concurrent consideration by any state agency through pre-impact statement studies, separate impact statement evaluation, or permit processing procedures (ARM 17.4.603(7)). The project identified in Table 1 was analyzed as part of the cumulative impacts assessment for each resource subject to review, pursuant to MEPA (75-1-101, et. seq).

The duration of the proposed action is quantified as follows:
· [bookmark: _Hlk26532472][bookmark: _Hlk185236972]Construction Impacts (short-term): These are impacts to the environment that would occur during the construction period, including the specific range of time.

· Operation Impacts (long-term): These are impacts to the environment during the operational period of the proposed action, including the anticipated range of operational time.

The intensity of the impacts is measured using the following:

· No impact: There would be no change from current conditions.

· Negligible: An adverse or beneficial effect would occur but would be at the lowest levels of detection.

· Minor: The effect would be noticeable but would be relatively small and would not affect the function or integrity of the resource.

· Moderate: The effect would be easily identifiable and would change the function or integrity of the resource.

· Major: The effect would alter the resource.




1. [bookmark: _Toc63946617][bookmark: _Toc138411192][bookmark: _Toc138411334][bookmark: _Toc196305907][bookmark: _Toc228794502][bookmark: _Hlk200372729][bookmark: _Hlk26531189][bookmark: _Hlk80624903]Geology and Soil Quality, Stability and Moisture
[bookmark: _Hlk185234861]This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Geology; Soil Quality, Stability, and Moisture

Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

The affected area is primarily an industrial complex and consists of mainly asphalt cement, crude oil piping infrastructure, and crude oil refining infrastructure with associated equipment. The Yellowstone alluvial valley in the West Billings area is underlain by a relatively shallow, thin, unconfined to semi-confined aquifer system. Stratigraphic components of this system include the shale base underlying the aquifer, terrace alluvial gravel aquifers, and a fine-grained sediment cap. In the project area, the Yellowstone River has cut its valley 200–300 feet into late Cretaceous shale formations of the Colorado Group. The Colorado Group is exposed south of the valley and underlies the alluvial deposits of the valley (Lopez, 2000). The approximately 2,000-foot-thick shale sequence is typically a poor source of ground water, with low yields and poor water quality. The shale bedrock surface has been scoured by past erosion of the Yellowstone River. Deeper channel cuts and terrace cut benches are evident in the bedrock topography (plate 1). The shale at the base of the aquifer is typically weathered to a dense clay that is relatively impermeable and does not provide significant recharge to or discharge from the alluvial aquifer system. The valley is bounded on the north by a 300-foot-high cliff formed by the Eagle Sandstone and the Telegraph Creek Formation. These formations are Cretaceous, interbedded sandstone and shale that dip gently northward and are not present under the valley in the project area (Lopez, 2000).

[bookmark: _Hlk199946382][bookmark: _Hlk138413849]Direct Impacts
There will be no direct construction or operational impacts to geology, soil quality, stability, or moisture as a result of the project. The current site is an already developed petroleum refinery with no new ground disturbances. 

[bookmark: _Hlk26521092]Secondary Impacts
There will be no secondary construction or operational impacts to geology or soil quality, stability, and moisture. The current site is an already developed petroleum refinery with no new ground disturbances.

Cumulative Impacts
There will be no cumulative impacts to geology or soil quality, stability, and moisture. The current site is an already developed petroleum refinery with no new ground disturbances.

2. [bookmark: _Toc63946618][bookmark: _Toc138411193][bookmark: _Toc138411335][bookmark: _Toc196305908][bookmark: _Toc228794503]Water Quality, Quantity, And Distribution
[bookmark: _Hlk185234902]This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Water Quality, Quantity and Distribution

[bookmark: _Hlk185236395]Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

Direct Impacts
No direct construction or operational impacts to water quality, quantity, and distribution would be expected as a result of the proposed action because water is not used during construction or loading operations. 

Secondary Impacts
No secondary construction or operational impacts to water quality, quantity, or distribution. The current site is an already developed petroleum refinery.

Cumulative Impacts
No cumulative impacts are expected because of the proposed project because no direct and secondary impacts would be expected.

3. [bookmark: _Toc196305909][bookmark: _Toc228794504]Air Quality
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Air Quality
[bookmark: _Hlk185236454]
Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary.    

Air quality in the area affected by the proposed project is currently attainment for the applicable SO2 NAAQS under a Maintenance Plan established in June 2016. The affected area is unclassifiable or attainment for all other applicable NAAQS. Existing sources of air pollution in the area include emissions from other industrial sources in the vicinity of the P66 refinery. 

Applicants are required to comply with all laws relating to air, such as the Federal Clean Air Act, NAAQS set by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), and the Clean Air Act of Montana. 

