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Date of Posting: June 22, 2026


Name of Permittee: NYDIG DFM

Facility Name: Davidsen Atlas

Physical Site Location: Section 30, Township 24 North, Range 60 East of Richland County


Sent via email: Joshua.burandt@nydig.com

RE: 	Department Decision on MAQP Application #5357-00 and Final Decision on Environmental Assessment; Energy Development Project 

The Montana Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) has issued a Decision, with conditions, on Montana Air Quality Permit (MAQP) application #5357-00 for the above-named permittee. DEQ has also issued a final Decision on the associated Environmental Assessment (EA) prepared under the Montana Environmental Policy Act (“MEPA”).  

[bookmark: _Hlk224296374][bookmark: _Hlk224297816]The project constitutes an “energy development project,” as defined by § 75-2-103(9), Montana Code Annotated (MCA). Pursuant to the applicable requirements of § 75-2-213(1)(a), MCA, the request for hearing on DEQ’s Decision on MAQP application #5357-00 must be filed within 30 days after DEQ renders its Decision. The Decision may be appealed to the Board of Environmental Review (Board).  A request for a hearing must be filed by July 22, 2026.  This permit shall become final and effective on July 23, 2026, unless the Board orders a stay on the permit. 

[bookmark: _Hlk224292529][bookmark: _Hlk229737991][bookmark: _Hlk229739659]The final Decision on the EA may be appealed to the appropriate court of jurisdiction. A request for hearing on DEQ’s final Decision on the EA must be filed within 60 days after DEQ renders its final Decision on the EA. A request for a hearing must be filed by August 21, 2026. If an appeal and request for hearing are filed, see the procedures for appeal below.  

Procedures for Appeal: The appeal process for the MAQP and EA are informed by separate and distinct statutory processes, as follows. 

MAQP: Any person who is directly and adversely affected by DEQ’s Decision may request a hearing before the Board.  The appeal must be filed by the date that will be stated in the Decision.  The request for a hearing must contain an affidavit setting forth the grounds for the request.  The hearing will be held under the provisions of the Montana Administrative Procedures Act.  Submit requests for a hearing to: Chairman, Board of Environmental Review, P.O. Box 200901, Helena, MT 59620, or the Board Secretary: DEQBERSecretary@mt.gov.

[bookmark: _Hlk229740080]EA: A challenge to DEQ’s final Decision on the EA may only be brought in district or federal court, whichever is appropriate. A challenge may only be brought by a person who submits formal comments on DEQ’s draft EA prior to the issuance of DEQ’s final Decision on the EA, and the challenge must be limited to those issues raised in those comments. Any action or proceeding challenging a final agency action alleging failure to comply with or inadequate compliance with a requirement of MEPA must be brought by the appeal filing date deadline identified above. 

Conditions:  See attached Decision on MAQP #5357-00.


For DEQ,
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Eric Merchant, Supervisor
Air Quality Permitting Services Section
Air Quality Bureau	
Air, Energy, and Mining Division
(406) 444-3626	
eric.merchant2@mt.gov 
Barry Pemberton
Air Quality Engineer
Air Quality Bureau
Air, Energy, and Mining Division
(406) 444-0323
Barry.pemberton@mt.gov
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 5357-00	 18	DD: 06/22/2026

Issued To: NYDIG DFM LLC
One Vanderbilt Avenue
65th Floor 
New York, NY 10017


MAQP: #5357-00
Application Complete:  04/23/2026
Preliminary Determination Issued: 05/29/2026
DEQ’s Decision Issued: 06/22/2026
Permit Final: 


A Montana Air Quality Permit (MAQP), with conditions, is hereby granted to NYDIG DFM LLC (NYDIG), pursuant to Sections 75-2-204 and 211 of the Montana Code Annotated (MCA), as amended, and Administrative Rules of Montana (ARM) 17.8.740, et seq., as amended, for the following:

I. Permitted Facilities

A. Permitted Equipment

NYDIG proposes to install eight (8) 2,500 brake horsepower (bhp) Waukesha 9394 GSI generator engines at the site.  The engines would be used to generate electricity through the combustion of field gas that would otherwise be flared from an existing oil and gas well operation. Each engine utilizes an air fuel ratio controller (AFR) and non-selective catalytic reduction (NSCR), i.e., three-way catalyst, to reduce emissions.

Applicable permit conditions and emission limits are written in a de minimis friendly manner to provide NYDIG with the flexibility necessary to change-out an engine(s) at the site without first obtaining a permit. However, NYDIG is limited to a maximum of 8 rich-burn engines on site at any time and any new engine(s) installed and operated at the site must be a field gas-fired, rich-burn engine with NSCR and an AFR controller. Further, to achieve the permitted emission limits in both pounds per hour (lb/hr) and grams per brake-horsepower-hour (g/bhp-hr), any new engine must be rated at the same or similar brake-horsepower capacity as the proposed Waukesha 9394 GSI generator engine(s).  Finally, NYDIG must notify the Montana Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) of the installation and operation of any new engine at the site and any new engine must be tested initially and ongoing in accordance with this permit. 

B. Plant Location

This facility is to be located approximately 2 miles south of Fairview, Montana, in Section 30, Township 24 North, Range 60 East of Richland County, 47.8076 N, latitude -104.0648 W, longitude, and is known as the Davidsen Atlas.

