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[bookmark: _Toc196305900][bookmark: _Toc233031451]Overview of Proposed Action
[bookmark: _Toc196305901][bookmark: _Toc233031452]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: _Toc233031453]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 sources of regulated pollutants and associated facilities. DEQ has authority to analyze proposed emitting units subject to rule established in ARM 17.8.743

[bookmark: _Toc138411184][bookmark: _Toc138411326][bookmark: _Toc196305903][bookmark: _Toc233031454]Proposed Action
[bookmark: _Hlk77592100]NYDIG DFM, LLC. (NYDIG) has applied for a Montana Air Quality Permit (MAQP) under the Clean Air Act of Montana, § 75-2-101, et. seq, to construct and operate eight (8) 2,500 brake-horsepower (bhp) engines consuming well pad field gas to power a data center. The subject to the proposed action would be located on private land, in Richland County, 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 action would allow NYDIG to construct and operate eight (8) 2,500 bhp engines to generate electric power for a data center located near and existing oil and gas well in Richland County, Montana 

	Duration & Hours of Operation
	The affected engines are permitted to operate for 8,760 hours per year (continuous operation)

	Estimated Disturbance 
	The disturbances associated with this permit would be negligible and would take place near similar oil and gas infrastructure sites. 

	Construction Equipment
	The construction equipment would only be present for short time, approximately 30 days while the construction is being performed. 

	Personnel Onsite
	Personnel onsite would not exceed other developing oil and gas infrastructure sites during construction or during operation. Approximate 10 personnel will be on site during construction and maintenance. No personnel would be required for steady-state, normal operation of the facility. 

	Location and Analysis Area
	Location: The facility location is located on Section 30, Township 24N, Range 60E in Richland County, 47.8076 °N, -104.0648 °W longitude, latitude. 

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 and operate eight (8) 2,500 bhp natural gas fired engines to power a small data center of approximately 14.9 megawatts (MW). MAQP #5357-00 incorporates conditions and limitations that would protect air quality within the operational site and surrounding area 

	Water Quality
	The applicant proposes building a small data center operating off the proposed engines fueled by field gas. No water would be required for operation of the engines; therefore, water quality would not likely be impacted as a result of the proposed action. 

	Erosion Control and Sediment Transport
	The applicant proposes building a small data center of approximately 14.9 MW operating off well pad quality gas, construction will include building a gravel pad on previously used agricultural land. Existing company staff would oversee maintenance and operation of equipment on site, as needed.  

	Solid Waste
	The analysis on site and construction includes a BACT determined non-selective catalyst reduction (NSCR) for emission controls. Any spent catalyst created would be regenerated and recycled. No other solid waste would be expected from facility operations.

	Cultural Resources
	The property is already in use as agricultural property and no effects on cultural resources would be expected because of the proposed action. 

	Hazardous Substances
	The applicant proposes construction and operation of a small data center of 14.9 MW utilizing field gas from existing gas wells would not likely contribute to the release of any hazardous substances. The applicant must comply with all applicable local, county, state and federal requirements pertaining to hazardous substances. 

	Reclamation
	The applicant proposes to construct a small data center on land currently used for agriculture. This project would require minor reclamation at the end of the project’s lifespan. 



Table 3. Cumulative Impacts
	Past Actions
	This is a new construction project; therefore, no past actions exist at the site. Other, permitted similar type sources exist in the general area of the proposed project

	Present Actions
	The applicant proposes construction and operation of eight (8) natural gas-fired generator engines to produce electricity for a small data center of 14.9 MW utilizing field gas from existing nearby gas wells.

	Related Future Actions
	No future actions are foreseen at this site. As applicable, any future actions would require environmental review pursuant to MEPA


[bookmark: _Toc63946612][bookmark: _Toc138411185][bookmark: _Toc138411327][bookmark: _Toc196305904]
[bookmark: _Toc233031455]Purpose, Need, and Benefits
[bookmark: _Toc138411186][bookmark: _Toc138411328][bookmark: _Toc138412013][bookmark: _Toc138413345]DEQ's purpose in conducting this environmental review is to act upon NYDIG’s application for a MAQP to conduct electricity generation to power local data farms. 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 construct and operate of a small data center utilizing field gas from existing gas wells by generating electricity from eight (8) 2,500 bhp-capacity gas-fired engines. 

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

[bookmark: _Hlk138410551][bookmark: _Toc138411189][bookmark: _Toc138411331][bookmark: _Toc196305905][bookmark: _Toc233031456]Other Governmental Agencies and Programs with Jurisdiction
The proposed action would be located on agricultural 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.
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[bookmark: _Toc138411190][bookmark: _Toc138411332][bookmark: _Toc196305906][bookmark: _Toc233031457]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: _Toc233031458][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 NYDIG - Davidsen Atlas site would be co-located with an oil and gas well infrastructure site. The overall oil and gas facilities required approximately 9 acres (730 ft x 540 ft) of new land disturbance associated with groundwork and installation of the oil and gas infrastructure. The total disturbance associated with NYDIG’s permitted equipment would require less than 1000 ft2 of disturbance within the previously disturbed 9-acre site. The proposed NYDIG – Davidson Atlas project would occur on private land previously disturbed by oil and gas well infrastructure. Because the proposed site of operation is previously disturbed, no impacts to bedrock would be expected from construction activities associated with the proposed NYDIG project.

According to the USGS Soil Survey, the affected area consists primarily of agricultural and grazing lands with nearby dispersed and similar oil and gas operations. Soils in this area consist primarily of Havrelon, Trembles Fine Sandy and Ridgelawn Loams with a 0-6 percent slope. The soil here is well drained and depth to the water table is more than 80 inches. There is no prime farmland. The engines would rest on top of the ground and require minimal foundational support infrastructure with ground coverage less than <1000 ft2. 

[bookmark: _Hlk199946382][bookmark: _Hlk138413849]Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: 
The operation of heavy equipment to construct the facility will only last about a month. The impact to soil quality, stability, and moisture within the affected area during construction will be short-term and minor. The proposed project is small by industry standards (<1000 ft2) and the affected property is previously disturbed land, any expected adverse direct impacts from the facility would be short-term and minor. No beneficial direct impacts to the soil quality, stability and moisture would be expected because of the proposed project. 

[bookmark: _Hlk26521092]Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: Following construction of the proposed facility, no additional or new ground disturbing activities would be expected because of the proposed project. The proposed project would not be expected to cause or contribute to a violation of the applicable primary or secondary national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS). See permit analysis for more information regarding air quality impacts. 

Secondary NAAQS provide public welfare protection including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation and buildings. Any adverse direct impacts would be long-term and minor. No beneficial impacts would be expected because of the proposed action. 

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: Short-term cumulative impacts to soil stability, and moisture would be expected because NYDIG is installing and operating (8) new 2,500 bhp gas-fired engines on the site, but it is an existing agricultural area with oil and gas infrastructure nearby. Therefore any cumulative impacts would be minor and consistent with existing impacts in the affected area. 

2. [bookmark: _Toc63946618][bookmark: _Toc138411193][bookmark: _Toc138411335][bookmark: _Toc196305908][bookmark: _Toc233031459]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 project is approximately 1,350 feet (1/4th of a mile) from the Yellowstone River, riparian wetlands, and potential flood plains. Other properties near this proposed site serve the affected areas oil and gas industry as well as existing agricultural purposes. Regarding water use, the engines will be cooled using an antifreeze coolant system. The coolant is contained within the engine cooling system and is not discharged. No process water would be used for operations and no wastewater discharges would be associated with the engine cooling system.

Direct Impacts
[bookmark: _Hlk230341187]Proposed Action: A limited amount of water may be required to control fugitive dust emissions during construction activities. Water used to control fugitive dust would likely be sourced off-site and transported to the construction site or sourced from the nearby Yellowstone River. The proposed project would use a relatively small amount of water during construction, therefore any adverse impacts to water quantity or quality would be short-term and negligible. Further, NYDIG would be required to use reasonable precautions to control fugitive dust resulting from construction activities.; therefore, any direct impacts to water quality, quantity and distribution would be negligible because of the proposed project. 

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: Following construction of the proposed facility ongoing use of unpaved roads to access the proposed facility would be expected to generate minimal fugitive dust, which would be controlled, as necessary, by the use of water. The use of water for such purposes would be limited and as noted previously, the water would likely be sourced off-site and transported to the construction site or sourced from the nearby Yellowstone River. Any secondary impacts to water quality, quantity and distribution would be negligible.  

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: The proposed project would occur in an area with existing, similar oil and gas operations and agricultural lands. Existing oil and gas operations also require reasonable precautions for the control of fugitive dust from unpaved roads, other. Agricultural activities use water for growing crops or hay and watering livestock. Because the amount of water used at the proposed NYDIG site would be limited, any cumulative impacts to water quality, quantity and distribution would be negligible.  

3. [bookmark: _Toc196305909][bookmark: _Toc233031460]Air Quality
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Air Quality
[bookmark: _Hlk185236454]
Affected Environment
The air quality of the area around the proposed project is unclassifiable or in compliance with applicable National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). No significant point sources of air pollution are located in the area are affected by the proposed project. Existing sources of air pollution in the area are limited and generally include oil and gas facilities similar to the proposed project, fugitive dust associated with high wind events and exposed ground, vehicle travel on paved and unpaved roads (fugitive dust), vehicle exhaust emissions, and various agricultural practices (vehicle exhaust emissions and fugitive dust). 

The nearest Class I airshed is located east of the proposed project in western North Dakota. The North Unit of Theodore Roosevelt National Park is approximately 33 miles east-southeast of the proposed project. The South Unit of Theodore Roosevelt Park is approximately 60 miles south-southeast of the proposed project. 

Applicants are required to comply with all laws related 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 #5328-00 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. 

Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: Fugitive dust emissions resulting from construction of the proposed facility may adversely impact air quality. However, NYDIG must use reasonable precautions to limit fugitive dust generation during construction activities. Further, no air quality restrictions exist for the affected area, therefore, the proposed project would not be expected to cause or contribute to a NAAQS violation for particulate matter (fugitive dust) generated during construction. Any direct impacts would be short-term, negligible, consistent with existing impacts, and mitigated by implementation of enforceable, reasonable precautions for fugitive dust created by construction and associated vehicle traffic on unpaved roads.

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: The proposed project would use up to eight (8) 2,500 horsepower engines operating for up to 8,760 hours per year (continuous operation). The emission inventory, located in Section IV of the MAQP Analysis, is based on emission factors provided by the manufacturer of the engines, EPA’s AP42 Emissions Factors, and on limits deemed Best Available Control Technology (BACT), as required. Controlled emissions would not be expected to cause or contribute to a violation of the NAAQS. 

The proposed project would generate electricity to power a data center through the combustion of filed gas gathered from multiple well pads that would otherwise be flared from existing oil and gas facilities, thereby eliminating or limiting emission associated with flaring activities. Any beneficial impacts to air quality from eliminating or limiting the flaring of field gas would be long-term and minor.

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 the combustion of field gases, which are similar in composition to natural gas. This would result in the release of NOx, CO, SOx, VOC’s and particulate matter.

Emissions from the proposed project would use BACT and would not be expected to cause or contribute to a violation of the health and welfare-based primary and secondary NAAQS. Primary NAAQS provide public health protection, including protecting the health of "sensitive" populations such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly. Secondary NAAQS provide 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. 

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: Cumulative impacts from the operation of the facility are restricted by the conditions and limits within the MAQP; therefore, any expected air quality impacts would be minor. The Richland County area also has other stationary sources, many of which are similar power generators for data centers and associated oil and gas operations, and all contribute to the overall air quality in Richland County, Montana. 

The cumulative impact of the proposed project with consideration for other permitted, similar operations near the affected area would not be expected to cause or contribute to a NAAQS violation.  Impacts from the proposed action are limited by enforceable conditions and limits within the MAQP, including, but not limited to BACT. There are other oil and gas operations throughout the same township and range including one within approximately 1,700 feet to the west of this location, the nearest NYDIG facility is approximately 7.25 miles northwest of this location. These other sites contribute to the release of regulated air pollutants vented directly to the atmosphere, through combustion in flares, and combustion from engines.. Because emissions from the proposed project, and other similar or related projects located in the affected area are regulated, any adverse cumulative impacts to air quality would be minor. Further, the proposed project would generate electricity to power a data center through the combustion of field gas from multiple well pads that would otherwise be flared from existing oil and gas, thereby limiting emission associated with flaring activities. Any beneficial cumulative impacts to air quality from eliminating or limiting the flaring field gas would be long term and minor. 

4. [bookmark: _Toc63946620][bookmark: _Toc138411195][bookmark: _Toc138411337][bookmark: _Toc196305910][bookmark: _Toc233031461]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 affected area consists primarily of agricultural and grazing lands with nearby, dispersed oil and gas operations. A report was generated from the Montana Natural Heritage Program (MTNHP) webpage with a file download performed on April 27, 2026. The polygon selected was the immediate area surrounding the proposed site. 

Vegetation in the affected area is primarily rangeland grasses but also includes the species of concern identified in the table below. According to a MTNHP data search for vascular plants, there are seven species of concern (SOC) and one potential species of concern (PSOC). See table below. 