In addition, MAQP #2619-47 provides legally enforceable conditions regarding the emitting units themselves, pollution controls, and requires the applicant to take reasonable precautions to limit fugitive dust from this location.

The emission inventory, located in Section IV of the MAQP Analysis estimates new potential emissions associated with the proposed expansion project.


Direct Impacts
Emissions resulting from the permit action would be considered minor.  Further, no VOC-specific air quality restrictions exist for the affected area. Historically, the affected area was designated nonattainment for the 1971 and 2010 SO2 NAAQS; however, in 2016 the area was redesignated attainment for SO2 under a maintenance plan. Further, the proposed project would not result in increased SO2 emissions therefore, the proposed project would not be expected to cause or contribute to a violation of the applicable NAAQS for SO2 or any other regulated criteria pollutant. Therefore, any direct impacts would be short-term, negligible, consistent with existing impacts, and mitigated by implementation of enforceable limits and conditions.

Adverse air quality impacts would be minor because of the proposed project. See permit analysis for more information regarding air quality impacts.  The majority of pollutants from the proposed project would be related to gasoline loading, which would result in the release of CO and NOX (VCU control), and VOCs. Because increased emissions would be minimal and appropriately controlled pursuant to the current permit action any impacts would be minor. 

Project Emissions Evaluation

	
	PM/PM10/ PM2.5
	SO2
	NOX
	CO
	VOC
	CO2e

	
	tpy

	Baseline - 2024-2025

	
	Loading Rack – VCU1
Truck Loading Loss Affected Tanks
	0.00
--
--
	0.01
--
--
	0.88
--
--
	1.66
--
--
	2.24
2.41
26.01
	965
--
--

	New/Modified Emissions

	
	Truck Loading Loss
Rail Loading Loss
	--
--
	--
--
	--
--
	--
--
	5.33
0.39
	--
--

	
	Vapor Combustion Unit
	1.25
	0.87
	8.15
	15.32
	9.22
	5,263

	
	Fugitive Emissions
	--
	--
	--
	--
	0.01
	--

	
	Tank Increased Throughput
	--
	--
	--
	--
	30.93
	--

	Project Total
	1.25
	0.87
	8.15
	15.32
	45.89
	5,263

	Difference from Baseline
	1.24
	0.86
	7.27
	13.66
	15.24
	4,298

	PSDSER
	25/15/10
	40
	40
	100
	40
	75,000

	PSD Applies (Yes/No?)
	No
	No
	No
	No
	No
	No



Loading Rack Expansion Emissions

	Pollutant
	Emission Factor
	Units
	Emission Factor Reference
	Emissions (lbs/hr)
	Emissions (tons/yr)

	
	
	
	
	
	

	PM/PM10/PM2.5
	7.6
	lb/MMscf
	AP-42, Table 1.4-2 (Sept 1998)
	5.36E-02
	0.23

	NOX
	100
	lb/MMscf
	AP-42, Table 1.4-2 (Sept 1998)
	7.20E+02
	3.09

	CO
	84
	lb/MMscf
	AP-42, Table 1.4-2 (Sept 1998)
	6.05E+02
	2.6

	VOC
	5.5
	lb/MMscf
	AP-42, Table 1.4-2 (Sept 1998)
	3.88E-02
	0.17

	SO2
	0.6
	lb/MMscf
	AP-42, Table 1.4-2 (Sept 1998)
	4.24E-03
	0.02

	CO2
	53.06
	kg/MMBtu
	40 CFR 98, Subpart C, Table C-1
	8.42E+02
	3,689

	CH4
	0.001
	kg/MMBtu
	40 CFR 98, Subpart C, Table C-2
	l.59E-02
	0.07

	N2O
	0.0001
	kg/MMBtu
	40 CFR 98, Subpart C, Table C-2
	1.59E-03
	0.01

	CO2e
	 
	8.43E+02
	3,693



Secondary Impacts
Emissions from the proposed project would use already established BACT from previous loading rack projects combined with current case-by-case BACT analysis submitted with the current proposed project application. Secondary NAAQS provides public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation, and buildings.  See permit analysis for more detailed information regarding air quality impacts. Any adverse impacts would be long-term and minor. No beneficial secondary impacts would be expected because of the proposed project.

Cumulative Impacts
[bookmark: _Hlk179543812]Cumulative impacts from the proposed expansion project are restricted by conditions and limits contained in the MAQP; therefore, any expected air quality impacts would be minor. The Yellowstone County area also has other, similar stationary sources, that all contribute to the overall air quality in Yellowstone County, Montana. The cumulative impacts of these other emitters and the proposed action would not have an adverse impact to air quality. Impacts from the Permitting Action are limited by enforceable conditions and limits contained in the MAQP and BACT must be used. 