II. Conditions and Limitations

A. Emission Limitations

1. NYDIG shall not have on site more than eight (8) rich-burn natural gas-fired generator engines (ARM 17.8.749).

2. The emissions from each individual rich-burn engine at the site shall not exceed the following:

NOX – 6.61 lb/hr (ARM 17.8.749) and 0.15 g/bhp-hr (ARM 17.8.752)
CO – 13.23 lb/hr (ARM 17.8.749) and 0.30 g/bhp-hr (ARM 17.8.752)
VOC – 1.32 lb/hr (ARM 17.8.749) and 0.030 g/bhp-hr (ARM 17.8.752)
PMTot/PM10/PM2.5 – 0.44 lb/hr (ARM 17.8.749) 
SO2 – 0.09 lb/hr (ARM 17.8.749) 

3. NYDIG shall operate and maintain a non-selective catalytic reduction (NSCR) unit and an AFR controller on each rich-burn engine on site (ARM 17.8.752). 

4. No person shall cause or authorize the use of any street, road, or parking lot without taking reasonable precautions to control emissions of airborne particulate matter (ARM 17.8.308).

5. NYDIG shall treat all unpaved portions of the haul roads, access roads, parking lots, or general plant area with water and/or chemical dust suppressant as necessary to maintain compliance with the reasonable precautions’ limitation in Section II.A.5 (ARM 17.8.308).

6. NYDIG shall comply with all applicable standards and limitations, and the reporting, recordkeeping and notification requirements contained in 40 CFR 60, Subpart A and Subpart JJJJ (ARM 17.8.340 and 40 CFR 60, Subpart A and JJJJ).

7. NYDIG shall comply with all applicable standards and limitations, and the reporting, recordkeeping and notification requirements contained in 40 CFR 63, Subpart A and Subpart ZZZZ (ARM 17.8.340 and 40 CFR 63, Subpart(s) A and ZZZZ).

B. Testing Requirements

1. NYDIG shall demonstrate compliance with the NOX, CO, and VOC limits in Section II.A.2 via source testing within 180 days after equipment commencement. Source testing shall be conducted for NOX, CO, and VOCs simultaneously. Compliance test results are determined by the average of three 1-hour or longer runs. Results shall be submitted to DEQ to demonstrate compliance with the emission limitations in Section II.A.2 (ARM 17.8.105 and ARM 17.8.749).

2. NYDIG shall demonstrate compliance with SO2 limits in Section II.A.2 via source testing within 180 days after equipment commencement. Results shall be submitted to DEQ to demonstrate compliance with the emission limitations in Section II.A.2 (ARM 17.8.105 and ARM 17.8.749). 

3. Following the date of the initial source testing of the engines to demonstrate compliance with Section II.A.2, compliance with the applicable emission limits shall be demonstrated via source testing for NOx, CO, and VOC, concurrently, within 8,760 operating hours or 3 years, whichever comes first. 

Source testing shall follow the applicable methods defined in 40 CFR 60 Subpart JJJJ, or equivalent methods as approved in writing by DEQ (ARM 17.8.105, ARM 17.8.749, ARM 17.8.340, and 40 CFR 60 Subpart JJJJ).

4. All compliance source tests shall conform to the requirements of the Montana Source Test Protocol and Procedures Manual (ARM 17.8.106).

5. DEQ may require further testing (ARM 17.8.105).

C. Operational Reporting Requirements

1. NYDIG shall supply DEQ with annual production information for all emission points, as required by DEQ in the annual emission inventory request.  The request will include, but is not limited to, all sources of emissions identified in the emission inventory contained in the permit analysis.

	Production information shall be gathered on a calendar-year basis and submitted to DEQ by the date required in the emission inventory request.  Information shall be in the units required by DEQ.  This information may be used to calculate operating fees, based on actual emissions from the facility, and/or to verify compliance with permit limitations (ARM 17.8.505).  

2. NYDIG shall notify DEQ of any construction or improvement project conducted, pursuant to ARM 17.8.745, that would include the addition of a new emissions unit, change in control equipment, stack height, stack diameter, stack flow, stack gas temperature, source location, or fuel specifications, or would result in an increase in source capacity above its permitted operation.  

The notice must be submitted to DEQ, in writing, 10 days prior to startup or use of the proposed de minimis change, or as soon as reasonably practicable in the event of an unanticipated circumstance causing the de minimis change and must include the information requested in ARM 17.8.745(l)(d) (ARM 17.8.745).

3. All records compiled in accordance with this permit must be maintained by NYDIG as a permanent business record for at least 5 years following the date of the measurement, must be available at the plant site for inspection by DEQ, and must be submitted to DEQ upon request.  These records may be stored at a location other than the plant site upon approval by DEQ (ARM 17.8.749).

D. Notification

NYDIG shall notify DEQ in writing of the date of commencement of operation of each engine within 30-days following the date of commencement.

III. General Conditions

A. Inspection – NYDIG shall allow DEQ’s representatives access to the source at all reasonable times for the purpose of making inspections or surveys, collecting samples, obtaining data, auditing any monitoring equipment such as Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems (CEMS) or Continuous Emission Rate Monitoring Systems (CERMS), or observing any monitoring or testing, and otherwise conducting all necessary functions related to this permit.