	Common Name
	Scientific Name
	MT Status
	Habitat

	Four-wing Saltbush
	Atriplex canescens
	PSOC
	Sagebrush steppe and saline soils of badlands

	Dwarf woolly-heads
	Psilocarphus brevissimus
	SOC
	Wetland/Riparian

	Smooth Goosefoot
	Chenopodium subglabrum
	SOC
	Sandy sites

	Long-sheath Waterweed
	Elodea bifoliata
	SOC
	Wetland/Riparian (Shallow water)

	Schweinitz's Flatsedge
	Cyperus schweinitzii
	SOC
	Sandy sites

	Crawe's Sedge
	Carex crawei
	SOC
	Wetland/Riparian

	Platte Cinquefoil
	Potentilla plattensis
	SOC
	Grasslands/Sagebrush (Mesic)

	Slim-pod Venus'-looking-glass
	Triodanis leptocarpa
	SOC
	Grasslands



Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: Construction of the proposed NYDIG facility would require less than 1000 ft2 of land disturbance associated with groundwork and installation of the proposed facility and an estimated one month of construction. The proposed project would be co-located on private land with an oil and gas infrastructure site that is currently under construction and regulated by the Montana Board of Oil and Gas Conservation. The proposed NYDIG operations would not require any new land disturbance beyond that realized by construction of the co-located oil and gas infrastructure site. Therefore, no land would be displaced because of the proposed NYDIG project. Any plant species located within the affected area may be eliminated or otherwise adversely impacted by construction activities. This disturbance would occur on private land previously disturbed by agricultural and grazing operations.  Therefore, any adverse direct impacts from construction activities would be short- and long-term, limited by the size of the proposed facility, and consistent with existing impacts from similar oil and gas operations and agricultural and grazing disturbances near the affected area. 

Construction and operation of the proposed facility may result in the propagation of noxious weeds. However, NYDIG would be expected to manage and control noxious weeds in the affected area as required by the Richland County Weed Board. Therefore, any adverse secondary impacts associated with noxious weeds would be long-term and minor as noxious weeds are mitigated through control activities. No beneficial secondary impacts are expected because of the proposed project. 

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: Emissions from the proposed project would not be expected to cause or contribute to a violation of the secondary NAAQS. Secondary NAAQS provide 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 direct impacts would be minor in the short and long term. No beneficial direct impacts would be expected because of the proposed project. Therefore, any adverse direct impacts associated with the proposed project would be short- and long term, consistent with existing impacts and minor. 

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: The proposed project would be constructed and operated on a relatively small parcel of private land in an area with existing, similar oil and gas operations and agricultural lands. Therefore, any impacts to existing vegetation cover, quantity and quality would be long-term, consistent with existing impacts, and minor.

5. [bookmark: _Toc63946621][bookmark: _Toc138411196][bookmark: _Toc138411338][bookmark: _Toc196305911][bookmark: _Toc233031462]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 affected area consists primarily of agricultural and grazing lands with nearby, dispersed oil and gas operations. The site is approximately 1/3 of a mile north of the Yellowstone River. The affected area includes habitat for terrestrial, avian and aquatic species of concern, potential species of concern, and a special status species, as identified through a MTNHP query summarized in the table below. 

	Species Group
	Common Name
	Scientific Name
	MT Status
	Habitat

	Birds
	Black-billed Cuckoo
	Coccyzus erythropthalmus
	SOC
	Riparian forest

	Birds
	Bald Eagle
	Haliaeetus leucocephalus
	SSS
	Riparian forest

	Birds
	Whooping Crane
	Grus americana
	SOC
	Wetlands

	Birds
	Least Tern
	Sternula antillarum
	SOC
	Large prairie rivers

	Birds
	Great Blue Heron
	Ardea herodias
	SOC
	Riparian forest

	Birds
	Sharp-tailed Grouse
	Tympanuchus phasianellus
	SOC
	Shrub grassland

	Birds
	American White Pelican
	Pelecanus erythrorhynchos
	SOC
	Lakes, ponds, reservoirs

	Birds
	Ovenbird
	Seiurus aurocapilla
	PSOC
	Deciduous forest

	Birds
	Franklin's Gull
	Leucophaeus pipixcan
	SOC
	Wetlands

	Fish
	Blue Sucker
	Cycleptus elongatus
	SOC
	Large prairie rivers

	Fish
	Paddlefish
	Polyodon spathula
	PSOC
	Large prairie rivers

	Fish
	Pallid Sturgeon
	Scaphirhynchus albus
	SOC
	Large prairie rivers

	Fish
	Sauger
	Sander canadensis
	SOC
	Large prairie rivers

	Fish
	Shortnose Gar
	Lepisosteus platostomus
	SOC
	Large prairie rivers

	Fish
	Sicklefin Chub
	Macrhybopsis meeki
	SOC
	Large prairie rivers

	Fish
	Sturgeon Chub
	Macrhybopsis gelida
	SOC
	Large prairie rivers

	Fish
	Iowa Darter
	Etheostoma exile
	SOC
	Small prairie rivers

	Fish
	Northern Redbelly Dace
	Chrosomus eos
	SOC
	Small prairie rivers

	Fish
	Burbot
	Lota lota
	PSOC
	Large rivers, lakes

	Fish
	Creek Chub
	Semotilus atromaculatus
	PSOC
	Small prairie rivers

	Mammals
	Eastern Red Bat
	Lasiurus borealis
	SOC
	Riparian forest

	Mammals
	Silver-haired Bat
	Lasionycteris noctivagans
	SOC
	Riparian and forest

	Reptiles
	North American Snapping Turtle
	Chelydra serpentina
	SOC
	Prairie rivers and streams

	Reptiles
	Spiny Softshell
	Apalone spinifera
	SOC
	Prairie rivers and larger streams



Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: Construction of the proposed facility would require land disturbance associated with groundwork and the installation of equipment.  Less than 1000 ft2 of ground disturbance would be expected because of the proposed project and construction would be expected to last up to one month. This disturbance would occur on private land currently co-located with oil and gas infrastructure. Therefore, any species of concern, potential species of concern, and a special status species identified in the MNTHP reports that may be located on or near the proposed site would likely be displaced and relocate to nearby similar habitats. Therefore, any impacts would be short- and long-term, consistent with existing impacts and minor. 

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: The affected area consists of primarily of agricultural and grazing lands with nearby, dispersed oil and gas operations. Any species displaced by facility operations would be expected to relocate to similar nearby habitats.  Further, the proposed project would not be expected to violate the secondary NAAQS, which provides public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation, and building. Any adverse secondary impacts would be long-term and minor. No beneficial secondary impacts would be expected because of the proposed project. 

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: The landscape surrounding the affected site is disturbed by co-located oil and gas infrastructure. Therefore, because the proposed project is consistent with existing regulated and non-regulated oil and gas operations in the affected area, any cumulative impacts would be long-term, consistent with existing impacts and minor.  

6. [bookmark: _Toc233031463]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 
DEQ conducted a search using the MTNHP webpage and downloaded a report on April 27, 2026, with a polygon search including the immediate surrounding area of the proposed site. 

The species of concern identified in the MTNHP report have been identified in section 4 and 5 of this report. This area is a part of the Whooping Crane migratory flight area. 

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

An inquiry with the Montana Cultural Resource Database under the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) highlighted no unique, endangered, fragile or limited environmental resources. Therefore, it is not anticipated that this project would cause a shift in any unique quality of the area.

Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: The Sage Grouse Habitat Conservation Program has stated that the proposed project would not occur in the core, general or connectivity sage group habitat. Therefore, impacts from construction and associated ground disturbance and habitat impacts to sage grouse would not be expected because of the proposed project. Noted species of concern, potential species of concern, and a special status species identified by the MTNHP report mostly include species inhabiting riparian or aquatic habitats adjacent but not directly on the project area. Therefore, the identified species would not be expected to occupy the site and any that may occupy the sight would be expected to relocate to similar nearby habitats. Therefore, any impacts would be short- and long-term, consistent with existing impacts and minor.

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: According to the MTNHP, there are several species of concern, potential species of concern, and a special status species located within the affected area. Operation of the proposed facility would require less than 1000 ft2 of ground co-located with oil and gas infrastructure. Following construction of the proposed facility no additional ground disturbance would be expected because of the proposed project. Further, emissions from the proposed project would not be expected to cause or contribute to a violation of the health and welfare-based primary and secondary NAAQS. Secondary NAAQS provide public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation and buildings. Therefore, any secondary impacts would be long-term, consistent with existing impacts and minor. 

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: The landscape surrounding the affected site is previously disturbed by co-located oil and gas infrastructure. Therefore, because the proposed project is consistent with existing regulated and non-regulated oil and gas operations in the affected area, any cumulative impacts would be long-term, consistent with existing impacts and minor. 

7. [bookmark: _Toc196305912][bookmark: _Toc233031464][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 
[bookmark: _Hlk229392134]According to the State Historical Preservation Office (SHPO) report dating from April 28, 2026, the proposed site is classified as a Class III Cultural Resource in Richland County as determined on July 15, 2013. Class III Resource Inventories are completed by a certified archeologist for the secretary of the interior (SOI) and reviewed by the lead agency and SHPO. According to the SHPO database there are three historical sites at this location a historic railroad, pipeline and road. Both the historic railroad and pipeline are eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places whereas the road is ineligible for listing. 

This proposed project would be located on land that is currently co-located with oil and gas infrastructure. Further, the land surrounding the site includes dispersed oil and gas operations like the proposed project. The proposed project would be expected to disturb approximately 1000 ft2 of ground. 

SHPO Report
	Site #
	Twp
	Rng
	Sec
	Qs
	Site Type
	Time Period
	Owner
	NR Status

	24RL0230
	24N
	60E
	30
	Comb
	Historic Railroad
	Historic More Than One Decade
	Private
	Eligible

	24RL0321
	24N
	60E
	30
	Comb
	Historic Pipeline
	1920-1930
	Combination
	Eligible

	24RLO699
	24N
	60E
	30
	comb
	Historic Road
	Historic More Than One Decade
	Private
	Ineligible



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

Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: According to SHPO, there are three (3) previously recorded historiological or archeological sites identified within the search area, but not necessarily within the proposed project site. If any historic structures over fifty years old exist directly within the Area of Potential Effect, SHPO recommends that they be recorded, and a determination of their eligibility be made prior to any disturbance taking place. If any historic structures are recorded on the proposed site NYDIG would be expected to seek a determination of listing on National Register of Historic Places from SHPO. Therefore, no direct impacts from construction activities would be expected because of the proposed project. 

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: Following construction of the proposed facility, no additional ground disturbance would be expected because of the proposed project.  Emissions from the proposed project would not be expected to cause or contribute to a violation of the primary or secondary NAAQS. Secondary NAAQS are designed to protect public welfare including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation and buildings. Therefore, any impacts to existing historic structures that may be located near the affected site would be long-term, consistent with impacts from existing, dispersed oil and gas operations in the area and negligible. 

Cumulative Impacts
[bookmark: _Hlk230774559]Proposed Action: The landscape surrounding the affected site is previously disturbed by co-located oil and gas infrastructure. Therefore, because the proposed project is consistent with existing regulated and non-regulated oil and gas operations in the affected area, any cumulative impacts would be long-term, consistent with existing impacts and negligible.  

8. [bookmark: _Toc233031465]Aesthetics
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Aesthetics

Affected Environment
The affected area consists primarily of agricultural and grazing lands with nearby, dispersed oil and gas operations. 

Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: The proposed project would impact visual and auditory aesthetics in the affected area. Construction of the proposed facility would require less than 1000 ft2 of ground disturbance associated with groundwork and installation of the proposed facility. Construction would be expected to last approximately one month. This disturbance would occur on private land previously disturbed by co-located oil and gas infrastructure. Therefore, because the proposed project is consistent with existing regulated and non-regulated oil and gas operations in the affected area, any cumulative impacts from construction of the proposed facility would be short- and long-term, consistent with existing impacts and negligible. 

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: The proposed project would impact visual and auditory aesthetics in the affected area. The proposed facility would require less than 1000 ft2 of disturbance associated with groundwork and installation of the proposed action. This disturbance would occur on private land co-located with new oil and gas infrastructure. Using accepted methods, DEQ has estimated potential noise impacts from the proposed facility, the anticipated engine noise at distance of 400 ft (122 m), i.e. the location of the closest building structure, would be approximately 66 db, which is approximately the volume of an office conversation or shower. At a distance of 2100 ft (640 m), i.e., the location of the closest nearby confirmed residence, engine noise would be less than 50 db, well below the volume of normal conversation at 3 feet.  Furthermore, the proposed engines would be enclosed, and each engine would be equipped with an exhaust silencer thereby further reducing noise emissions from the proposed facility operations. Therefore, because the proposed project is consistent with existing regulated and non-regulated oil and gas operations in the affected area, any secondary impacts would be short- and long-term, consistent with existing impacts and negligible. No beneficial secondary impacts would be expected because of the proposed project. 

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: The proposed project would impact visual and auditory aesthetics in the affected area. The proposed project would occur on private land previously disturbed by co-located oil and gas infrastructure.  Therefore, because the proposed project is consistent with existing oil and gas operations in the affected area, any cumulative impacts from the proposed facility would be short- and long-term, consistent with existing impacts and negligible. No beneficial cumulative impacts would be expected because of the proposed project.  