Because emissions from the proposed project, and all other similar or related projects located in the affected area are regulated, any adverse cumulative impacts to air quality would be long-term and minor due to the continued operation of the refinery. 

4. [bookmark: _Toc63946620][bookmark: _Toc138411195][bookmark: _Toc138411337][bookmark: _Toc196305910][bookmark: _Toc228794505]Vegetation Cover, Quantity, and Quality
[bookmark: _Hlk185234985]This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Vegetation Cover, Quantity and Quality
[bookmark: _Hlk185236505]
Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

Direct Impacts
No direct construction or operational impacts to vegetative cover, quantity, or quality would be expected as a result of the proposed action because there are no new areas of disturbance associated with the proposed action. 

Secondary Impacts
No secondary construction or operational impacts to vegetative cover, quantity, or quality would be expected as a result of the proposed action because there are no new areas of disturbance associated with the proposed action.

Cumulative Impacts
There will be no cumulative impacts to vegetative cover, quantity, or quality associated with the proposed action based on direct and secondary impacts. 

5. [bookmark: _Toc63946621][bookmark: _Toc138411196][bookmark: _Toc138411338][bookmark: _Toc196305911][bookmark: _Toc228794506]Terrestrial, Avian, and Aquatic Life and Habitats
[bookmark: _Hlk185235009]This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Terrestrial and Aquatic Life and Habitats; Unique, Endangered, Fragile, or Limited Environmental Resources
 
[bookmark: _Hlk185236528]Affected Environment 
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

Direct Impacts
No direct construction or operational impacts to terrestrial, avian and aquatic life and habitats would be expected as a result of the proposed action because there are no new areas of disturbance associated with the proposed action

Secondary Impacts
No secondary construction or operational impacts to terrestrial, avian and aquatic life and habitats would be expected as a result of the proposed action because there are no new areas of disturbance associated with the proposed action.

Cumulative Impacts
There will be no cumulative impacts to terrestrial, avian and aquatic life and habitats associated with the proposed action based on direct and secondary impacts. 

6. [bookmark: _Toc228794507]Unique, Endangered, Fragile, or Limited Environmental Resources
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Unique, Endangered, Fragile, or Limited Environmental Resources.

Affected Environment 
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

The proposed project is not in core, general or connectivity sage grouse habitat, as designated by the Sage Grouse Habitat Conservation Program at: http://sagegrouse.mt.gov. 

A search of the Montana Natural Heritage Program in the affected area identified the following potential species occurring in the proposed expansion area.

Potential Species Occurrence

Birds – Yellow-billed Cuckoo, Lewis’s Woodpecker, Black-billed Cuckoo, Dickcissel, White-faced Ibis, Evening Grosbeak, Barrow’s Goldeneye, Black-crowned Hight Heron, Long-billed Curlew, Eastern Bluebird, Loggerhead Shrike, Sage Thrasher, Cassin’s Kingbird, Black-necked Stilt, Green-tailed Towhee. 

Fish – Burbot

Invertebrates – Indiscriminate Cuckoo Bumble Bee, Suckley’s Cuckoo Bumble Bee, Berry’s Montainsnail

Mammals – Merriam’s Shrew, Pallid Bat, North American Porcupine, Long-Legged Myotic, Dwarf Shrew, Eastern-tailed Prairie Dog, Townsend’s Big-eared Bat, Long-eared Myotis

Reptiles – Western Hog-nosed Snake


Vascular Plants – Platte Cinquefoil, Spotted Joepye-weed, Small Yellow Lady’s-slipper, Double Bladderpod, Geyer’s Milkvetch, Fleshy Stitchwort

Direct Impacts
No direct construction or operational impacts to unique, endangered, fragile, or limited environmental resources would be expected as a result of the proposed action. The affected area is an already developed petroleum refinery with no terrestrial, avian, or aquatic life or habitats located within the property boundary or more specifically, the area where the project is proposed to occur. There may be resident bird species (pigeons and other small avian species) located on the property, but it is unlikely that the proposed project would affect them due to the continuous operation of the refinery. 

Secondary Impacts
No secondary impacts from construction or operations are expected as a result of the proposed project. The affected area is an already developed petroleum refinery with no terrestrial, avian, or aquatic habitats located within the P66 property boundary.
 
Because the area surrounding the proposed expansion project area is an already developed industrial complex, no species are expected to be present. 

Cumulative Impacts
There will be no cumulative impacts to unique, endangered, fragile or limited environmental resources associated with the proposed action based on direct and secondary impacts. 