B. Waiver – The permit and the terms, conditions, and matters stated herein shall be deemed accepted if NYDIG fails to appeal as indicated below.

C. Compliance with Statutes and Regulations – Nothing in this permit shall be construed as relieving NYDIG of the responsibility for complying with any applicable federal or Montana statute, rule, or standard, except as specifically provided in ARM 17.8.740, et seq. (ARM 17.8.756).

D. Enforcement – Violations of limitations, conditions and requirements contained herein may constitute grounds for permit revocation, penalties, or other enforcement action as specified in Section 75-2-401, et seq., MCA.

E. Appeals – Any person or persons jointly or severally adversely affected by DEQ’s decision may request, within 15 days after DEQ renders its decision, upon affidavit setting forth the grounds therefor, a hearing before the Board of Environmental Review (Board).  A hearing shall be held under the provisions of the Montana Administrative Procedures Act.  The filing of a request for a hearing does not stay DEQ’s decision, unless the Board issues a stay upon receipt of a petition and a finding that a stay is appropriate under Section 75-2-211(11)(b), MCA.  The issuance of a stay on a permit by the Board postpones the effective date of DEQ’s decision until conclusion of the hearing and issuance of a final decision by the Board.  If a stay is not issued by the Board, DEQ’s decision on the application is final 16 days after DEQ’s decision is made.

F. Permit Inspection – As required by ARM 17.8.755, Inspection of Permit, a copy of the air quality permit shall be made available for inspection by DEQ at the location of the source.

G. Permit Fee – Pursuant to Section 75-2-220, MCA, failure to pay the annual operation fee by NYDIG may be grounds for revocation of this permit, as required by that section and rules adopted thereunder by the Board.

H. Duration of Permit – Construction or installation must begin or contractual obligations entered into that would constitute substantial loss within 3 years of permit issuance and proceed with due diligence until the project is complete or the permit shall expire (ARM 17.8.762). 



Montana Air Quality Permit Analysis
NYDIG DFM LLC – Davidsen Atlas
MAQP #5357-00


I. Introduction/Process Description

The Davidsen Atlas Site is located approximately 2.0 miles south of Fairview, Montana, in Section 30, Township 24 North, Range 60 East. 

A. Permitted Equipment 

NYDIG proposes to install eight (8) 2,500 brake horsepower (bhp) Waukesha 9394 GSI generator engines at the site.  Each engine utilizes non-selective catalytic reduction (NSCR), i.e., three-way catalyst, and an air fuel ratio controller (AFR) to reduce emissions.

Applicable permit conditions and emission limits are written in a de minimis friendly manner to provide NYDIG with the flexibility necessary to change-out an engine(s) at the site without first obtaining a permit. However, NYDIG is limited to a maximum of 8 rich-burn engines on site at any time and any new engine(s) installed and operated at the site must be a field gas-fired, rich-burn engine with NSCR and an AFR controller. Further, to achieve the permitted emission limits in both pounds per hour (lb/hr) and grams per brake-horsepower-hour, any new engine must be rated at the same or similar brake-horsepower capacity as the proposed Waukesha 9394 GSI generator engine(s).  Finally, NYDIG must notify the Montana Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) of the installation and operation of any new engine at the site and any new engine must be tested initially and ongoing in accordance with this permit.   

B. Source Description 

The eight (8) field gas-fired engines are used to generate electricity for local data center operations through the combustion of field gas that would otherwise be flared from an existing oil and gas well operation.  

C. Additional Information

[bookmark: _Hlk167341820]Additional information, such as applicable rules and regulations, Best Available Control Technology (BACT)/Reasonably Available Control Technology (RACT) determinations, air quality impacts, and environmental assessments, is included in the analysis associated with each change to the permit.

D. Response to Public Comments

The following table provides all substantive comments received on DEQ’s preliminary determination (PD) on MAQP #5357-00 and the associated draft Environmental Assessment (EA) and DEQ’s responses. 

	[bookmark: _Hlk233029827]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, 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, 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.




II. Applicable Rules and Regulations

The following are partial explanations of some applicable rules and regulations that apply to the facility.  The complete rules are stated in the Administrative Rules of Montana (ARM) and are available, upon request, from the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ).  Upon request, DEQ will provide references for location of complete copies of all applicable rules and regulations or copies where appropriate.

A. ARM 17.8, Subchapter 1 – General Provisions, including but not limited to:

1. ARM 17.8.101 Definitions.  This rule includes a list of applicable definitions used in this chapter, unless indicated otherwise in a specific subchapter.

2. ARM 17.8.105 Testing Requirements.  Any person or persons responsible for the emission of any air contaminant into the outdoor atmosphere shall, upon written request of DEQ, provide the facilities and necessary equipment (including instruments and sensing devices) and shall conduct tests, emission or ambient, for such periods of time as may be necessary using methods approved by DEQ.

3. ARM 17.8.106 Source Testing Protocol.  The requirements of this rule apply to any emission source testing conducted by DEQ, any source or other entity as required by any rule in this chapter, or any permit or order issued pursuant to this chapter, or the provisions of the Clean Air Act of Montana, 75-2-101, et seq., Montana Code Annotated (MCA).