9. [bookmark: _Toc63946626][bookmark: _Toc138411200][bookmark: _Toc138411342][bookmark: _Toc196305913][bookmark: _Toc233031466]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 project is small by industrial standards and is located in an area primarily of agricultural and grazing lands with nearby dispersed oil and gas operations. Fossil fuel use would be limited to the burning of field gas. 

Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: Some direct impacts to land, water and air would be expected because of the proposed project, as identified by the corresponding impacts analysis above. Construction of the proposed facility would involve limited operation of heavy equipment, and the combustion of fossil fuels would be required for the operation of such equipment. Any adverse direct impacts related to construction would be short-term and negligible. No beneficial direct impacts would be expected because of the proposed project.

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: Some secondary impacts to land, water, and air would be expected because of the proposed project, as identified by the corresponding impacts analysis as highlighted in previous sections. Further, the proposed project would generate electricity to power a data center through the combustion of field gas gathered from multiple well pads that would otherwise be flared from an existing oil and gas facility. All power necessary for the proposed NYDIG operations would be generated onsite. Further, no power transmission infrastructure is proposed as part of the project, as all energy produced on-site would be used on site, with no electricity supplied to or by the electrical grid. Therefore, no impacts to electric rates in the affected area would be expected because of the proposed project.

Therefore, any adverse secondary impacts to energy resources would be long-term, negligible and mitigated by the use of available field gas to power operations. Any secondary impacts associated with the use of field gas that would otherwise be flared, would be long term, minor and beneficial. 

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: Minor cumulative impacts on environmental resources of land, water, air or energy are anticipated as a result of permitting this action. The number of oil and gas operations within Richland County contributes to vehicle traffic, inspections by various agencies, and employees for many sites. Collectively the large number of sites in the area would have minor cumulative impacts to land, water, air and energy.

10. [bookmark: _Toc233031467]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 project is small by industrial standards and is located in an area primarily of agricultural and grazing lands with nearby dispersed oil and gas operations.

Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: Fugitive dust emissions resulting from construction of the proposed facility may adversely impact air quality in affected area. However, NYDIG must use reasonable precautions to limit fugitive dust generated from construction activities; therefore, the proposed project would not be expected to cause or contribute to a violation of the applicable NAAQS for particulate matter (fugitive dust). See permit analysis for more detailed information regarding air quality impacts. Secondary NAAQS provides public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation and building. Therefore, any adverse direct impacts to other environmental resources would be short-term and minor. No beneficial direct impacts would be expected because of the proposed project. 

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: Proposed operations would not be expected to cause or contribute to a violation of the public welfare-based Secondary NAAQS. See permit analysis for more detailed information regarding air quality impacts. Secondary NAAQS provides public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation and building. Therefore, any adverse direct impacts to other environmental resources would be short-term and minor. No beneficial direct impacts would be expected because of the proposed project. 

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: No other environmental resources, beyond the resource areas already covered within the EA would result in any known additional cumulative impacts. 

11. [bookmark: _Toc196305914][bookmark: _Toc233031468][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 engines proposed must meet the permit conditions and limits included in MAQP #5357-00. Personnel physical hazards would be present for high temperatures and noise specific to the engines. 

The applicant would be required to adhere to all applicable state and federal safety laws. 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.  

[bookmark: _Hlk177464048]Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: Construction activities involve the potential for adverse direct impacts to human health and safety. However, construction activities are subject to OSHA standards which are designed to be protective of human health and safety. 

Also, fugitive dust emissions resulting from construction of the proposed facility may adversely impact air quality in the affected area. However, NYDIG must use reasonable precautions to limit the fugitive dust generated from construction activities; therefore, the proposed project would not be expected to cause or contribute to a violation of the applicable NAAQS for particulate matter (fugitive dust). See permit analysis for more detailed information regarding air quality impacts. Primary NAAQS provide health protection, including protecting the health of “sensitive” populations such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly. Therefore, any adverse direct impacts to human health and safety would be short-term and negligible to minor. 

The engines would be permitted to operate 8,760 hours per year. Because the engines are within a rural, private land parcel, any noise disturbance would be limited to the few area residents that may be in the area as well as oil and gas production workers. The nearest building is 400 ft to the south. Montana Cadastral has noted this property type is vacant. The nearest residence is approximately 2,100 ft (0.4 mi) to the northwest of the proposed site. Other industrial buildings may exist at nearby oil and gas well operations, but these do not appear to be permanently occupied. 

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: Operation of the proposed facility would be subject to OHSA standards. OHSA standards are designed to be protective of human health and safety. Additionally, the operation of the proposed engines would emit regulated air pollutants. However, emissions from the proposed project would be limited based on BACT and thus would not be expected to cause or contribute to a violation of the human health based Primary NAAQS. See permit analysis for more information regarding air quality impacts. Primary NAAQS provide health protection, including protecting the health of “sensitive” populations such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly. Therefore, any adverse secondary impacts to human health and safety would be short-term and negligible to minor. No beneficial secondary impacts would be expected because of this proposed project. 

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: No cumulative impacts to human health and safety are anticipated as a result of this proposed permitting action because the emissions as described in Section IV of the Permit Analysis would be considered small by industrial standards. 

12. [bookmark: _Toc233031469]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 affected area consists primarily of agricultural and grazing lands with nearby, dispersed oil and gas operations. 

Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: The proposed project would be co-located with an oil and gas infrastructure site and would not require any new land disturbance beyond that realized by construction of the co-located oil and gas infrastructure site. Therefore, no agricultural land would be displaced because of the proposed NYDIG project. However, the proposed project is small by industrial standards, i.e., <1000 ft2, and the area surrounding the affected site would remain suitable for ongoing agricultural and industrial activities and production.

Therefore, any adverse direct impacts to agricultural activities and production would be short-term, consistent with existing impacts, and negligible to minor. Further, industrial activities and production in the affected area would increase due to the construction of the affected site. However, the scope of the proposed operation is relatively small by industrial standards. Therefore, any direct impacts on industrial activities and production in the affected area would be short-term, minor and beneficial. No impacts to the commercial activities or production are anticipated because of the proposed project. 

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: The proposed project would be co-located with an oil and gas infrastructure site and would not require any new land disturbance beyond that realized by construction of the co-located oil and gas infrastructure site. Therefore, no agricultural land would be displaced because of the proposed NYDIG project. Further, the proposed project is small by industrial standards (<1000 ft2) and the area surrounding the affected site would remain suitable for ongoing agricultural and industrial activities and production. Industrial activities and production in the affected area would increase because of the proposed project. Therefore, any secondary impacts to industrial activities and production would be long-term, minor and beneficial. No adverse impacts would be expected because of the proposed project. 

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: Once the site is operational, it would be one of many oil and gas industrial sites in the area. Cumulatively, these operations provide an important industrial base to the area. These impacts would be long-term and beneficial. Cumulative impacts on agricultural activities would be long term due to disturbance, but negligible to minor due to the small footprint (<1000 ft2) located within a previously disturbed, co-located oil and gas well infrastructure site. 

13. [bookmark: _Toc233031470]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
There are already existing staff and resources employed by NYDIG in the area, and these resources would be used to operate this facility as well. 

The applicant would be required to adhere to all applicable state and federal safety laws. Further, 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
Proposed Action: NYDIG would use existing staff or contracted services to construct the proposed facility. Therefore, any direct impacts to the quantity and distribution of employment in the affected area would be short-term, negligible and beneficial. No adverse direct impacts would be expected because of the proposed project.

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: NYDIG would use existing staff or contracted services to construct the proposed facility. Therefore, any direct impacts to the quantity and distribution of employment in the affected area would be short-term, negligible and beneficial. No adverse secondary impacts would be expected because of the proposed project.

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: No cumulative impact is expected for long-term employment from the proposed action because the new facility would not be expected to create any new permanent jobs.

14. [bookmark: _Toc233031471]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 project would be small by industrial standards and the amount of time and resources necessary to accommodate construction of the proposed facility would be relatively limited. 

Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: Construction of the proposed facility may increase local sales of goods and services. Any direct impacts to the local and state tax base and tax revenues would be long-term, negligible to minor and beneficial. No adverse direct impacts would be expected because of the proposed project. 

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: Local, state and federal governments would be responsible for appraising the property, setting the tax rates, collecting the taxes from companies, employees, or landowners benefiting from the proposed operation. Further, NYDIG would be responsible for accommodation of any increased taxes associated with the 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
Proposed Action: Long-term, beneficial and negligible to minor impacts to local and state tax base and tax revenues are anticipated from this permitting action due to the size of this project.

15. [bookmark: _Toc233031472]Demand for Government Services
This section includes the following resource areas, as required in ARM 17.4.609: Impacts on Demands for Government Services

Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: 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
Proposed Action: Following construction of the proposed facility, initial and 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 this proposed project. 

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: Minor cumulative impacts are anticipated on government services with the proposed action and a minimal increase in impact would occur, but regulators would likely combine visits to cover regulatory oversight needs.

16. [bookmark: _Toc233031473]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
DEQ has reviewed the Richland County website and found no locally adopted environmental plans and goals for the area. 

Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: No locally adopted environmental plans beyond the Richland County Noxious Weed Control plans were identified. Therefore, no direct impacts would be expected because of this proposed project. 

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: No locally adopted environmental plans and goals were identified. Therefore, no secondary impacts would be expected because of this proposed project.

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: No locally adopted environmental plans and goals were identified. Therefore, no cumulative impacts would be expected because of this proposed project.

17. [bookmark: _Toc233031474]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 affected area consists primarily of agricultural and grazing lands with nearby, dispersed oil and gas operations. There is a parcel of the State of Montana land directly south of this location on the banks of the Yellowstone River. Access to this land is approximately 1 mile to the east and will not be impeded by this construction. 

Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: There are no direct impacts to the access and quality of recreational and wilderness activities as a result of the construction and project operations. 

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: There are no secondary impacts to the access and quality of recreational and wilderness activities as a result of the construction and project operations. 

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: No cumulative impacts to the access and quality of recreational and wilderness activities are anticipated as a result of the proposed permitting for the construction of operations of this project due to size and scale of this project.

18. [bookmark: _Toc233031475]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 affected area consists primarily of agricultural and grazing lands with nearby, dispersed oil and gas operations. 

Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: NYDIG would employ existing staff and/or contracted services to construct the facility, and the proposed project would not be expected to otherwise result in an increase or decrease in the local population. Therefore, no direct impacts to density and distribution of population and housing would be expected because of the proposed project. 

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: NYDIG would employ existing staff and/or contracted services 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
Proposed Action: No cumulative impacts to density and distribution of population and housing are anticipated as a result of the proposed permitting. Therea are no impacts and distribution of population and housing. 

19. [bookmark: _Toc233031476]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
DEQ is not aware of any Native American cultural concerns that would be affected by the proposed activity. Based on the information by the Applicant, it is not anticipated that this project would disrupt traditional lifestyles or communities.

The existing nature of the area is affected by the proposed project is both agricultural and industrial based on the large number oil and gas wells and agriculture in Richland County. 

Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: 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 more of the affected population would be expected because of the proposed project. 

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: No secondary impacts to the existing social structures and mores to the affected population are expected as a result of this project. This project will be located in primarily agricultural and industrial (gas and oil well) land use. 

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: No cumulative impacts to the existing social structures and mores to the affected population are expected as a result of this project. This project will be located in primarily agricultural and industrial (gas and oil well) land use.

20. [bookmark: _Toc233031477]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 existing nature of the area affected by the proposed project is agricultural and industrial (oil and gas). It is not anticipated that this project would cause a shift in some unique quality of the area. 

Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: NYDIG would employ existing staff and/or contracted services familiar with mixed use agricultural and industrial (oil and gas) to construct the facility. Therefore, no direct impacts to cultural uniqueness and diversity would be expected because of the proposed project. 

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: NYDIG would employ existing staff and/or contracted services familiar with mixed use agricultural and industrial (oil and gas) to construct the facility. Therefore, no secondary impacts to cultural uniqueness and diversity would be expected because of the proposed project. 

Cumulative Impacts
Proposed Action: No cumulative impacts to cultural uniqueness and diversity would be expected because of the proposed project. NYDIG would employ existing staff and/or contracted services to construct the facility, and the proposed project would not be expected to otherwise result in an increase or decrease in the local population. 

21. [bookmark: _Toc63946638][bookmark: _Toc138411212][bookmark: _Toc138411354][bookmark: _Toc196305917][bookmark: _Toc233031478]Private Property Impacts
The proposed project would take place on private land owned by the applicant. DEQ’s approval of MAQP #5357-00 permit would affect the applicant’s real property. DEQ has determined, however, that the permit conditions are reasonably necessary to ensure compliance with the applicable requirements under the Montana Clean Air Act. Therefore, DEQ’s approval of MAQP #5357-00 permit would not have private property-taking or damaging implications.

As required by 2-10-105, MCA, DEQ conducted the following private property taking and damaging assessment. 

	YES
	NO
	

	X
	
	1. Does the action pertain to land or water management or environmental regulation affecting private real property or water rights?

	
	X
	2. Does the action result in either a permanent or indefinite physical occupation of private property

	
	X
	3. Does the action deny a fundamental attribute of ownership (ex: right to exclude others, disposal of property?