7. [bookmark: _Toc196305912][bookmark: _Toc228794508][bookmark: _Toc63946624]Historical and Archaeological Sites
[bookmark: _Hlk185235029]This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Historical and Archaeological Sites

[bookmark: _Hlk185236567]Affected Environment 
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

DEQ did not consult the State Historical Preservation Office (SHPO) for the proposed expansion project because the proposed project is located within the refinery footprint and will be confined within the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

It is SHPO’s position that any structure over fifty years of age are considered historic and are potentially eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places. If any structures are within the Area of Potential Effect, and are over fifty years old, SHPO recommends that they be recorded, and a determination of their eligibility be made prior to any disturbance taking place.

Direct Impacts
No direct construction or operational impacts to historical or archaeological sites would be expected as a result of the proposed action because the proposed expansion would occur in an already existing, industrial area within the P66 property boundary. 

Secondary Impacts
No secondary construction or operational impacts to historical or archaeological sites would be expected as a result of the proposed action because the proposed expansion would occur in an already existing, industrial area within the P66 property boundary.

Cumulative Impacts
There will be no cumulative impacts to historical or archaeological sites associated with the proposed action based on direct and secondary impacts. 

8. [bookmark: _Toc228794509]Aesthetics
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Aesthetics

Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

Direct Impacts
No direct construction or operational impacts to the aesthetics would be expected as a result of the proposed action because the proposed expansion would occur in an already existing, industrial area within the P66 property boundary.

Secondary Impacts
No secondary construction or operational impacts to the aesthetics are expected as a result of the proposed action because the proposed expansion would occur in an already existing, industrial area within the P66 property boundary.

Cumulative Impacts
There will be no cumulative impacts to aesthetics associated with the proposed action based on direct and secondary impacts. 

9. [bookmark: _Toc63946626][bookmark: _Toc138411200][bookmark: _Toc138411342][bookmark: _Toc196305913][bookmark: _Toc228794510]Demands on Environmental Resources of Land, Water, Air, or Energy
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Demands on Environmental Resources of Land, Water, Air, or Energy
[bookmark: _Hlk185236613]
Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

Direct Impacts
No direct construction or operational impacts on demands of environmental resources of land, water, or air are expected as a result of the proposed project expansion.  

Secondary Impacts
No secondary construction or operational impacts demands of environmental resources of land, water, air, or energy are expected as a result of the proposed action. 

Cumulative Impacts
There would be no cumulative impacts to the demands of environmental resources of land, water, or air.

10. [bookmark: _Toc228794511]Impacts on Other Environmental Resources
[bookmark: _Hlk185236691]This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Impacts on Other Environmental Resources

Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 
The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

Direct Impacts
No direct construction or operational impacts on demands of environmental resources would be expected as a result of the proposed action because the proposed action is located inside of an existing facility and would not affect any outside environmental resources.

Secondary Impacts
No secondary construction or operational impacts demands of environmental resources would be expected as a result of the proposed action because the proposed action is located inside of an existing facility and would not affect any outside environmental resources.

Cumulative Impacts
No other impacts to environmental resources, beyond the resource areas already covered within this EA would result in any known additional cumulative impacts based on direct and secondary impacts. 

11. [bookmark: _Toc196305914][bookmark: _Toc228794512][bookmark: _Hlk177464018]Human Health and Safety
[bookmark: _Hlk177464079]This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Impacts on Human Health and Safety

Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

The applicant would be required to adhere to all applicable state and federal safety laws. The Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) has developed rules and guidelines to reduce the risks associated with this type of labor. Few, if any, members of the public would be in immediate proximity to the project during construction or operations.  

Direct Impacts:
No direct construction or operational impacts to human health and safety would be expected as a result of the proposed action. Emissions released into the human environment from the facility due to the proposed action would be considered minor.  

Secondary Impacts:
No secondary construction or operational impacts to human health and safety are expected as a result of the proposed action.

Cumulative Impacts:
No other affects to human health and safety, beyond the resource areas already covered within this EA would result in any known additional cumulative impacts. 

12. [bookmark: _Toc228794513]Industrial, Commercial, and Agricultural Activities and Production
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Impacts on Human Health and Safety

Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

The applicant would be required to adhere to all applicable state and federal safety laws. The Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) has developed rules and guidelines to reduce the risks associated with this type of labor. Few, if any, members of the public would be in immediate proximity to the project during construction or operations.  

Direct Impacts
No direct construction or operational impacts to commercial or agricultural activities are expected. Minor, long-term impacts to industrial production would be expected as a result of the proposed expansion project.

Secondary Impacts
No secondary construction impacts to industrial, commercial, or agricultural activities are expected with the proposed project.

Cumulative Impacts
No other environmental resources, beyond the resource areas already covered within this EA would result in any known additional cumulative impacts based on direct and secondary impacts. 

13. [bookmark: _Toc228794514]Quantity and Distribution of Employment
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Impacts on Quantity and Distribution of Employment

Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

Direct Impacts
Phillips 66 would use existing staff to operate the proposed loading rack. Therefore, any direct impacts to the quantity and distribution of employment in the affected area would be short-term and negligible. No adverse direct impacts would be expected because of the proposed project.