NYDIG shall comply with the requirements contained in the Montana Source Test Protocol and Procedures Manual, including, but not limited to, using the proper test methods and supplying the required reports.  A copy of the Montana Source Test Protocol and Procedures Manual is available from DEQ upon request.

4. ARM 17.8.110 Malfunctions.  (2) DEQ must be notified promptly by telephone whenever a malfunction occurs that can be expected to create emissions in excess of any applicable emission limitation or to continue for a period greater than 4 hours.

5. ARM 17.8.111 Circumvention.  (1) No person shall cause or permit the installation or use of any device or any means that, without resulting in reduction of the total amount of air contaminant emitted, conceals or dilutes an emission of air contaminant that would otherwise violate an air pollution control regulation.  (2) No equipment that may produce emissions shall be operated or maintained in such a manner as to create a public nuisance.

B. ARM 17.8, Subchapter 2 – Ambient Air Quality, including, but not limited to the following:

1.	ARM 17.8.204 Ambient Air Monitoring
2.	ARM 17.8.210 Ambient Air Quality Standards for Sulfur Dioxide
3.	ARM 17.8.211 Ambient Air Quality Standards for Nitrogen Dioxide
4.	ARM 17.8.212 Ambient Air Quality Standards for Carbon Monoxide
5.	ARM 17.8.213 Ambient Air Quality Standard for Ozone
6.	ARM 17.8.214 Ambient Air Quality Standard for Hydrogen Sulfide
7.	ARM 17.8.220 Ambient Air Quality Standard for Settled Particulate Matter
8.	ARM 17.8.221 Ambient Air Quality Standard for Visibility
9.	ARM 17.8.222 Ambient Air Quality Standard for Lead
10.	ARM 17.8.223 Ambient Air Quality Standard for PM10
11.	ARM 17.8.230 Fluoride in Forage

NYDIG must maintain compliance with the applicable ambient air quality standards.

C. ARM 17.8, Subchapter 3 – Emission Standards, including, but not limited to:

1. ARM 17.8.304 Visible Air Contaminants.  This rule requires that no person may cause or authorize emissions to be discharged into the outdoor atmosphere from any source installed after November 23, 1968, that exhibit an opacity of 20% or greater averaged over 6 consecutive minutes.

2. ARM 17.8.308 Particulate Matter, Airborne.  (1) This rule requires an opacity limitation of less than 20% for all fugitive emission sources and that reasonable precautions be taken to control emissions of airborne particulate matter.  (2) Under this rule, NYDIG shall not cause or authorize the use of any street, road, or parking lot without taking reasonable precautions to control emissions of airborne particulate matter.

3. ARM 17.8.309 Particulate Matter, Fuel Burning Equipment.  This rule requires that no person shall cause, allow, or permit to be discharged into the atmosphere particulate matter caused by the combustion of fuel in excess of the amount determined by this rule.

4. ARM 17.8.310 Particulate Matter, Industrial Process.  This rule requires that no person shall cause, allow, or permit to be discharged into the atmosphere particulate matter in excess of the amount set forth in this rule.

5. ARM 17.8.316 Incinerators.  This rule requires that no person may cause or authorize emissions to be discharged into the outdoor atmosphere from any incinerator, particulate matter in excess of 0.10 grains per standard cubic foot of dry flue gas, adjusted to 12% carbon dioxide and calculated as if no auxiliary fuel had been used.  Further, no person shall cause or authorize to be discharged into the outdoor atmosphere from any incinerator emissions that exhibit an opacity of 10% or greater averaged over 6 consecutive minutes.

6. ARM 17.8.322 Sulfur Oxide Emissions--Sulfur in Fuel.  This rule requires that no person shall burn liquid, solid, or gaseous fuel in excess of the amount set forth in this rule.

7. ARM 17.8.324 Hydrocarbon Emissions--Petroleum Products.  (3) No person shall load or permit the loading of gasoline into any stationary tank with a capacity of 250 gallons or more from any tank truck or trailer, except through a permanent submerged fill pipe, unless such tank is equipped with a vapor loss control device as described in (1) of this rule.

8. ARM 17.8.340 Standard of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Emission Guidelines for Existing Sources.  This rule incorporates, by reference, 40 CFR Part 60, Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources (NSPS). NYDIG is considered an NSPS affected facility under 40 CFR Part 60 and is subject to the requirements of the following subparts.

a.	40 CFR 60, Subpart A – General Provisions apply to all equipment or facilities subject to an NSPS Subpart as listed below:

b.	40 CFR 60, Subpart JJJJ – Standard of Performance for Stationary Spark Ignition Internal Combustion Engines. The proposed engines will be ordered after June 12, 2006, and manufactured after either July 1, 2007, and July 2, 2008, as applicable based on horsepower. Therefore, the engines operated at this facility are subject to this regulation. 

9. ARM 17.8.342 Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants for Source Categories.  The source, as defined and applied in 40 CFR Part 63, shall comply with the requirements of 40 CFR Part 63, as listed below:

a. 40 CFR 63, Subpart A – General Provisions apply to all equipment or facilities subject to an NESHAP Subpart as listed below:

b. 40 CFR 63, Subpart ZZZZ – National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants for Stationary Reciprocating Internal Combustion Engines. Subpart ZZZZ applies to the new reciprocating engines but compliance with Subpart ZZZZ is demonstrated by compliance with 40 CFR 60 Subpart JJJJ.