	
	X
	4. Does the action deprive the owner of all economically viable uses of the property?

	
	X
	5. Does the action require a property owner to dedicate a portion of property to grant an easement?

	
	X
	6. Does the action have a severe impact on the value of the property? (consider economic impact, investment-backed expectations, character of government action)

	
	X
	7. Does the action damage the property by causing some physical disturbance with respect to the property in excess of that sustained by the public generally?

	
	X
	7a.  Is the impact of government action direct, peculiar, and significant?

	
	X
	7b.  Has the government action resulting in the property becoming practically inaccessible, waterlogged or flooded?

	
	X
	7c.  Has government action lowered property values by more than 30% and necessitated the physical taking of adject property or property across a public way from the property in question? 

	
	
	Taking or damaging implications? (Taking or damaging implications exist if YES is checked in response to question 1 and also to any one or more of the following questions: 2,3,4,6,7a, 7b, 7c.



22. [bookmark: _Toc233031479]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

Direct Impacts
Proposed Action: 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 future direct impacts would be expected because of the proposed project. 

Secondary Impacts
Proposed Action: The proposed project would generate electricity to power a data center through the combustion of field gas gather from multiple well pads that would otherwise be flared from an existing oil and gas facility, thereby eliminating or limiting emissions associated with uncontrolled field gas flaring activities. Further, the proposed operation would limit or eliminate the economic expenditure necessary to operate the affected engines (i.e. fuel purchases). Any impacts to air quality from eliminating or limiting the flaring of field gas would be long-term, minor, and beneficial. Any impacts from limiting or eliminating economic expenditures to accommodate engine operations would be long-term, minor to moderate, and beneficial. 

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
Proposed Action: No cumulative impacts to any other appreciate social and economic circumstances are anticipated because no direct and secondary impacts were identified. The proposed project would take place on private land. DEQ has determined that the permit conditions are reasonably necessary to ensure compliance with applicable requirements under the Montana Clean Air Act. Therefore, DEQ’s approval of MAQP#5357-00 would not have private property-taking or damaging implications. 

23. [bookmark: _Toc196305918][bookmark: _Toc233031480]Greenhouse Gas Assessment
The proposed project is for the installation of up to eight (8) 2,500 bhp natural gas fired generator engines. The analysis area for this resource is limited to the activities regulated by the issuance of MAQP #5357-00 which is the operation of up to eight (8) 2,500 bhp natural gas fired generator engines. The greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions were calculated from the manufacturers technical data sheet based on the heat value of natural gas in million British thermal units (MMBtu) and 8,760 hours per year (hr/yr) of operation. 

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 diesel fuel 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). 
 
DEQ has calculated GHG emissions using the EPA Simplified GHG Calculator version May 2023, for the purpose of totaling GHG emissions. This tool totals carbon dioxide (CO2), nitrous oxide (N2O), and methane (CH4) and reports the total as CO2 equivalent (CO2e) in metric tons CO2e. 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. DEQ instead calculates potential GHG emissions and provides a narrative description of GHG impacts. This approach is consistent with Montana Supreme Court case law and the agency’s discussion of other impacts in this EA. See Belk v. Mont. DEQ, 2022 MT 38, ¶ 29. 

Direct Impacts
Operation of eight (8) 2,500 bhp natural gas-fueled vehicles throughout the life of the proposed project would produce exhaust fumes containing GHGs.

Applicant estimates that between approximately 171,122 to 1,368,978 million standard cubic feet (MMscf) of natural gas would be utilized per year based on the number of operational generator engines and fuel consumed per hour (13,023 scf/hr) To account for variability due to the factors described above, DEQ has calculated the emissions using the maximum value of the Applicant’s estimate, eight (8) engines using operating for 8760 hr/year with a fuel use of 13,023 scf/hr for each engine and a heat value of 1500 Btu/scf. Using the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) simplified GHG Emissions Calculator for mobile sources, a maximum potential of approximately 72,712 metric tons of CO2e could be produced per year of operation. 

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). 

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 51.04 million metric tons of CO2e based on the EPA SIT for the year 2022. This project may contribute up to 72,712 metric tons per year of CO2e. The estimated emission of 72,712 metric tons of CO2e from this project would contribute 0.142% 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 contribute the same as the Proposed Action Alternative of GHG emissions because the end result for the well gas is to be flared. The current land use of the area is a mix of agricultural and grazing with dispersed oil and gas well sites. 

[bookmark: _Toc196305919][bookmark: _Toc233031481]Description of Alternatives
No Action Alternative: In addition to the proposed action, DEQ must also consider a "no action" alternative. The "no action" alternative would deny the approval of MAQP #5357-00. 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 other alternatives were considered.

[bookmark: _Toc196305920][bookmark: _Toc233031482]Consultation
[bookmark: _Toc138411217][bookmark: _Toc138411359][bookmark: _Toc138412044][bookmark: _Toc138413375]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:
[bookmark: _Toc138411218][bookmark: _Toc138411360][bookmark: _Toc138412045][bookmark: _Toc138413376][bookmark: _Toc63946645][bookmark: _Toc138411219][bookmark: _Toc138411361]RICHLAND COUNTY MONTANA - Home 

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

MAQP #5357-00 Application, EPA State Inventory Tool, EPA GHG Calculator Tool, State Historical Preservation Office, USDA Soil Survey, FEMA Flood Maps, Montana Cadastral 

[bookmark: _Toc196305921][bookmark: _Toc233031483]Public Involvement
[bookmark: _Toc196305922]The public comment for this permit action is from May 29, 2026, through June 15, 2026. Public comments may be submitted to DEQ through the DEQ website, email, written letter, or in person. NYDIG has publicly notified their intent to submit the application in the Sidney Herald on April 25th, 2026.
[bookmark: _Toc233031484]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: _Toc233031485]Conclusions and Findings

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

No significant adverse impacts would be expected because of the proposed project. As noted thought 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 would result in the construction and operation of up to eight (8) 2,500 brake-horsepower engines.

The applicant proposed to combust field gas that would otherwise be flared to generate electricity at the site as explained in the MAQP #5357-00 to power data centers. The site would be permitted to operate the engines 8,760 hours per calendar year using BACT derived emissions factors and control technology for the control of emissions from the proposed operations. 

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 activities proposed by the applicant would have growth-inducing or growth inhibiting aspects, or contributions to cumulative impacts. The proposed site does not appear to contain known or unique fragile resources. 

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 negligible impacts to view-shed aesthetics as the engines would be visible to a very few residents. Employees at the operation and at nearby oil and gas operations would see and hear the engine operations when in the immediate area of the site. 

Demands on environmental resources of land, water, air or energy would be significant. When the off-gas rates from oil and gas wells decline, the engines would no longer be needed, and they would likely be moved to more productive wells.

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 MAQP #5357-00 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. In the applicant submits another modification or proposes to amend the permit, DEQ is not committed to issuing those revisions. 

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 considerations of the criteria set forth in ARM 17.4.608

DEQ would conduct an environmental review, or any subsequent permit modification sought by the applicants pursuant to MEPA. DEQ would make a permitting decision based on the criteria set forth in in the Clean Air Act of Montana.

Finally, DEQ does not believe that 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 consideration criteria set forth in ARM 17.4.608 no significant adverse impacts to the affected human environments 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.
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[bookmark: _Toc196305926][bookmark: _Toc200374132][bookmark: _Toc233031488][bookmark: _Hlk232740664]Comment Summary and Responses to Substantive Comments 

	Person/Group Commenting
	Comment
	DEQ Response

	Affected Public
	Please no data center in Richland County, not like we’re a Bit-Coin hot bed, we don’t need our rates to go up for the benefit of coin players and I’m pretty sure they will, put thre center in the back yard of you ever is going to make all the money from this operation, it’s sure not people from here
	Thank you for your comment. According to ARM 17.8.749, Conditions for Issuance or Denial of Permit, DEQ is obligated to issue a permit for a new or modified facility or emitting unit if the applicant demonstrates that the facility or emitting unit can be expected to operate in compliance with the Clean Air Act of Montana and rules adopted under that Act, the Federal Clean Air Act and rules promulgated under that Act, and that it will not cause or contribute to a violation of any applicable ambient air quality standard. Because NYDIG has demonstrated the proposed facility is expected to comply with the Act(s) and would not be expected to violate any air quality standards, DEQ is obligated to issue the permit.

[bookmark: _Hlk233023912]Further, according to NYDIG, the proposed project would be co-located with an oil and gas infrastructure site owned and operated by a separate entity and regulated by the Montana Board of Oil and Gas. Sections 1, and 3 through 9 of the final decision on the EA have been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.  All power necessary for the proposed NYDIG operations would be generated onsite by gas-fired generator engines. The engines would combust field gas collected from the oil and gas infrastructure that would otherwise be flared, thereby reducing emissions associated with flaring. Further, no power transmission infrastructure is proposed as part of the project, as all energy produced on-site would be used on site, with no electricity supplied to or by the electrical grid. Therefore, no impacts to electric rates in the affected area would be expected because of the proposed project. Section 9 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

	Affected Public
	As a resident of Richland County and Sidney, I absolutely oppose any data center, for any purpose (bitcoin mining or other) in our county. There are too many unknowns and too many known negative impacts of data centers as evidenced throughout our nation already. It is great to hear that the “unwanted” gas can be harvested to be used for energy production. Now demand oil companies capture it and do that. To be clear, NO data center in Richland County.
	Thank you for your comment. According to ARM 17.8.749, Conditions for Issuance or Denial of Permit, DEQ is obligated to issue a permit for a new or modified facility or emitting unit if the applicant demonstrates that the facility or emitting unit can be expected to operate in compliance with the Clean Air Act of Montana and rules adopted under that Act, the Federal Clean Air Act and rules promulgated under that Act, and that it will not cause or contribute to a violation of any applicable ambient air quality standard. As proposed and permitted, the facility would be expected to comply with all applicable air quality standards. The applicable primary national ambient air quality standards or NAAQS provide public health protection, including protecting the health of "sensitive" populations such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly.  Secondary NAAQS provide public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation, and buildings. Because NYDIG has demonstrated the proposed facility is expected to comply with the Act(s) and would not be expected to violate any air quality standards, DEQ is obligated to issue the permit. 

Further, the Montana Board of Oil and Gas Conservation (MBOGC) administers the Montana oil and gas conservation laws; promotes conservation and prevents waste in the recovery of resources; and regulates oil and gas exploration and production. More clearly, MBOGC regulates natural gas released from wells, primarily focusing on the conservation, flaring, and venting of "associated gas" (gas produced alongside oil). The co-located oil and gas well infrastructure site is regulated by the MBOGC. Sections 1, and 3 through 9 of the final decision on the EA have been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

	Affected Public
	I am emailing you this morning to inform you that we do NOT want a data center. Please shut this project down, the community here DOES NOT WANT IT. Let me repeat, we DO NOT WANT DATA CENTERS IN MONTANA OR ANYWHERE NEAR MONTANA. 
	Thank you for your comment. According to ARM 17.8.749, Conditions for Issuance or Denial of Permit, DEQ is obligated to issue a permit for a new or modified facility or emitting unit if the applicant demonstrates that the facility or emitting unit can be expected to operate in compliance with the Clean Air Act of Montana and rules adopted under that Act, the Federal Clean Air Act and rules promulgated under that Act, and that it will not cause or contribute to a violation of any applicable ambient air quality standard. Because NYDIG has demonstrated the proposed facility is expected to comply with the Act(s) and would not be expected to violate any air quality standards, DEQ is obligated to issue the permit. 

	Affected Public
	I do not want a data center here in Richland county. I do not see any environmental or community development in this project. It has not even assessed the water usage to cool this data center.
	Thank you for your comment. According to ARM 17.8.749, Conditions for Issuance or Denial of Permit, DEQ is obligated to issue a permit for a new or modified facility or emitting unit if the applicant demonstrates that the facility or emitting unit can be expected to operate in compliance with the Clean Air Act of Montana and rules adopted under that Act, the Federal Clean Air Act and rules promulgated under that Act, and that it will not cause or contribute to a violation of any applicable ambient air quality standard. Because NYDIG has demonstrated the proposed facility is expected to comply with the Act(s) and would not be expected to violate any air quality standards, DEQ is obligated to issue the permit. 

[bookmark: _Hlk233020969]Regarding water use, the engines will be cooled using an antifreeze coolant system. The coolant is contained within the engine cooling system and is not discharged. No process water would be used for operations and no wastewater discharges would be associated with the engine cooling system. Therefore, as provided in Section 2 of the draft EA, no impacts to water quality, quantity or distribution would be expected because of the proposed project. Section 2 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA. 