Secondary Impacts
Phillips 66 would use existing staff to operate the proposed facility. Therefore, any secondary impacts to the quantity and distribution of employment in the affected area would be long-term and negligible. No adverse secondary impacts would be expected because of the proposed project.

Cumulative Impacts
No cumulative impacts would be expected on long-term employment from the proposed action because the facility would not be expected to create any permanent new jobs.

14. [bookmark: _Toc228794515]Local and State Tax Base and Tax Revenue
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Impacts on Local and State Tax Base and Tax Revenue

Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

Direct Impacts
No direct construction or operational impacts to local and state tax base and tax revenue would be expected as a result of the proposed action. Further, because the proposed project would be small by industrial standards any direct impacts to the local and state tax base and tax revenues would be negligible. No adverse direct impacts would be expected because of the proposed project.   

Secondary Impacts
Local, state and federal governments would be responsible for appraising the property, setting tax rates, collecting taxes, from the companies, employees, or landowners benefitting from the proposed operation. Further, Phillips 66 would be responsible for accommodation of any increased taxes associated with operation of the proposed facility. Therefore, any secondary impacts would be negligible to minor, consistent with existing impacts in the affected area, and beneficial. No adverse secondary impacts would be expected because of the proposed project.

Cumulative Impacts
[bookmark: _bookmark31]Long-term beneficial negligible to minor impacts to local and state tax base and tax revenues are anticipated from this permitting action due to 

15. [bookmark: _Toc228794516]Demand for Government Services
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Impacts on Demands for Government Services
Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

Direct Impacts:
The air quality permit has been prepared by state government employees as part of their day-to-day, regular responsibilities. Therefore, any adverse direct impacts to demands for government services is consistent with existing impacts and negligible. No beneficial direct impacts would be expected because of the proposed project. 
  
Secondary Impacts:
Ongoing compliance inspections of facility operations would be accomplished by state government employees as part of their typical, regular duties and required to ensure the facility is operating within the limits and conditions listed in the air quality permit. Therefore, any adverse secondary impacts to demands for government services would be consistent with existing impacts and negligible. No beneficial secondary impacts would be expected because of the proposed project.

Cumulative Impacts:
Minor cumulative impacts are anticipated on government services with the proposed action because regulators would be responsible for inspecting the proposed changes to the existing facility. However, any impacts would be negligible and consistent with existing impacts because regulators would likely combine visits to cover regulatory oversight needs.

16. [bookmark: _Toc228794517]Locally Adopted Environmental Plans and Goals
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Impacts on Locally Adopted Environmental Plans and Goals

Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary.

DEQ has reviewed the Yellowstone County website and found no locally adopted environmental plans and goals for the area. Phillips 66 has indicated, in application number 2619-47_2026_03_03_APP that no known state, county, city, USFS, BLM, or tribal zoning or management plans and goals are known to potentially affect the site. 
 
Direct Impacts:
No locally adopted environmental plans and goals were identified. Therefore, no direct impacts would be expected because of the proposed project. 

Secondary Impacts:
No locally adopted environmental plans and goals were identified.; therefore, no secondary impacts to locally adopted environmental plans and goals would be expected because of the proposed project.

Cumulative Impacts:
No cumulative impacts to the locally adopted environmental plans and goals are anticipated since no direct impacts or secondary impacts were identified.

17. [bookmark: _Toc228794518]Access to and Quality of Recreational and Wilderness Activities
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Impacts on Access to and Quality of Recreation and Wilderness Activities

Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

Direct Impacts:
There are no wilderness areas that occur in the vicinity of the proposed project. There are no public access to wilderness areas located within the Phillips 66 property footprint, therefore, no direct impacts to access and quality of recreational and wilderness activities would be expected as a result of the proposed project.

Secondary Impacts:
The effected area consists primarily of industrial lands. The project would have no impacts on the immediate area, therefore, no secondary impacts to access and quality of recreational and wilderness activities would be expected because of proposed facility operations.

Cumulative Impacts:
No cumulative impacts to access and quality of recreational and wilderness activities are anticipated as a result of the proposed permitting action based on direct and secondary impacts.

18. [bookmark: _Toc228794519]Density and Distribution of Population and Housing
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Impacts on Density and Distribution of Population and Housing

Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

Direct Impacts:
Phillips 66 would employ existing staff to operate the loading rack and would not be expected to increase or decrease the local population outside of normal employee turnover. Therefore, no direct impacts to density and distribution of population and housing would be expected because of the proposed project.

Secondary Impacts:
Phillips 66 would employ existing staff to operate the facility, and the proposed project would not be expected to otherwise result in an increase or decrease in the local population. Therefore, no secondary impacts to density and distribution of population and housing would be expected because of the proposed project.