D. ARM 17.8, Subchapter 5 – Air Quality Permit Application, Operation, and Open Burning Fees, including, but not limited to:

1. ARM 17.8.504 Air Quality Permit Application Fees.  This rule requires that an applicant submit an air quality permit application fee concurrent with the submittal of an air quality permit application.  A permit application is incomplete until the proper application fee is paid to DEQ.  NYDIG submitted the appropriate permit application fee for the current permit action. 
2. ARM 17.8.505 Air Quality Operation Fees.  An annual air quality operation fee must, as a condition of continued operation, be submitted to DEQ by each source of air contaminants holding an air quality permit (excluding an open burning permit) issued by DEQ.  The air quality operation fee is based on the actual or estimated actual amount of air pollutants emitted during the previous calendar year.

An air quality operation fee is separate and distinct from an air quality permit application fee.  The annual assessment and collection of the air quality operation fee, described above, shall take place on a calendar-year basis.  DEQ may insert into any final permit issued after the effective date of these rules, such conditions as may be necessary to require the payment of an air quality operation fee on a calendar-year basis, including provisions that prorate the required fee amount.

E. ARM 17.8, Subchapter 7 – Permit, Construction, and Operation of Air Contaminant Sources, including, but not limited to:

1. ARM 17.8.740 Definitions.  This rule is a list of applicable definitions used in this chapter, unless indicated otherwise in a specific subchapter.

2. ARM 17.8.743 Montana Air Quality Permits--When Required.  This rule requires a person to obtain an air quality permit or permit modification to construct, modify, or use any air contaminant sources that have the potential to emit (PTE) greater than 25 tons per year of any pollutant.  NYDIG has a PTE greater than 25 tons per year of CO and NOx therefore, an air quality permit is required.

3. ARM 17.8.744 Montana Air Quality Permits--General Exclusions.  This rule identifies the activities that are not subject to the Montana Air Quality Permit program.
4. ARM 17.8.745 Montana Air Quality Permits--Exclusion for De Minimis Changes.  This rule identifies the de minimis changes at permitted facilities that do not require a permit under the Montana Air Quality Permit Program.  

5. ARM 17.8.748 New or Modified Emitting Units--Permit Application Requirements.  (1) This rule requires that a permit application be submitted prior to installation, modification, or use of a source.  NYDIG submitted the required permit application for the current permit action. 7) This rule requires that the applicant notify the public by means of legal publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected by the application for a permit. 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 Herald in Richland County, as proof of compliance with the public notice requirements.

6. ARM 17.8.749 Conditions for Issuance or Denial of Permit.  This rule requires that the permits issued by DEQ must authorize the construction and operation of the facility or emitting unit subject to the conditions in the permit and the requirements of this subchapter.  This rule also requires that the permit must contain any conditions necessary to assure compliance with the Federal Clean Air Act (FCAA), the Clean Air Act of Montana, and rules adopted under those acts.

7. ARM 17.8.752 Emission Control Requirements.  This rule requires a source to install the maximum air pollution control capability that is technically practicable and economically feasible, except that BACT shall be utilized.  The required BACT analysis is included in Section III of this permit analysis.

8. ARM 17.8.755 Inspection of Permit.  This rule requires that air quality permits shall be made available for inspection by DEQ at the location of the source.

9. ARM 17.8.756 Compliance with Other Requirements.  This rule states that nothing in the permit shall be construed as relieving NYDIG of the responsibility for complying with any applicable federal or Montana statute, rule, or standard, except as specifically provided in ARM 17.8.740, et seq.

10. ARM 17.8.759 Review of Permit Applications.  This rule describes DEQ’s responsibilities for processing permit applications and making permit decisions on those permit applications that do not require the preparation of an environmental impact statement.

11. ARM 17.8.760 Additional Review of Permit Applications.  This rule describes DEQ’s responsibilities for processing permit applications and making permit decisions on those applications that require an environmental impact statement. 

12. ARM 17.8.762 Duration of Permit.  An air quality permit shall be valid until revoked or modified, as provided in this subchapter, except that a permit issued prior to construction of a new or modified source may contain a condition providing that the permit will expire unless construction is commenced within the time specified in the permit, which in no event may be less than 1 year after the permit is issued.
13. ARM 17.8.763 Revocation of Permit.  An air quality permit may be revoked upon written request of the permittee, or for violations of any requirement of the Clean Air Act of Montana, rules adopted under the Clean Air Act of Montana, the FCAA, rules adopted under the FCAA, or any applicable requirement contained in the Montana State Implementation Plan (SIP).
 
14. ARM 17.8.764 Administrative Amendment to Permit.  An air quality permit may be amended for changes in any applicable rules and standards adopted by the Board of Environmental Review (Board) or changed conditions of operation at a source or stack that do not result in an increase of emissions as a result of those changed conditions.  The owner or operator of a facility may not increase the facility’s emissions beyond permit limits unless the increase meets the criteria in ARM 17.8.745 for a de minimis change not requiring a permit, or unless the owner or operator applies for and receives another permit in accordance with ARM 17.8.748, ARM 17.8.749, ARM 17.8.752, ARM 17.8.755, and ARM 17.8.756, and with all applicable requirements in ARM Title 17, Chapter 8, Subchapters 8, 9, and 10.