	Affected Public
	Let’s not turn Montana into California! I do not see anything positive for the community or the people so why ruin good productive farm ground for a data center? The only reason I see if greed for the all mighty dollar and that’s not a valid excuse. Stop this before it goes any further and leave Montana alone.
	Thank you for your comment. According to ARM 17.8.749, Conditions for Issuance or Denial of Permit, DEQ is obligated to issue a permit for a new or modified facility or emitting unit if the applicant demonstrates that the facility or emitting unit can be expected to operate in compliance with the Clean Air Act of Montana and rules adopted under that Act, the Federal Clean Air Act and rules promulgated under that Act, and that it will not cause or contribute to a violation of any applicable ambient air quality standard. As proposed and permitted, the facility would be expected to comply with all applicable air quality standards. The applicable primary national ambient air quality standards or NAAQS provide public health protection, including protecting the health of "sensitive" populations such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly.  Secondary NAAQS provide public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation, and buildings. Because NYDIG has demonstrated the proposed facility is expected to comply with the Act(s) and would not be expected to violate any air quality standards, DEQ is obligated to issue the permit. 

The proposed project would be co-located on private land with an oil and gas infrastructure site that is currently under construction and regulated by the Montana Board of Oil and Gas Conservation. The proposed NYDIG operations would not require any new land disturbance beyond that realized by construction of the co-located oil and gas infrastructure site. Therefore, no agricultural land would be displaced because of the proposed NYDIG project.  Sections 1, 3 through 9 and 12 of the final decision on the EA have been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

	Affected Public
	It is overwhelmingly clear to everyone in our community that a data center is not needed, nor wanted in Eastern Montana. Right next to the river? So it can pollute our already dirty river?  Do you even care about Montanas natural beauty that you would sell it literally down the river to a NY company?
	Thank you for your comment. According to ARM 17.8.749, Conditions for Issuance or Denial of Permit, DEQ is obligated to issue a permit for a new or modified facility or emitting unit if the applicant demonstrates that the facility or emitting unit can be expected to operate in compliance with the Clean Air Act of Montana and rules adopted under that Act, the Federal Clean Air Act and rules promulgated under that Act, and that it will not cause or contribute to a violation of any applicable ambient air quality standard. As proposed and permitted, the facility would be expected to comply with all applicable air quality standards. The applicable primary national ambient air quality standards or NAAQS provide public health protection, including protecting the health of "sensitive" populations such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly.  Secondary NAAQS provide public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation, and buildings. Because NYDIG has demonstrated the proposed facility is expected to comply with the Act(s) and would not be expected to violate any air quality standards, DEQ is obligated to issue the permit. 

Regarding water quality concerns, the engines are cooled using an antifreeze/coolant system. The coolant is contained within the engine cooling system and is not discharged. No process water is used for operation and no wastewater discharges are associated with the engine cooling system. Therefore, no impacts to water quality in the nearby Yellowstone River would be expected because of the proposed project. Section 2 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

	Affected Public
	Hello, I’m writing to give my input on the proposed data center permit for Richland County. I grew up here, the countryside is beautiful and unadulterated. We know the negatives of data centers and the detrimental impacts it has on local communities and ecosystems. I find it disgusting that the politicians local and state in Montana and North Dakota who talk a big game about protecting our values then they turn around and welcome people like Kevin O’Leary who waves some cash in their face and they make deals for their benefit at our expense.   We don’t need a data center. It’s all about control and greed. I’m not saying this from a politically biased perspective, the powers that be want to race to be number 1 in the world for AI and bitcoin farming. They don’t care about what they’re destroying and who it’s affecting. All these scumbags see is profit. Please be sensible and listen to the public, the public should be able to get transparency from the planners instead of the usual bureaucratic closed door meetings that happen where the public conveniently doesn’t even know what happened until the permit is approved and the plan is in motion. In fact, the public should be able to vote on this like a county wide initiative. I’ll reiterate, please be sensible and don’t let profit blind your judgement, be honest with the public and maybe hold an actual open discussion at city hall.
	Thank you for your comment. According to ARM 17.8.749, Conditions for Issuance or Denial of Permit, DEQ is obligated to issue a permit for a new or modified facility or emitting unit if the applicant demonstrates that the facility or emitting unit can be expected to operate in compliance with the Clean Air Act of Montana and rules adopted under that Act, the Federal Clean Air Act and rules promulgated under that Act, and that it will not cause or contribute to a violation of any applicable ambient air quality standard. As proposed and permitted, the facility would be expected to comply with all applicable air quality standards. The applicable primary national ambient air quality standards or NAAQS provide public health protection, including protecting the health of "sensitive" populations such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly.  Secondary NAAQS provide public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation, and buildings. Because NYDIG has demonstrated the proposed facility is expected to comply with the Act(s) and would not be expected to violate any air quality standards, DEQ is obligated to issue the permit. 

Further, the state of Montana has robust public participation laws in place regarding state actions, in this case, DEQ’s issuance of a draft air quality permit. More clearly, pursuant to ARM 17.8.748(7), An applicant for a permit shall notify the public of the application by legal publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected by the application. The notice must be published within ten days before, or after, submittal of the application. NYDIG submitted an affidavit of publication of public notice for the April 25th, 2026, issue of the Sidney Herald, a newspaper of general circulation in the Town of Sidney in Richland County, as proof of compliance with the public notice requirements. DEQ is also obligated to provide the affected public with a public comment period for all new or modified air quality permits. On May 29, 2026, the draft air quality permit was published on DEQ’s Public Comment webpage at https://deq.mt.gov/public/publiccomment for a 15-day public comment period ending June 15, 2026. To date, DEQ has issued 14 air quality permits for similar NYDIG operations, 12 in Richland County and 2 in Roosevelt County. For all air quality permits issued, to date, DEQ, provided opportunity for public participation including notice in the Sidney Herald, a public comment period, and a permit appeal period. DEQ did not receive any requests for a public meeting or hearing for any of the subject permits issued to date. While not required, DEQ does provide opportunity for a public meeting regarding issuance of an air quality permit whenever the agency believes a permit will be controversial or otherwise requires direct community engagement. However, again, based on a lack of public participation related to prior NYDIG permit actions, DEQ had no indication a public meeting was desired or needed to help inform the affected public.

	Affected Public
	I oppose the proposed data center in Richland County and do not support it being built in our area. I believe it will have significant and detrimental implications to our land, our water, our resources and the wildlife here, where so many of us call home. It will disrupt our quality of life, through energy and water consumption, noise and the beauty of our homes and wide open spaces. There are not regulations for centers like these and they impact the livestock, our homes, our children, our health, our air and water quality and infrastructures in ways that are detrimental to our environment and quality of life. I ask approval of this project and future data centers be denied.
	Thank you for your comment. According to ARM 17.8.749, Conditions for Issuance or Denial of Permit, DEQ is obligated to issue a permit for a new or modified facility or emitting unit if the applicant demonstrates that the facility or emitting unit can be expected to operate in compliance with the Clean Air Act of Montana and rules adopted under that Act, the Federal Clean Air Act and rules promulgated under that Act, and that it will not cause or contribute to a violation of any applicable ambient air quality standard. As proposed and permitted, the facility would be expected to comply with all applicable air quality standards. The applicable primary national ambient air quality standards or NAAQS provide public health protection, including protecting the health of "sensitive" populations such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly.  Secondary NAAQS provide public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation, and buildings. Because NYDIG has demonstrated the proposed facility is expected to comply with the Act(s) and would not be expected to violate any air quality standards, DEQ is obligated to issue the permit.

Additionally, no water is used onsite for operations, the engines will be cooled using an antifreeze coolant system. The coolant is contained within the engine cooling system and is not discharged. No process water would be used for operations and no wastewater discharges would be associated with the engine cooling system. Therefore, no impacts to water quality, quantity or distribution would be expected because of the proposed project. Section 2 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA. 

The proposed project would be co-located on private land with an oil and gas infrastructure site that is currently under construction and regulated by the Montana Board of Oil and Gas Conservation. The proposed NYDIG operations would not require any new land disturbance beyond that realized by construction of the co-located oil and gas infrastructure site. Therefore, no agricultural land would be displaced because of the proposed NYDIG project. Sections 1, and 3 through 9 and 12 of the final decision on the EA have been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

Further, all power necessary for the proposed operations would be generated onsite by gas-fired generator engines. The engines would combust field gas collected from the co-located oil and gas infrastructure that would otherwise be flared, thereby reducing emissions associated with flaring. Further, no power transmission infrastructure is proposed as part of the project, as all energy produced on-site would be used on site, with no electricity supplied by or to the electrical grid. Therefore, no impacts to electric rates in the affected area would be expected because of the proposed project. Section 9 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

	Affected Public
	NO! NO! NO!! Why are there no public comments being held in Richland County??  Why is it always a big secret to the public until it’s too late? Who’s paying for the infrastructure for the pipelines from at wells to collect flare gas? Or is OneOk selling raw gas? Tons of questions and no answers again. NO! NO!! NO!﻿
	Thank you for your comment. The state of Montana has robust public participation laws in place regarding state actions, in this case, DEQ’s issuance of a draft air quality permit. More clearly, pursuant to ARM 17.8.748(7), An applicant for a permit shall notify the public of the application by legal publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected by the application. The notice must be published within ten days before, or after, submittal of the application. NYDIG submitted an affidavit of publication of public notice for the April 25th, 2026, issue of the Sidney Herald, a newspaper of general circulation in the Town of Sidney in Richland County, as proof of compliance with the public notice requirements. DEQ is also obligated to provide the affected public with a public comment period for all new or modified air quality permits. On May 29, 2026, the draft air quality permit was published on DEQ’s Public Comment webpage at https://deq.mt.gov/public/publiccomment for a 15-day public comment period ending June 15, 2026. To date, DEQ has issued 14 air quality permits for similar NYDIG operations, 12 in Richland County and 2 in Roosevelt County. For all air quality permits issued, to date, DEQ, of course, provided opportunity for public participation, as discussed previously. DEQ did not receive any requests for a public meeting or hearing for any of the subject permits issued to date. While not required, DEQ does provide opportunity for a public meeting regarding issuance of an air quality permit whenever the agency believes a permit will be controversial or otherwise requires direct community engagement. However, again, based on a lack of public participation related to prior NYDIG permit actions, DEQ had no indication a public meeting was desired or needed to help inform the affected public.

Also, according to ARM 17.8.749, Conditions for Issuance or Denial of Permit, DEQ is obligated to issue a permit for a new or modified facility or emitting unit if the applicant demonstrates that the facility or emitting unit can be expected to operate in compliance with the Clean Air Act of Montana and rules adopted under that Act, the Federal Clean Air Act and rules promulgated under that Act, and that it will not cause or contribute to a violation of any applicable ambient air quality standard. Because NYDIG has demonstrated the proposed facility is expected to comply with the Act(s) and would not be expected to violate any air quality standards, DEQ is obligated to issue the permit.  
 
Further, the proposed project would be co-located with an oil and gas infrastructure site. NYDIG would be responsible for all expenses associated with construction and operation of the proposed facility, including any piping or related infrastructure necessary to collect field gas from the co-located oil and gas infrastructure site. 

	Affected Public
	I opposed the power and water resources required to run this data center that will only result in making out of state billionaires more wealthy at the expense of Montanan resources. I also resent the extra carbon emissions that will result in this folly.
	Thank you for your comment. The proposed project would be co-located on private land with an oil and gas infrastructure site that is currently under construction and regulated by the Montana Board of Oil and Gas Conservation. Sections 1, 3 through 9 and 12 of the final decision on the EA have been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA .All power necessary for the proposed operations would be generated onsite by gas-fired generator engines. The engines would combust field gas collected from the co-located oil and gas infrastructure site that would otherwise be flared, thereby reducing emissions associated with flaring. Further, no power transmission infrastructure is proposed as part of the project, as all energy produced on-site would be used on site, with no electricity supplied by or to the electrical grid. Therefore, no impacts to electric rates in the affected area would be expected because of the proposed project. Section 9 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

Regarding carbon emissions, i.e., carbon dioxide-equivalent emissions (CO2e), Section 23 of the draft EA prepared for the proposed project analyzes potential impacts from CO2e that would be emitted by the proposed project. The estimated emission of 72,712 metric tons of CO2e from this project would contribute ~ 0.142% of Montana’s annual CO2e emissions. 

	Affected Public
	I am a resident of Richland County, and a business owner in Sidney, Montana. I strongly oppose the building of any infrastructure to support the growth, industrial needs, or development of any data centers new or old. I am strongly against any wind power development in our state as well. Keep our skies clean and our scenery beautiful! Its 2026 we need more nuclear power generation.
	Thank you for your comment. According to ARM 17.8.749, Conditions for Issuance or Denial of Permit, DEQ is obligated to issue a permit for a new or modified facility or emitting unit if the applicant demonstrates that the facility or emitting unit can be expected to operate in compliance with the Clean Air Act of Montana and rules adopted under that Act, the Federal Clean Air Act and rules promulgated under that Act, and that it will not cause or contribute to a violation of any applicable ambient air quality standard. As proposed and permitted, the facility would be expected to comply with all applicable air quality standards. The applicable primary national ambient air quality standards or NAAQS provide public health protection, including protecting the health of "sensitive" populations such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly.  Secondary NAAQS provide public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation, and buildings. Because NYDIG has demonstrated the proposed facility is expected to comply with the Act(s) and would not be expected to violate any air quality standards, DEQ is obligated to issue the permit. 

Further, the proposed project does not include any wind power development nor did NYDIG propose nuclear power to support facility operations.