Cumulative Impacts:
No cumulative impacts to density and distribution of population and housing are anticipated as a result of the proposed permitting. There are no impacts on the density and distribution of population and housing.

19. [bookmark: _Toc228794520]Social Structures and Mores
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Impacts on Social Structures and Mores

Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary.

DEQ is not aware of any Native American cultural concerns that would be aﬀected by the proposed action. Based on the information provided by the Applicant, it is not anticipated that this project would disrupt traditional lifestyles or communities. 

The existing nature of the area affected by the proposed project is industrial.

Direct Impacts:
Construction and operation of the facility would not be expected to affect the existing customs and values of the affected population. Therefore, no direct impacts to the existing social structures and mores of the affected population would be expected because of the proposed project.


Secondary Impacts:
The existing nature of the area affected by the proposed project is industrial (petroleum refining) therefore, operation of the facility would not be expected to affect the existing customs and values of the affected population. Therefore, no secondary impacts to the existing social structures and mores of the affected population would be expected because of the proposed project.

Cumulative Impacts:
The increase in bbl/day would have negligible to minor cumulative impacts on the existing social structures because this site would be just one of many sites already operating in the area.

20. [bookmark: _Toc228794521]Cultural Uniqueness and Diversity
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Impacts to Cultural Uniqueness and Diversity

Affected Environment 
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary.

The existing nature of the area affected by the proposed project is industrial (petroleum refining). It is not anticipated that this project would cause a shift in some unique quality of the area.

[bookmark: _Hlk179369309][bookmark: _Hlk179369284]Direct Impacts:
Phillips 66 would employ existing staff to operate the proposed loading rack and would not be expected to result in an increase or decrease in the local population. Therefore, no direct impacts to the existing cultural uniqueness and diversity of the affected population would be expected because of the proposed action. 

[bookmark: _Hlk179369332]Secondary Impacts:
The existing nature of the area affected by the proposed project is industrial (petroleum refining). Further, Phillips 66 would employ existing staff to operate the facility and thus the proposed project would not be expected to result in an increase or decrease in the local population. 

Therefore, no secondary impacts to the existing cultural uniqueness and diversity of the affected population are anticipated as a result of the proposed action.

[bookmark: _Hlk179369352]Cumulative Impacts:
No cumulative impacts to cultural uniqueness and diversity are anticipated because the skills required by this project would be similar to other existing sites in the area and this project would be considered small by industrial standards.

21. [bookmark: _Toc63946638][bookmark: _Toc138411212][bookmark: _Toc138411354][bookmark: _Toc196305917][bookmark: _Toc228794522]Private Property Impacts
The proposed project would take place on private land owned by the applicant. DEQ’s approval of MAQP 2619-46 would affect the applicant’s real property. DEQ has determined, however, that the permit conditions are reasonably necessary to ensure compliance with applicable requirements under the CAA Act. Therefore, DEQ’s approval of MAQP 2619-47 would not have private property-taking or damaging implications

22. [bookmark: _Toc228794523]Other Appropriate Social and Economic Circumstances
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Impacts to Other Appropriate Social and Economic Circumstances

Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The proposed project is located within the existing property boundary of the refinery and will be confined to the Phillips 66 property boundary. 

Direct Impacts:
DEQ is unaware of any other appropriate short-term social and economic circumstances in the affected area that may be directly impacted by the proposed project. Due to the nature of the proposed action, no further direct impacts would be expected because of the proposed project.

Secondary Impacts:
DEQ is unaware of any other appropriate long-term social and economic circumstances in the affected area that may be impacted by the proposed project. No further secondary impacts would be expected because of the proposed project. 

Cumulative Impacts:
No cumulative impacts to any other appropriate social and economic circumstances are anticipated because no direct and secondary impacts were identified. 

23. [bookmark: _Toc196305918][bookmark: _Toc228794524]Greenhouse Gas Assessment

Affected Environment
The proposed expansion would add an additional 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel loading arms in order to increase loading capacity. Along with the new loading racks, P66 proposed to install a new VCU with a minimum destruction efficiency of 98% to control VOC emissions. 

The analysis area for this resource is limited to the activities regulated by the issuance of P66 permit which is construction and operation of 11 gasoline loading arms and 4 diesel arms that would result in emissions of VOCs through normal loading operations of gasoline.  

For the purpose of this analysis, DEQ has defined greenhouse gas emissions as the following gas species: carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), and many species of fluorinated compounds. 

The range of fluorinated compounds includes numerous chemicals which are used in many household and industrial products. Other pollutants can have some properties that also are similar to those mentioned above, but the EPA has clearly identified the species above as the primary GHGs.  Water vapor is also technically a greenhouse gas, but its properties are controlled by the temperature and pressure within the atmosphere, and it is not considered an anthropogenic species. 
 