15. ARM 17.8.765 Transfer of Permit.  This rule states that an air quality permit may be transferred from one person to another if written notice of intent to transfer, including the names of the transferor and the transferee, is sent to DEQ.

16. ARM 17.8.770 Additional Requirements for Incinerators.  This rule specifies the additional information that must be submitted to DEQ for incineration facilities subject to 75-2-215, Montana Code Annotated (MCA).

17.	ARM 17.8.771 Mercury Emission Standards for Mercury-Emitting Generating Units.  This rule identifies mercury emission limitation requirements, mercury control strategy requirements, and application requirements for mercury-emitting generating units.

F. ARM 17.8, Subchapter 8 – Prevention of Significant Deterioration of Air Quality, including, but not limited to:

1. ARM 17.8.801 Definitions.  This rule is a list of applicable definitions used in this subchapter.

2. ARM 17.8.818 Review of Major Stationary Sources and Major Modifications--Source Applicability and Exemptions.  The requirements contained in ARM 17.8.819 through ARM 17.8.827 shall apply to any major stationary source and any major modification, with respect to each pollutant subject to regulation under the FCAA that it would emit, except as this subchapter would otherwise allow.

This facility is not a major stationary source because this facility is not a listed source and the facility's PTE is below 250 tons per year of any pollutant (excluding fugitive emissions).  

G. ARM 17.8, Subchapter 12 – Operating Permit Program Applicability, including, but not limited to:

1. ARM 17.8.1201 Definitions.  (23) Major Source under Section 7412 of the FCAA is defined as any source having:

a. PTE > 100 tons/year of any pollutant;

b. PTE > 10 tons/year of any one hazardous air pollutant (HAP), PTE > 25 tons/year of a combination of all HAPs, or lesser quantity as DEQ may establish by rule; or

c. PTE > 70 tons/year of particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of 10 microns or less (PM10) in a serious PM10 nonattainment area.

2. ARM 17.8.1204 Air Quality Operating Permit Program.  (1) Title V of the FCAA amendments of 1990 requires that all sources, as defined in ARM 17.8.1204(1), obtain a Title V Operating Permit.  In reviewing and issuing MAQP #5357-00 for NYDIG, the following conclusions were made:

a. The facility’s PTE is less than 100 tons/year for any pollutant.

b. The facility’s PTE is less than 10 tons/year for any one HAP and less than 25 tons/year for all HAPs.

c. This source is not located in a serious PM10 nonattainment area.

d. This facility is subject to current NSPS; 40 CFR 60, Subpart A and JJJJ

e. This facility is subject to any current NESHAP standards; 40 CFR 63, Subpart A and ZZZZ

f. This source is not a Title IV affected source, or a solid waste combustion unit.

g. This source is not an EPA designated Title V source.

Based on these facts, DEQ determined that NYDIG will be a minor source of emissions as defined under Title V. However, if minor sources subject to NSPS are required to obtain a Title V Operating Permit, NYDIG will be required to obtain a Title V Operating Permit. 

III. BACT Determination

A BACT determination is required for each new or modified source. NYDIG shall install on the new or modified source the maximum air pollution control capability, which is technically practicable and economically feasible, except that BACT shall be utilized.

A BACT analysis was submitted by NYDIG in permit application #5357-00, addressing some available methods of controlling pollutant emissions from the Davidsen Atlas.  DEQ reviewed these methods, as well as previous BACT determinations.  The following control options have been reviewed by DEQ in order to make the following BACT determination.

NOx BACT

	Step 1: Identify All Control Technologies

The following options were reviewed for NOx control:
1. Selective catalytic reduction (SCR)
2. Selective non-catalytic reduction (SNCR)
3. EMx Catalyst system
4. Non-selective catalytic reduction (NSCR)
5. Dry Low NOx (DLN) combustion
6. Water/Steam Injection
7. Oxidation Catalyst

	Step 2: Eliminate Technically Infeasible Control Technologies: 

SCR and SNCR are technologies that inject ammonia or urea into flue gas and require specific exhaust temperatures (1,600-2,000 °F) for optimal NOx destruction, which are not feasible as the proposed Waukesha engines operate near 1,084 °F. Reheating exhaust gas is not practical and would increase emissions of NOx and other regulated pollutants. 

DLN and Water/Steam injection are technologies that are typically used in gas-turbine engines not reciprocating internal combustion engines, using DLN or Water/Steam injection would require a redesigning of the engine and are deemed not feasible for the proposed Waukesha engines. 

Oxidation Catalyst requires excess oxygen in the exhaust stream. Rich-burn engines operate under oxygen-limited conditions, preventing effective catalytic NOx reduction. Therefore, this option is deemed technically infeasible. 