	Affected Public
	Our utility bills are already high enough and we don't have enough water to allow this to happen here.  We are already supplying water for a quarter of the state at rates that are considerately higher than previous years.  We can't afford all of this so called progress not to mention the noise and loss of productive land.
	The proposed project would be co-located on private land with a new oil and gas infrastructure site that is currently under construction and regulated by the Montana Board of Oil and Gas Conservation. Sections 1, 3 through 9 and 12 of the final decision on the EA have been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA. All power necessary for the proposed operations would be generated onsite by gas-fired generator engines. The engines would combust field gas collected from the co-located oil and gas infrastructure site and no power transmission infrastructure is proposed as part of the project, as all energy produced on-site would be used on site, with no electricity supplied by or to the electrical grid. Therefore, no impacts to electric rates in the affected area would be expected because of the proposed project.  Section 9 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

[bookmark: _Hlk233024440]Regarding water use, noise, and loss of productive land, again, the proposed project would be co-located with an oil and gas infrastructure site and would not require any new land disturbance beyond that realized by construction of the co-located oil and gas infrastructure site. Therefore, no agricultural land would be displaced because of the proposed NYDIG project. Section 12 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA. 

[bookmark: _Hlk233022435][bookmark: _Hlk233022806]DEQ does not have authority to regulate noise from an industrial facility. According to the engine manufacturer specifications, at 1 meter the noise from the proposed engines from the engine exhaust would be 108 db. Using the inverse square law for logarithmic values such as decibels, noise levels can be anticipated at any distance in field-free conditions (no wind, no obstruction); Using this strategy to estimate noise from the proposed facility, the anticipated engine noise at distance of 400 ft (122 m), i.e. the location of the closest building structure, would be approximately 66 db-, which is approximately the volume of an office conversation or shower. At a distance of 2100 ft (640 m), i.e., the location of the closest nearby confirmed residence, would be less than 50 db, well below the volume of normal conversation at 3 feet.  Furthermore, the proposed engines would be enclosed, and each engine would be equipped with an exhaust silencer thereby further reducing noise emissions from the proposed facility operations. Section 8 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

Additionally, no water is used onsite for operations, the engines will be cooled using an antifreeze coolant system. The coolant is contained within the engine cooling system and is not discharged. No process water would be used for operations and no wastewater discharges would be associated with the engine cooling system. Therefore, as provided in Section 2 of the draft EA, no impacts to water quality, quantity or distribution would be expected because of the proposed project. Section 2 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA. 

	Affected Public
	My husband and I have lived in Montana all of our lives.  We love our BIG SKY COUNTRY!!!  We don’t want it to change. This the last of the best places to live and we want it to stay this way.  We do NOT want any AI data centers or anything in the like to be in our state or Richland County.  We are tired of seeing how the government doesn’t think we have a say.  It is time to be up front and not sneak around with planning and not let we tax payers be a part of these decisions.  We say NO!!!!  NO NO NO Leave our state and our county alone!
	Thank you for your comment. According to ARM 17.8.749, Conditions for Issuance or Denial of Permit, DEQ is obligated to issue a permit for a new or modified facility or emitting unit if the applicant demonstrates that the facility or emitting unit can be expected to operate in compliance with the Clean Air Act of Montana and rules adopted under that Act, the Federal Clean Air Act and rules promulgated under that Act, and that it will not cause or contribute to a violation of any applicable ambient air quality standard. As proposed and permitted, the facility would be expected to comply with all applicable air quality standards. The applicable primary national ambient air quality standards or NAAQS provide public health protection, including protecting the health of "sensitive" populations such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly.  Secondary NAAQS provide public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation, and buildings. Because NYDIG has demonstrated the proposed facility is expected to comply with the Act(s) and would not be expected to violate any air quality standards, DEQ is obligated to issue the permit. 

Further, the state of Montana has robust public participation laws in place regarding state actions, in this case, DEQ’s issuance of a draft air quality permit. More clearly, pursuant to ARM 17.8.748(7), An applicant for a permit shall notify the public of the application by legal publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected by the application. The notice must be published within ten days before, or after, submittal of the application. NYDIG submitted an affidavit of publication of public notice for the April 25th, 2026, issue of the Sidney Herald, a newspaper of general circulation in the Town of Sidney in Richland County, as proof of compliance with the public notice requirements. DEQ is also obligated to provide the affected public with a public comment period for all new or modified air quality permits. On May 29, 2026, the draft air quality permit was published on DEQ’s Public Comment webpage at https://deq.mt.gov/public/publiccomment for a 15-day public comment period ending June 15, 2026. To date, DEQ has issued 14 air quality permits for similar NYDIG operations, 12 in Richland County and 2 in Roosevelt County. For all air quality permits issued, to date, DEQ, of course, provided opportunity for public participation, as discussed previously. DEQ did not receive any requests for a public meeting or hearing for any of the subject permits issued to date. While not required, DEQ does provide opportunity for a public meeting regarding issuance of an air quality permit whenever the agency believes a permit will be controversial or otherwise requires direct community engagement. However, again, based on a lack of public participation related to prior NYDIG permit actions, DEQ had no indication a public meeting was desired or needed to help inform the affected public.

	Affected Public
	I believe I just found out about this yesterday the 14th . We farm out on 201 . We do not like how sly this was slid into this area . No warning one day ? No I don’t want this in our area at all ! It will affect everything around it . You can say it will not affect anything   but you don’t  know . I vote No !
	Thank you for your comment. According to ARM 17.8.749, Conditions for Issuance or Denial of Permit, DEQ is obligated to issue a permit for a new or modified facility or emitting unit if the applicant demonstrates that the facility or emitting unit can be expected to operate in compliance with the Clean Air Act of Montana and rules adopted under that Act, the Federal Clean Air Act and rules promulgated under that Act, and that it will not cause or contribute to a violation of any applicable ambient air quality standard. Because NYDIG has demonstrated the proposed facility is expected to comply with the Act(s) and would not be expected to violate any air quality standards, DEQ is obligated to issue the permit. 

Further, the state of Montana has robust public participation laws in place regarding state actions, in this case, DEQ’s issuance of a draft air quality permit. More clearly, pursuant to ARM 17.8.748(7), An applicant for a permit shall notify the public of the application by legal publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected by the application. The notice must be published within ten days before, or after, submittal of the application. NYDIG submitted an affidavit of publication of public notice for the April 25th, 2026, issue of the Sidney Herald, a newspaper of general circulation in the Town of Sidney in Richland County, as proof of compliance with the public notice requirements. DEQ is also obligated to provide the affected public with a public comment period for all new or modified air quality permits. On May 29, 2026, the draft air quality permit was published on DEQ’s Public Comment webpage at https://deq.mt.gov/public/publiccomment for a 15-day public comment period ending June 15, 2026. To date, DEQ has issued 14 air quality permits for similar NYDIG operations, 12 in Richland County and 2 in Roosevelt County. For all air quality permits issued, to date, DEQ, of course, provided opportunity for public participation, as discussed previously. DEQ did not receive any requests for a public meeting or hearing for any of the subject permits issued to date. While not required, DEQ does provide opportunity for a public meeting regarding issuance of an air quality permit whenever the agency believes a permit will be controversial or otherwise requires direct community engagement. However, again, based on a lack of public participation related to prior NYDIG permit actions, DEQ had no indication a public meeting was desired or needed to help inform the affected public.

	Affected Public
	The EA does not appear to be a serious piece of work. There are several errors and inadequacies in the draft.

• We are not aware of any “other permitted similar type sources in the general area”. Also, it’s hard to believe this data center, along with its 8 2500 HP gas generators would fit within a 1000 square foot site.

• As far as no other oil and gas operations within a linear mile, an oil well pad lies to the west of the site, well within that range. 

• The noise and exhaust pollution have not been adequately assessed – what will the decibel level be that is produced by the combined facilities? Anyone living in the shadow of this pollution will be adversely affected.

• Nowhere in the EA are the water requirements addressed. What would the source be?

• Your answer of “no” to the question: “Does the action have a severe impact on the value of property” is contrary to reality. If a person spent their life’s savings to purchase a 400 acre farm directly across the river from the site, I think their hopes of it appreciating in value and giving them a return on their investment, will be dashed. This property is highly regarded for its hunting and fishing, along with the fertile, irrigated farm acres. Bald eagles have nested there for 20 years and 50 – 75 pelicans spend the summer right next to where this is going in. What wildlife would remain down-wind of the air pollution and noise pollution created by this facility? Not to mention the many human neighbors and farm animals within that area. What would the air pollution do to the productivity of the ag acres? So YES, this facility would very adversely affect property values.

This permit should not be issued without the public having more comprehensive information. A story about it was in the Billings Gazette last Friday, and the comment deadline is today. That seems to convey an underhandedness to keep the public from getting the full information on the project before the deadline.

	Thank you for your comments. The draft EA discloses information regarding several potential resource impacts based on information provided by the applicant and DEQ research, including consultation with a variety of local, state, and federal resources, such as the Montana Board of Oil and Gas, the Montana Heritage Center, the State Historic Preservation Office, the Montana Sage Grouse Habitat Conservation Program, the Richland County government website, and others.

In Richland County there are numerous dispersed oil and gas well infrastructure sites and 12 permitted NYDIG operations with an additional 2 permitted operations in Roosevelt County. While existing oil and gas well infrastructure sites are present in the area, these sites do not produce energy for data center operations, they produce oil and gas and may be regulated by DEQ under a registration program, as applicable, and/or by the Montana Board of Oil and Gas Conservation (MBOGC). In this case, the nearby oil and gas infrastructure sites are regulated by MBOGC and DEQ’s registration program is not triggered. Among the previously permitted NYDIG facilities, the closest to the proposed NYDIG -Davidson Atlas site is located approximately 7.25 miles to the northwest.  Further, as the commenter notes, an existing oil and gas infrastructure site exists approximately 1,700 feet west of the proposed facility. Sections 1, 3 through 9 and 12 of the final decision on the EA have been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

Further, the footprint dimensions for each engine are 14’ x 6.5’. The total square footprint for 8 engines is 728 sq ft. Therefore, DEQ has no reason to believe that NYDIG will not be able to fit the proposed operations within the 1000ft2 area reported in the application and disclosed in the draft EA. 

DEQ does not have authority to regulate noise from an industrial facility. According to the engine manufacturer specifications, at 1 meter the noise from the proposed engines from the engine exhaust would be 108 db. Using the inverse square law for logarithmic values such as decibels, noise levels can be anticipated at any distance in field-free conditions (no wind, no obstruction); Using this strategy to estimate noise from the proposed facility, the anticipated engine noise at distance of 400 ft (122 m), i.e. the location of the closest building structure, would be approximately 66 db-, which is approximately the volume of an office conversation or shower. At a distance of 2100 ft (640 m), i.e., the location of the closest nearby confirmed residence, would be less than 50 db, well below the volume of normal conversation at 3 feet. Furthermore, the proposed engines would be enclosed, and each engine would be equipped with an exhaust silencer thereby further reducing noise emissions from the proposed facility operations. Section 8 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

Regarding exhaust, i.e., air pollution, as proposed and permitted, the facility would be expected to comply with all applicable air quality standards. The applicable primary national ambient air quality standards or NAAQS provide public health protection, including protecting the health of "sensitive" populations such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly. Secondary NAAQS provide public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation, and buildings.

Additionally, no water is used onsite for operations, the engines will be cooled using an antifreeze coolant system. The coolant is contained within the engine cooling system and is not discharged. No process water would be used for operations and no wastewater discharges would be associated with the engine cooling system. Therefore, no impacts to water quality, quantity or distribution would be expected because of the proposed project. Section 2 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

Regarding impacts to property values, natural resources and recreational activities, private property values are speculative, and market based. The action is taking place on private land with a co-located oil and gas well facility, common to other oil and gas facilities in the affected area. Alternatives to the proposed NYDIG operation would be a pit-flare installed at the oil and gas infrastructure site to burn unused gas, which would be far less efficient at hydrocarbon destruction than the proposed engines and would lead to greater deterioration of air quality than combusting the gas to produce energy for the proposed NYDIG site. Further, as proposed and permitted, the facility would be expected to comply with all applicable air quality standards—See discussion above in this response related to NAAQS protections, which are protective of public health, welfare and the environment. Regarding recreational activities, such as hunting and fishing, the proposed project would be located on private property and would not be expected to restrict access to or impact the quality of such activities.  

Finally, the state of Montana has robust public participation laws in place regarding state actions, in this case, DEQ’s issuance of a draft air quality permit. More clearly, pursuant to ARM 17.8.748(7), An applicant for a permit shall notify the public of the application by legal publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected by the application. The notice must be published within ten days before, or after, submittal of the application. NYDIG submitted an affidavit of publication of public notice for the April 25th, 2026, issue of the Sidney Herald, a newspaper of general circulation in the Town of Sidney in Richland County, as proof of compliance with the public notice requirements. DEQ is also obligated to provide the affected public with a public comment period for all new or modified air quality permits. On May 29, 2026, the draft air quality permit was published on DEQ’s Public Comment webpage at https://deq.mt.gov/public/publiccomment for a 15-day public comment period ending June 15, 2026. To date, DEQ has issued 14 air quality permits for similar NYDIG operations, 12 in Richland County and 2 in Roosevelt County. For all air quality permits issued, to date, DEQ, of course, provided opportunity for public participation, as discussed previously. DEQ did not receive any requests for a public meeting or hearing for any of the subject permits issued to date. While not required, DEQ does provide opportunity for a public meeting regarding issuance of an air quality permit whenever the agency believes a permit will be controversial or otherwise requires direct community engagement. However, again, based on a lack of public participation related to prior NYDIG permit actions, DEQ had no indication a public meeting was desired or needed to help inform the affected public.