The combustion of VOCs at the site would release GHGs primarily being carbon dioxide (CO2), nitrous oxide (N2O) and much smaller concentrations of un-combusted fuel components including methane (CH4) and other volatile organic compounds (VOCs). 
 
P66 has calculated GHG emissions using 40 Code of Federal Regulation, Chapter 60, Subpart C – Table C-1, C-2, and C-3. The calculations in this tool are widely accepted to represent reliable calculation approaches for developing a GHG inventory. 

DEQ has determined EPA’s Scope 1 GHG impacts as defined in the Inventory Guidance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions are appropriate under MEPA for this Proposed Action. Scope 1 emissions are defined as direct GHG emissions that occur from sources that are controlled or owned by the organization (EPA Center for Corporate Climate Leadership). DEQ’s review of Scope 1 emissions is consistent with the agency not evaluating downstream effects of other types of impacts. 

This review does not include an assessment of GHG impacts in quantitative economic terms, otherwise known as evaluating the social cost of carbon. This approach is consistent with Montana Supreme Court caselaw and the agency’s discussion of other impacts in this EA. See Belk v. Mont. DEQ, 2022 MT 38, ¶ 29. 

Secondary Impacts
GHG emissions contribute to changes in atmospheric radiative forcing, resulting in climate change impacts. GHGs act to contain solar energy loss by trapping longer wave radiation emitted from the Earth’s surface and act as a positive radiative forcing component (BLM 2021). 

The lifetime of carbon dioxide cannot be represented with a single value because the gas is not destroyed over time. The gas instead moves between air, ocean, and land mediums with atmospheric carbon dioxide remaining in the atmosphere for thousands of years, due in part to the very slow process by which carbon is transferred to ocean sediments. Methane remains in the atmosphere for approximately 12 years. Nitrous oxide has the potential to remain in the atmosphere for about 109 years (EPA, Climate Change Indictors). 

The impacts of climate change throughout the central region of Montana include changes in flooding and drought, rising temperatures, and the spread of invasive species (BLM 2021).

Cumulative Impacts
[bookmark: _Toc63946640]Montana recently used the EPA State Inventory Tool (SIT) to develop a greenhouse gas inventory in conjunction with preparation of a possible grant application for the Community Planning Reduction Grant (CPRG) program. This tool was developed by EPA to help states develop their own greenhouse gas inventories, and this relies upon data already collected by the federal government through various agencies. The inventory specifically deals with carbon dioxide, methane, and nitrous oxide and reports the total as CO2e. The SIT consists of eleven Excel based modules with pre-populated data that can be used with default settings or in some cases, allows states to input their own data when the state believes their own data provides a higher level of quality and accuracy. Once each of the eleven modules is filled out, the data from each module is exported into a final “synthesis” module which summarizes all of the data into a single file. Within the synthesis file, several worksheets display the output data in a number of formats such as GHG emissions by sector and GHG emissions by type of greenhouse gas.   
 
DEQ has determined the use of the default data provides a reasonable representation of the greenhouse gas inventory for the various sectors of the state, and the estimated total annual greenhouse gas inventory by year. The SIT data from EPA is currently only updated through the year 2021, as it takes several years to validate and make new data available within revised modules. DEQ maintains a copy of the output results of the SIT.    
 
DEQ has determined that the use of the default data provides a reasonable representation of the GHG inventory for all of the state sectors, and an estimated total annual GHG inventory by year. At present, Montana accounts for 50.74 million metric tons of CO2e based on the EPA SIT for the three-year average of 2020-2022. This project may contribute up to 1,424 metric tons per year of CO2e. The estimated emission of 1,424 metric tons of CO2e from this project would contribute 0.0027% of Montana’s annual CO2e emissions.
 
GHG emissions that would be emitted as a result of the proposed activities would add to GHG emissions from other sources. The No Action Alternative would less than the Proposed Action Alternative of GHG emissions. The current land use of the area is industrial.  

[bookmark: _Toc196305919][bookmark: _Toc228794525]Description of Alternatives
No Action Alternative: In addition to the proposed action, DEQ must also considered a "no action" alternative. The "no action" alternative would deny the approval of expanded loading rack. The applicant would lack the authority to conduct the proposed activity. Any potential impacts that would result from the proposed action would not occur. The no action alternative forms the baseline from which the impacts of the proposed action can be measured. 

If the applicant demonstrates compliance with all applicable rules and regulations required for approval, the “no action” alternative would not be appropriate. 

Other Reasonable Alternative(s): No reasonable alternatives were identified for the proposed action. 