Step 3: Rank The Remaining Control Technologies

	Control
	Efficiency
	Controlled Emissions (tpy)
	Reduction (tpy)
	Energy Impacts
	Environmental Impacts
	Cost Effectiveness ($/ton)

	EMx Cataylst
	90-93%
	~27-29
	230
	Moderate (pressure drop, catalyst mgmt.)
	Catalyst disposal, minor secondary emissions
	High

	NSCR + AFR
	85-90%
	28.97
	230
	Minimal
	Minimal secondary impacts
	Moderate 



	Step 4: Evaluate The Most Effective Controls:

The EMx catalyst system provides a slightly higher control efficiency than NSCR but incurs increased capital and operating costs as well as increased operational complexity. 

The NSCR with AFR achieved up to 90% control efficiency with reliable performance, reasonable costs and no long-term environmental impacts associated with catalyst disposal. 

Therefore, the marginal benefit of a minimal increase in control efficiency associated with the EMx does not justify the increased cost and complexity.

	Step 5: Select BACT

NYDIG proposes to install and operate NSCR with an AFR controller on the Waukesha engines to control NOx emissions. NYDIG has installed identical control technologies on engines for other air quality permits issued to sources operating in Montana.  Based on these conclusions, DEQ determines that the proper unit design and operation of Waukesha engines utilizing NSCR with an AFR controller constitutes BACT, in this case. 

CO BACT

	Step 1: Identify All Control Technologies

1. NSCR (3-way catalyst)
2. Oxidation catalyst
3. Combustion Optimization

Step 2: Eliminate Technically Infeasible Options

Oxidation catalyst requires excess oxygen in the exhaust stream. Rich-burn engines operate under oxygen-limited conditions, preventing effective catalytic NOx reduction. Therefore, this option is deemed technically infeasible. 

Step 3: Rank remaining technologies

	Control
	Efficiency
	Controlled Emissions (tpy)
	Reduction (tpy)
	Energy Impacts
	Environmental Impacts
	Cost Effectiveness ($/ton)

	NSCR + AFR
	90-98%
	57.94
	~500
	Minimal
	Minimal
	Moderate

	Combustion only
	30-50%
	Higher
	Moderate
	None
	None
	Low



Step 4: Evaluate Most Effective Controls

NSCR provides high CO destruction efficiency as well as control of both NOx and VOC emissions for rich-burn engines. Whereas combustion only controls are insufficient to meet comparable emission levels. 

Step 5: Select BACT

NYDIG proposes to install and operate an NSCR with an AFR controller on the Waukesha engines to control CO emissions. NYDIG has installed identical control technologies on engines for other air quality permits.  Based on these conclusions, DEQ determines that proper unit design and operation of the Waukesha engines utilizing NSCR with an AFR controller constitutes BACT, in this case. 

VOC BACT Analysis

Step 1: Identify All Control Technologies

1. NSCR (3-way catalyst)
2. Oxidation Catalyst
3. Combustion Optimization

Step 2: Eliminate Technically Infeasible Options

AS described previously, oxidation catalysts are not effective control technologies for rich-burn engines, such as the proposed Waukesha engines. 

Step 3: Rank Remaining Technologies

	Control
	Efficiency
	Controlled Emissions (tpy)
	Reduction (tpy)
	Energy Impacts
	Environmental Impacts
	Cost Effectiveness ($/ton)

	NSCR + AFR
	90-98%
	57.94
	~500
	Minimal
	Minimal
	Moderate

	Combustion only
	30-50%
	Higher
	Moderate
	None
	None
	Low



Step 4: Evaluate Most Effective Controls

NSCR enables high-efficiency VOC destruction at moderate cost effectiveness while combustion only would result in significant increase in controlled emissions. 

Step 5: Select BACT

NYDIG proposes to install and operate NSCR with an AFR controller on the Waukesha engines to control VOC emissions. NYDIG has installed identical control technologies on engines for other air quality permits.  Based on these conclusions, DEQ determines that the proper unit design and operation of Waukesha engines utilizing NSCR and AFR constitutes BACT. 

SO2 BACT Analysis

Step 1: Identify All Control Technologies

1: Flue Gas Desulfurization (FGD)

2: Inherent Control (Low Sulfur Gaseous Fuel Combustion)

Step 2: Eliminate Technically Infeasible Options

FGD systems are not technically nor economically feasible for small natural gas-fired engines due to extremely low inlet SO2 concentrations. 

Step 3: Rank Remaining Technologies 

	Control
	Efficiency
	Controlled Emissions (lb/hr)
	Controlled Emissions (tpy)
	Energy Impacts
	Environmental Impacts
	Cost Effectiveness ($/ton)

	Inherently low sulfur gaseous fuel 
	N/A
	0.09 lb/hr
	0.40
	None
	Minimal
	N/A



Step 4: Evaluate Most Effective Controls

SO2 emissions are directly related to the fuel sulfur content. The sulfur content from the field gas well is 0.030% and would be considered low sulfur fuel. 

Step 5: Select BACT

NYDIG proposes operating the proposed Waukesha engines with inherently low sulfur gas fuel. NYDIG currently operates other engines for other air quality permits in this manner. Based on these conclusions, DEQ determines that the proper unit design and operation of Waukesha engines utilizing inherent gaseous fuel is BACT. Any additional controls to remove SO2 would provide negligible benefit relative to cost and operational complexity. 