	Richland County Conservation District 
	The Richland County Conservation District has some concerns on the Davidsen Atlas #5357-00 application for public comment. Errors in the environmental assessment, definition of "Small Data Center", lack of design of project included in the comment notice, possible water quality and quantity. 

1.  Page 5, Table 3 Past Actions - What is considered common practice? 2 data centers that very few people know exist?  And neither have 8 generators on one site
1. Page 9 Section 1 Affected environment- What is the actual size of the affected environment? the mention of less than 1000 sq ft, 8 - 2500 hp gas generators in a 31'x31' area? 
1. Page 12, Section 3 - Cumulative impacts- you mention no wells in the same section and none within a linear mile- on your assessment map page 6 - there is an existing oil well pad with 4 well on the pad 500 yards to the west 
1. Direct Impacts- the nearest building to the south is not vacant and has been occupied for the past 30 years 
1. Private property impacts- is answered NO- (economic impact, investment-backed expectations) Without a clear design, and several unknowns of 8- 2500 hp generators on a 1000 sq ft pad, how do you know the property impacts - what one person thinks is not big deal, an appraiser on property values may have a different idea, along with potential buyers. 
1. Direct impacts- noise pollution has not been addressed- what is the decibel level of this project? What is an acceptable decibel level

In order to comment on this project, more information needs to be addressed. Is the finding of "no significant adverse impact to the human environment" based on facts and true information?  The assessment should be corrected and re-issued for public comment, so The public has the information it needs to make sound comments on the project. 

	Thank you for your comments. The draft EA discloses information regarding several potential resource impacts based on information provided by the applicant and DEQ research, including consultation with a variety of local, state, and federal sources, such as the Montana Board of Oil and Gas, the Montana Heritage Center, the State Historic Preservation Office, the Montana Sage Grouse Habitat Conservation Program, the Richland County government website, and others.

In Richland County there are 12 permitted NYDIG operations with an additional 2 permitted operations in Roosevelt County with several of these operations incorporating up to 10 (2,500 bhp) engines. In total, the aggregate energy production of all permitted NYDIG operations in Richland and Roosevelt counties is approximately 177 megawatts. Many of the data centers currently in operation in the US that are powered by on-site generation incorporate hundreds of gas-fired engines as well as numerous back-up or emergency diesel-fired generators to ensure operational redundancy.  Such operations require significantly more power than the proposed NYDIG operations in aggregate. To put this in context, the energy needs for large and hyperscale data center operations run by companies like Google, Microsoft, Meta, and Amazon, far exceed 100 megawatts, drawing as much continuous electricity as 75,000 to over 500,000 homes. Therefore, in context, all permitted NYDIG operations effectively constitute “small” data centers with an average energy need of approximately 11 megawatts per site.

Regarding the anticipated physical size of the proposed NYDIG operation, the footprint dimensions for each engine is 14’x6.5’. Therefore, the total footprint for 8 engines is 728 sq ft. DEQ has no reason to believe that NYDIG will not be able to fit the proposed operations within the 1000ft2 area reported in the application and disclosed in the draft EA.

In response to the statement regarding the existence of nearby oil and gas well infrastructure sites, in Richland County there are numerous dispersed oil and gas well infrastructure sites and 12 permitted NYDIG operations with an additional 2 permitted operations in Roosevelt County. While existing oil and gas well infrastructure sites are present in the area, these sites do not produce energy for data center operations, they produce oil and gas. Among the previously permitted NYDIG facilities, the closest to the proposed NYDIG -Davidson Atlas site is approximately 7.25 miles northwest of this facility. Further, as the commenter notes, an existing oil and gas infrastructure site exists approximately 
1,700 feet west. The lack of identification of this oil and gas infrastructure site was an oversight by DEQ in preparing the draft EA. Section 3 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA. 

Regarding occupancy of the nearest building to the south, according to the Montana Cadastral website, the subject building is owned by Mudhead LLC, who also owns the property where the proposed NYDIG operations would be constructed and operated along with the co-located oil and gas well infrastructure site. Further, according to NYDIG the building is not occupied as a residence.  Therefore, DEQ has not been able to confirm the existing structure is used as a residence.

Private property value impacts are speculative, and market based. The action is taking place on private land with a co-located oil and gas well facility, common to other oil and gas facilities in the area. Alternatives to this operation would be a pit-flare to burn unused gas, which are less efficient at hydrocarbon destruction than the proposed engines and lead to greater air quality impacts overall when compared to burning the unused gas in the proposed engines to produce power.

Regarding noise impacts, DEQ does not have authority to regulate noise from an industrial facility. According to the engine manufacturer specifications, at 1 meter the noise from the proposed engines from the engine exhaust would be 108 db. Using the inverse square law for logarithmic values such as decibels, noise levels can be anticipated at any distance in field-free conditions (no wind, no obstruction); Using this strategy to estimate noise from the proposed facility, the anticipated engine noise at distance of 400 ft (122 m), i.e. the location of the closest building structure, would be approximately 66 db-, which is approximately the volume of an office conversation or shower. At a distance of 2100 ft (640 m), i.e., the location of the closest nearby confirmed residence, would be less than 50 db, well below the volume of normal conversation at 3 feet. Furthermore, the proposed engines would be enclosed, and each engine would be equipped with an exhaust silencer thereby further reducing noise emissions from the proposed facility operations. Section 8 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

Finally, regarding DEQ’s finding of no significant adverse impacts associated with the proposed NYDIG operations, again, the draft EA discloses information regarding several potential resource impacts based on information provided by the applicant and DEQ research, including consultation with a variety of local, state, and federal sources. Pursuant to the applicable requirements of the Montana Environmental Policy Act or MEPA, DEQ must determine the significance of impacts associated with a proposed action to provide basis for the agency's decision concerning the need to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement or EIS or determine that an EA represents the appropriate level of environmental review for the proposed action. The significance determination also refers to the agency's evaluation of individual and cumulative impacts. An impact may be adverse, beneficial, or both. If none of the adverse effects of the impact are significant, an EIS is not required. An EIS is required if an impact has a significant adverse effect, even if the agency believes that the effect on balance will be beneficial. In reviewing the potential resource impacts associated with the proposed action, i.e., issuance of the air quality permit, DEQ determined no significant adverse impacts would be expected based on available information and associated professional judgment. Therefore, DEQ determined the draft EA constitutes the appropriate level of review for the proposed action. 

	Affected Public
	I am worried about how long the gas will last. What is the alternative when we run out of gas or the oilfield shuts down due to low oil prices? Are we turning then to water and utilizing the Yellowstone River? Which the water levels are already super low due to drought, water usage for fracking companies, irrigation for fields. 

Please. We do not want this here. But please consider back up plans. This area has already seen two oil booms and 2 oil busts. 

	Thank you for your comment. According to ARM 17.8.749, Conditions for Issuance or Denial of Permit, DEQ is obligated to issue a permit for a new or modified facility or emitting unit if the applicant demonstrates that the facility or emitting unit can be expected to operate in compliance with the Clean Air Act of Montana and rules adopted under that Act, the Federal Clean Air Act and rules promulgated under that Act, and that it will not cause or contribute to a violation of any applicable ambient air quality standard. Because NYDIG has demonstrated the proposed facility is expected to comply with the Act(s) and would not be expected to violate any air quality standards, DEQ is obligated to issue the permit. 

Regarding water use, the engines will be cooled using an antifreeze coolant system. The coolant is contained within the engine cooling system and is not discharged. No process water would be used for operations and no wastewater discharges would be associated with the engine cooling system. Therefore, no impacts to water quality, quantity or distribution would be expected because of the proposed project. Section 2 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

	Affected Public
	Upon review of the DEQ Environmental assessment for the Davidsen Atlas project there are several errors in your environmental assessment. The incorrect information is as follows:
Page 5, Table 3, Past actions: “Other permitted similar type sources exist in the general area of the proposed project”. There are no data centers in the Yellowstone River Valley. There are two other sites like this in the County which doesn’t make it common practice. The placement of 8 generators on one site is not common practice here.
Page 9, Section 1, Affected Environment: Begins the mention of site size of less than 1000 sq- ft. This size is cited multiple times in the document. This is a 31’X31’ area. You are telling us that they are placing 8-2500 hp gas generators and data centers on a 31x31 pad? 
Page 12, Section 3, Cumulative Impacts: States “There are other related oil and gas operations within the same township and range as the proposed facility but none within the same section and none within a linear mile”. Look at the map that is attached to your assessment on page 6 and you will see an existing oil well pad with 4 wells on it 500 yds to the west.
Page 20: Direct Impacts 3rd paragraph- States the “nearest building is 400 ft south. Montana cadastral has noted the property type is vacant”.  If a site visit would have been done by DEQ they would see that this is an occupied residence and has been so for at least the past 30 years. There is currently a family with children residing there. There are also 2 residences and one shop/headquarters within 2100 ft of the site. Again-clearly visible on the map in figure 1. Having 3 residences and one farm headquarters within 2100 ft of the site does not constitute a “very rural” area. With common southwest winds, the residence to the northeast is directly down wind of the site potentially carrying exhaust and noise.
Page 26, Private property Impacts, Table Item 6. Does the action have a severe impact on the value of the property? (consider economic impact, investment-backed expectations, character of government action). This question is answered “no” by DEQ. After construction of this site-have an appraisal done on the home located 400ft south of the site while the 8-2500 hp gas generators, and data centers are running. Add in a north wind that carries the noise of the wells, generators, data centers, along with their exhaust emissions and tell the public that there will be no change in property value. Would you want to live there? Also consider the other residences within 2100 ft that may have to listen to the noise from the site as well.
Page 20, Direct impacts, paragraph 3: states “Since engines are within a very rural private land parcel, any noise disturbance would be limited to the few area residents that may be in the area. How much noise will the site produce? What is the acceptable level according to DEQ?  One of the major concerns with data centers in the nation is noise pollution.  There is no information given for the decibel level that these data centers and the 8-2500 hp generators will produce. How can the public or DEQ determine the impact of noise when no information is given? Noise decibel levels must be published in the assessment.
Other concerns:
Why is the assessment open to comment when the pad is already built for it? 
Water quality and quantity: There is no mention of how the data centers will be cooled. Will they use water? If so, where will it come from and are permits in place to use the water? Also states the generators will not require water for the operation of the engines. Are the engines air-cooled and require fans for cooling producing noise pollution?
What is a “small data center”? What does it do? What does it look like? What is the definition of “small”?  How do we comment on something that the document fails to clearly identify? Why isn’t there at least a photo to show the public what they look like? All information that DEQ used to assess the impacts should be attached to the assessment. 
The use of ambiguous and relative terms is used constantly throughout the document. Words like small, minor, and insignificant. For an impact assessment, these words are useless unless there is a definition attached. What is considered insignificant to someone at a desk in Helena may be very significant to someone living 400 ft from the site.
Why are there no alternatives presented or evaluated?
In order for the citizens in Richland County and the immediate surrounding area to comment on this project, they need information which is severely lacking in this document. The finding that there is no significant adverse impact to the affected human environment is based on false information. Given the incorrect facts and lack of information, the assessment needs to be corrected and re-issued for public comment before any permits are issued. Only then will the public have all the information needed to decide if there is significant impact to the environment which includes humans. 
	Thank you for your comments. In Richland County there are numerous dispersed oil and gas well infrastructure sites and 12 permitted NYDIG operations with an additional 2 permitted operations in Roosevelt County,
with some of these operations incorporating up to 10 (2,500 bhp) engines permitted.  While existing oil and gas well infrastructure sites are present in the area, these sites do not produce energy for data center operations, they produce oil and gas. Among the previously permitted NYDIG facilities, the closest to the proposed NYDIG -Davidson Atlas site is approximately 7.25 miles northwest of this facility. Further, as the commenter notes, an existing oil and gas infrastructure site exists approximately 
1,700 feet west of the proposed NYDIG site. The lack of identification of this oil and gas infrastructure site was an oversight in preparing the draft EA. Section 3 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

Further, the footprint dimensions for each engine are 14’ x 6.5’ making the total footprint to accommodate 8 engines 728 sq ft. Therefore, DEQ has no reason to believe that NYDIG will not be able to fit the proposed operations within the 1000ft2 area reported in the application and disclosed in the draft EA.

Regarding occupancy of the nearest building to the south, according to the Montana Cadastral website, the subject building is owned by Mudhead LLC, who also owns the property where the proposed NYDIG operations would be constructed and operated along with the co-located oil and gas well infrastructure site. Sections 1, 3 through 9 and 12 of the final decision on the EA have been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA. Further, according to NYDIG the building is not occupied as a residence.  DEQ has not been able to confirm the existing structure is used as a residence.