[bookmark: _Toc196305920][bookmark: _Toc228794526]Consultation
[bookmark: _Toc138411217][bookmark: _Toc138411359][bookmark: _Toc138412044][bookmark: _Toc138413375][bookmark: _Toc138411218][bookmark: _Toc138411360][bookmark: _Toc138412045][bookmark: _Toc138413376][bookmark: _Toc63946645][bookmark: _Toc138411219][bookmark: _Toc138411361]DEQ engaged in internal and external efforts to identify substantive issues and/or concerns related to the proposed project. Internal scoping consisted of internal review of the environmental assessment document by DEQ staff. External scoping efforts also included queries to the following websites/databases/personnel (this section can just name the material used, as it will all be appropriately cited under References): https://www.yellowstonecountymt.gov/

A review of the Yellowstone County website, and listed department information did not indicate any specific planning documents that would be relative to this permitting action. 

[bookmark: _Toc196305921][bookmark: _Toc228794527]Public Involvement
[bookmark: _Toc196305922]The public comment period for this permit action was from 4/9/2026 through 4/24/2026. DEQ did not receive any comments related to this EA. 

[bookmark: _Toc228794528]Significance of Potential Impacts and Need for Further Analysis
When determining whether the preparation of an environmental impact statement is needed, DEQ is required to consider the seven significance criteria set forth in ARM 17.4.608, which are as follows:

· The severity, duration, geographic extent, and frequency of the occurrence of the impact;
· The probability that the impact will occur if the proposed action occurs; or conversely, reasonable assurance in keeping with the potential severity of an impact that the impact will not occur;
· Growth-inducing or growth-inhibiting aspects of the impact, including the relationship or contribution of the impact to cumulative impacts – identify the parameters of the proposed action;
· The quantity and quality of each environmental resource or value that would be affected, including the uniqueness and fragility of those resources and values;
· The importance to the state and to society of each environmental resource or value that would be affected;
· Any precedent that would be set as a result of an impact of the proposed action that would commit the department to future actions with significant impacts or a decision in principle about such future actions; and
· Potential conflict with local, state, or federal laws, requirements, or formal plans.

[bookmark: _Toc196305923][bookmark: _Toc228794529]Conclusions and Findings

DEQ finds that this action results in negligible impacts to air quality and GHG emissions in Yellowstone County, Montana.

No significant adverse impacts would be expected because of the proposed project. As noted through the draft EA, the severity, duration, geographic extent and frequency of the occurrence of the impacts associated with the proposed air quality project would be limited. The proposed action adds eleven (11) new gasoline loading arms, four (4) new diesel loading arms, and one new VCU. 

The proposed expansion would increase the instantaneous flowrate on the existing loading arms to achieve approximately 20,000 barrels per day (BPD) on an annual average. The site is permitted to operate the existing as well as proposed loading racks 8,760 hours per calendar year using BACT as previously required for emissions control.

As discussed in this EA, DEQ has not identified any signiﬁcant impacts associated with the proposed actions for any environmental resource. DEQ does not believe that the activities proposed by the Applicant would have any growth-inducing or growth-inhibiting aspects, or contribution to cumulative impacts. 

There are no unique or known endangered fragile resources in the project area and no underground disturbance would be required for this project.

There would be no impacts to view-shed aesthetics as the site is an already existing refinery.

Demands on the environmental resources of land, water, air, or energy would not be signiﬁcant. 

Impacts to human health and safety would not be signiﬁcant as access roads would be closed to the public and because the site is on private land. 

As discussed in this EA, DEQ has not identified any signiﬁcant impacts associated with the proposed activities on any environmental resource.

Issuance of a Montana Air Quality Permit #2619-47 to the Applicant does not set any precedent that commits DEQ to future actions with signiﬁcant impacts or a decision in principle about such future actions. If the Applicant submits another modification or proposes to amend the permit, DEQ is not committed to issuing those revisions. 

DEQ would conduct an environmental review for any subsequent permit modifications sought by the Applicant pursuant to MEPA. DEQ would make permitting decisions based on the criteria set forth in the Clean Air Act of Montana.

Issuance of the Permit to the Applicant does not set a precedent for DEQ’s review of other applications for Permits, including the level of environmental review. The level of environmental review decision is made based on case-speciﬁc consideration of the criteria set forth in ARM 17.4.608.

Finally, DEQ does not believe that the proposed air quality permitting action by the Applicant would have any growth-inducing or growth inhibiting impacts that would conﬂict with any local, state, or federal laws, requirements, or formal plans.

Based on a consideration of the criteria set forth in ARM 17.4.608, no significant adverse impacts to the affected human environment would be expected because of the proposed project. Therefore, preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement or EIS is not required, and the draft EA is deemed the appropriate level of environmental review pursuant to MEPA.



[bookmark: _Toc196305924][bookmark: _Toc228794530]Preparation
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