Further, DEQ acknowledges the existence of residential and agricultural/farming structures within 2100 ft of the site. Given the overall agricultural nature of the affected area with dispersed oil and gas and data infrastructure, perhaps the use of the adjective “very” rural is inappropriate. However, DEQ maintains that characterization of the affected area as rural is appropriate. The term “very” has been removed from Section 11 of the draft EA for issuance of the final Decision on the EA.

Further, regarding exhaust, i.e., air pollution, as proposed and permitted, the facility would be expected to comply with all applicable air quality standards. The applicable primary national ambient air quality standards or NAAQS provide public health protection, including protecting the health of "sensitive" populations such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly. Secondary NAAQS provide public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation, and buildings. 

DEQ does not have authority to regulate noise from an industrial facility. According to the engine manufacturer specifications, at 1 meter the noise from the proposed engines from the engine exhaust would be 108 db. Using the inverse square law for logarithmic values such as decibels, noise levels can be anticipated at any distance in field-free conditions (no wind, no obstruction); Using this strategy to estimate noise from the proposed facility, the anticipated engine noise at distance of 400 ft (122 m), i.e. the location of the closest building structure, would be approximately 66 db-, which is approximately the volume of an office conversation or shower. At a distance of 2100 ft (640 m), i.e., the location of the closest nearby confirmed residence, would be less than 50 db, well below the volume of normal conversation at 3 feet. Furthermore, the proposed engines would be enclosed, and each engine would be equipped with an exhaust silencer thereby further reducing noise emissions from the proposed facility operations. Section 8 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA. 

Further, private property values are speculative, and market based. The action is taking place on private land with a co-located oil and gas well facility, common to other oil and gas facilities in the affected area. Because such operations are common in the affected area, DEQ determined any impacts to private property would be consistent with existing impacts. 

Other Concerns:

Regarding the existing pad located at the affected site prior to issuance of the air quality permit, DEQ speculates the existing pad is affiliated with the co-located oil and gas infrastructure site, which is regulated by the Montana Board of Oil and Gas Conservation and not DEQ, in this case.  Sections 1, 3 through 9 and 12 of the final decision on the EA have been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA. If the existing pad has been installed by NYDIG prior to issuance of the air quality permit, pursuant to ARM 17.8.743(2), an owner or operator who has submitted an application and received a completeness determination from DEQ may, prior to receiving a Montana air quality permit, initiate construction activities that, when completed, would have no anticipated increases in emissions of regulated air pollutants associated with them including, but not limited to, installing concrete foundation work; installing below-ground plumbing; installing ductwork; or other infrastructure and/or excavation work involving the same.  

Additionally, no water is used onsite for operations, the engines will be cooled using an antifreeze coolant system. The coolant is contained within the engine cooling system and is not discharged. No process water would be used for operations and no wastewater discharges would be associated with the engine cooling system. Therefore, no impacts to water quality, quantity and distribution would be expected because of the proposed project. Section 2 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA. 

Regarding DEQ’s definition of a “small” data center, in Richland County there are 12 permitted NYDIG operations with an additional 2 permitted operations in Roosevelt County with some of these operations incorporating up to 10 (2,500 bhp) engines. In total, the aggregate energy production/needs of all permitted NYDIG operations in Richland and Roosevelt counties is approximately 177 megawatts. Many of the data centers currently in operation in the US that are powered by on-site generation incorporate hundreds of gas-fired engines as well as numerous back-up or emergency diesel-fired generators to ensure operational redundancy.  Such operations require significantly more power than the proposed NYDIG operations in aggregate. To put this in context, the energy needs for large and hyperscale data center operations run by companies like Google, Microsoft, Meta, and Amazon, far exceed 100 megawatts, drawing as much continuous electricity as 75,000 to over 500,000 homes. Therefore, in context, all permitted NYDIG operations effectively constitute “small” data centers with an average energy need of approximately 11 megawatts per site.

Regarding the use of ambiguous and relative terms including small, minor, and insignificant, some of these terms are defined on page 8 of the draft EA, e.g., minor, while other terms are inherently ambiguous and DEQ relies on professional judgment. 

Regarding the required alternatives analysis, and as provided on page 29 of the draft EA, in addition to the proposed action, DEQ must also consider a "no action" alternative. The "no action" alternative would deny the approval of the air quality permit. 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, as in this case, the applicant demonstrates compliance with all applicable rules and regulations required for approval, the “no action” alternative is not appropriate.   
Finally, the state of Montana has robust public participation laws in place regarding state actions, in this case, DEQ’s issuance of a draft air quality permit. More clearly, pursuant to ARM 17.8.748(7), An applicant for a permit shall notify the public of the application by legal publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected by the application. The notice must be published within ten days before, or after, submittal of the application. NYDIG submitted an affidavit of publication of public notice for the April 25th, 2026, issue of the Sidney Herald, a newspaper of general circulation in the Town of Sidney in Richland County, as proof of compliance with the public notice requirements. DEQ is also obligated to provide the affected public with a public comment period for all new or modified air quality permits. On May 29, 2026, the draft air quality permit was published on DEQ’s Public Comment webpage at https://deq.mt.gov/public/publiccomment for a 15-day public comment period ending June 15, 2026. To date, DEQ has issued 14 air quality permits for similar NYDIG operations, 12 in Richland County and 2 in Roosevelt County. For all air quality permits issued, to date, DEQ, provided opportunity for public participation including notice in the Sidney Herald, a public comment period, and a permit appeal period. DEQ did not receive any requests for a public meeting or hearing for any of the subject permits issued to date. While not required, DEQ does provide opportunity for a public meeting regarding issuance of an air quality permit whenever the agency believes a permit will be controversial or otherwise requires direct community engagement. However, again, based on a lack of public participation related to prior NYDIG permit actions, DEQ had no indication a public meeting was desired or needed to help inform the affected public.

	Affected Public
	I would like to oppose the air quality variance proposed for this project. Air quality has been poor with the dust blowing around already. What about the smoke from wildfires that drifts in? How do you allow more pollution when the air quality is already compromised? With the instability in oil prices, there is a high probability that natural gas from wells in the area will be unavailable at times. We have seen many boom and bust cycles in the oil field in this area. What is your backup plan to provide power? If your backup plan is to use our existing power service, the prices of electricity in our area will be more expensive to the residents of the area. How much water do you plan on drawing to produce that power? We are in an extreme drought in this area and cannot allow more draw down on our water resources. Please do not issue air quality variance variances for this project that is not wanted or needed by the people of Richland county.
	Thank you for your comment. According to ARM 17.8.749, Conditions for Issuance or Denial of Permit, DEQ is obligated to issue a permit for a new or modified facility or emitting unit if the applicant demonstrates that the facility or emitting unit can be expected to operate in compliance with the Clean Air Act of Montana and rules adopted under that Act, the Federal Clean Air Act and rules promulgated under that Act, and that it will not cause or contribute to a violation of any applicable ambient air quality standard. Because NYDIG has demonstrated the proposed facility is expected to comply with the Act(s) and would not be expected to violate any air quality standards, DEQ is obligated to issue the permit. As proposed and permitted, the facility would be expected to comply with all applicable air quality standards. The applicable primary national ambient air quality standards or NAAQS provide public health protection, including protecting the health of "sensitive" populations such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly. Secondary NAAQS provide public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation, and buildings. 

Further, no power transmission infrastructure is proposed as part of the project, as all energy produced on-site would be used on site, with no electricity supplied by or to the electrical grid. Therefore, no impacts to electric rates in the affected area would be expected because of the proposed project. Section 9 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

Regarding Canadian wildfire impacts, neither NYDIG nor DEQ have control over such impacts to air quality and, again, NYDIG has demonstrated compliance with the Act(s), as necessary for permit issuance. 

Regarding water use, according to NYDIG the engines will be cooled using an antifreeze coolant system. The coolant is contained within the engine cooling system and is not discharged. No process water would be used for operations and no wastewater discharges would be associated with the engine cooling system. Therefore, as described in Section 2 of the draft EA, no impacts to water quality, quantity and distribution would be expected because of the proposed project. Section 2 of the final decision on the EA has been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA.

	Affected Public
	I am a 73 year old male who has been a resident of Richland County, Montana most of my life. I favor most economic development projects but I oppose the above referenced application for the following reasons.

First, on page 12 of the Assessment is a representation that there are no oil and gas operations "within the same section and none within a linear mile". Said representation is wrong on both counts. Approximately 500 yards to the west of the subject development are not one, not two, not three, but four oil and gas wells all in Section 30, Township 24, Range 60. The wells are denoted the Weber 1H, 2H, 3H and 4H wells in the records maintained by the Montana Board of Oil and Gas Conservation. As to the distance representation the Assessment is off by a stunning 3,780 feet. 

Second, also on page 12 of the Assessment, under the heading "Affected Environment" is the statement "Vegetation in the affected area is primarily rangeland grasses". Ladies and gentlemen, the subject property is in the Lower Yellowstone Irrigation District and has been irrigated and cultivated since 1938. This year to the east and northeast are corn fields, to the north is a wheat field, to the northwest and west are soybean and wheat fields and to the southwest is an alfalfa field. Maybe a study of the effect on growing crops is in order.

Third, on page 20 of the Assessment under the heading of direct impacts is a discussion of a building and residence affected by the project.

The building located 400 feet to the south is a residence that carries one of the highest assessments in Richland County. It was continuously occupied from March 1994 when construction was completed until October 2022. Since October 2022 it has been occupied more often than not and as of June 14, 2026 is occupied. The next two nearest residences are about 2100 feet from the project and both are occupied. If I may use a linear mile as a point of reference used earlier in the Assessment there are at least nine other occupied residences within that llinear mile of the project. My point is that the location of the project is not in any way isolated. People live nearby and others work nearby in agriculture, the energy industry, and irrigation structure maintenance and water level regulation.

Fourth, I note on pages 13-15 there is treatment of wildlife. Almost the entire distance from the subject project to the Yellowstone River is bottom land teeming with deer, pheasants, wild turkeys and other wildlife. It is doubtful such wildlife can easily relocate because of the size of that bottom land and the number of animals involve

Finally, will the subject developer have any land restoration responsibility when the project is vacated?
	Thank you for your comment. According to ARM 17.8.749, Conditions for Issuance or Denial of Permit, DEQ is obligated to issue a permit for a new or modified facility or emitting unit if the applicant demonstrates that the facility or emitting unit can be expected to operate in compliance with the Clean Air Act of Montana and rules adopted under that Act, the Federal Clean Air Act and rules promulgated under that Act, and that it will not cause or contribute to a violation of any applicable ambient air quality standard. Because NYDIG has demonstrated the proposed facility is expected to comply with the Act(s) and would not be expected to violate any air quality standards, DEQ is obligated to issue the permit. As proposed and permitted, the facility would be expected to comply with all applicable air quality standards. The applicable primary national ambient air quality standards or NAAQS provide public health protection, including protecting the health of "sensitive" populations such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly. Secondary NAAQS provide public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation, and buildings. 

In Richland County there are numerous dispersed oil and gas well infrastructure sites and 12 permitted NYDIG operations with an additional 2 permitted operations in Roosevelt County, with some of these operations incorporating up to 10 (2,500 bhp) engines permitted.  While existing oil and gas well infrastructure sites are present in the area, these sites do not produce energy for data center operations, they produce oil and gas. Among the previously permitted NYDIG facilities, the closest to the proposed NYDIG -Davidson Atlas site is approximately 7.25 miles northwest of this facility. Further, as the commenter notes, an existing oil and gas infrastructure site exists approximately 1,700 feet west of the proposed NYDIG site. The lack of identification of this oil and gas infrastructure site was an oversight in preparing the draft EA. The EA has been updated in Section 3 of the EA to reflect the existence of this oil and gas site prior to issuance of the final decision on the EA. 

Regarding occupancy of the nearest building to the south, according to the Montana Cadastral website, the subject building is owned by Mudhead LLC, who also owns the property where the proposed NYDIG operations would be constructed and operated along with the co-located oil and gas well infrastructure site. Sections 1, 3 through 9 and 12 of the final decision on the EA have been updated to reflect changes to the draft EA. Further, according to NYDIG the building is not occupied as a residence. DEQ has not been able to confirm the existing structure is used as a residence.

Regarding Section 4- Vegetation Cover, Quantity and Quality. The Montana Natural Heritage Program (MTNHP) survey reports on the natural vegetation found in the polygon area surrounding the proposed facility. The MTNHP survey does not assess seasonal agricultural crops. Regarding the treatment of wildlife, the MTNHP survey and report highlighted species of concert (SOC) and potential species of concern (PSOC). These are species considered “at risk” due to declining population, and the survey does not classify species with maintaining or increasing population. Furthermore, the secondary NAAQS provide public welfare protection, including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, wildlife, crops, vegetation, and buildings. 

Further, DEQ acknowledges the existence of residential and agricultural/farming structures in the affected area. Given the overall agricultural nature of the affected area with dispersed oil and gas and data infrastructure, perhaps the use of the adjective “very” rural is inappropriate. However, DEQ maintains that characterization of the affected area as rural is appropriate. The term “very” has been removed from Section 11 of the draft EA for issuance of the final Decision on the EA.

Regarding land restoration responsibilities, the air quality permit does not dictate nor regulate such activities. However, 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 the Montana Board of Oil and Gas Conservation.
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