Final BACT Summary

DEQ concurs with NYDIG and determines that installing NSCR and an AFR controller for operation of the Waukesha engines is BACT. The control options selected for this air quality permit are comparable with previously permitted sources. Any additional controls required for MAQP #5357-00 would increase operating cost, and operational complexity without significantly decreasing emissions of regulated pollutants. 

IV. Emission Inventory

	Emission Inventory Table
	tons/year

	Emission Source
	PM
	PM10
	PM2.5
	NOx
	CO
	VOC
	SOx

	2,500 bhp engines (combined) EU01
	1.93
	1.93
	1.93
	28.97
	57.94
	5.79
	0.40

	Total Emissions
	1.93
	1.93
	1.93
	28.97
	57.94
	5.79
	0.40


· Total PM10 emissions are 1.93 TPY, determined by the sum of PM10(filterable) + PM(condensable)
· Total PM2.5 emissions are 1.93 TPY, determined by the sum of PM2.5(filterable) + PM(condensable)
· Total Particulate Matter emissions are 1.93 TPY, determined by the sum of PM(filterable) + PM(condensable)

Calculations:

Waukesha Engine(s)
Note: Emissions are based on the power output of the engine.
Operational Capacity 	= 8 engines
Engine power 			= 2,500 bhp-hr
Tons per pound		= 0.0005 ton/lb
Pounds per gram		= 1 lb/453.6 g 
Hours of Operation 	= 8760 hr/yr
Fuel Heating Value 		= 1,500 Btu/scf = 1,500 MMBtu/MMscf
Fuel Use				= 114.1 MMscf/year

PM Emissions: 
Emission Factor 	= 0.010 g/bhp-hr (manufacturer) 
Calculation 		= 0.010 g/bhp-hr * 2,500 bhp-hr * 1lb/453.6 g * 8760 hr/yr * 0.0005 ton/lb * 8 engines
 				= 1.93 TPY

PM10 Emissions
Emission Factor 	= 0.010 g/bhp-hr (manufacturer) 
Calculation 		= 0.010 g/bhp-hr * 2,500 bhp-hr * 1lb/453.6 g * 8760 hr/yr * 0.0005 ton/lb * 8 engines
 				= 1.93 TPY

PM2.5 Emissions
Emission Factor 	= 0.010 g/bhp-hr (manufacturer)
Calculation 		= 0.010 g/bhp-hr * 2,500 bhp-hr * 1lb/453.6 g * 8760 hr/yr * 0.0005 ton/lb * 8 engines
 = 1.93 TPY

NOx Emissions
Emission Factor 	= 0.150 g/bhp-hr (manufacturer)
Calculation		= 0.150 g/bhp-hr *2,500 bhp-hr * 1lb/453.6 g * 8760 hr/yr * 0.0005 ton/lb * 8 engines 
= 28.97 TPY

CO Emissions
Emission Factor 	= 0.300 g/bhp-hr (manufacturer)
Calculation		= 0.300 g/bhp-hr *2,500 bhp-hr * 1lb/453.6 g * 8760 hr/yr * 0.0005 ton/lb * 8 engines 
= 57.94 TPY

VOC Emissions
Emission Factor 	= 0.030 g/bhp-hr (manufacturer)
Calculation		= 0.030 g/bhp-hr *2,500 bhp-hr * 1lb/453.6 g * 8760 hr/yr * 0.0005 ton/lb * 8 engines
 				= 5.79 TPY

SOx Emissions
Emission Factor 	= 5.88E-04 lb/MMBtu (AP-42 3.2)
Calculation		= 5.88E-04 lb/MMBtu*1,500 Btu/scf * 114.1 MMscf/yr * 0.0005 ton/lb * 8 engines
 				= 0.40 TPY

	**CO = carbon monoxide
	PM = particulate matter

	(fil) = filterable
	PM10 = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of 10 microns or less

	HAPs = hazardous air pollutants 
	PM2.5 = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of 2.5 microns or less

	hp = horsepower 
	SO2 = sulfur dioxide

	lb = pound
	TPH = tons per hour

	N/A = not applicable 
	TPY = tons per year 

	ND = no data available 
	VOC = volatile organic compounds   

	NOX = oxides of nitrogen 
	yr = year



Footnotes:
a. Inventory reflects maximum allowable emissions for all pollutants based on maximum production and year-round operation (8,760 hours). The facility did not take limits on production or hours of operation.

V. Existing Air Quality

Richland County is currently classified as attainment/unclassifiable for all pollutants for which a National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) has been promulgated.

VI. Air Quality Impacts

[bookmark: _Hlk171316573]This permit contains conditions and limitations that would protect air quality for the site and surrounding area. Therefore, DEQ believes this action will not cause or contribute to a violation of any ambient air quality standard.

VII. Ambient Air Impact Analysis

Based on the information provided in the application and the conditions established in MAQP #5357-00, DEQ determined that any impacts from this permitting action will be minor. DEQ believes it will not cause or contribute to a violation of any applicable ambient air quality standard. 

VIII. Taking or Damaging Implication Analysis

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 or to grant an easement? [If no, go to (6)].

	
	
	5a. Is there a reasonable, specific connection between the government requirement and legitimate state interests?

	
	
	5b. Is the government requirement roughly proportional to the impact of the proposed use of the property?

	
	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 government action resulted 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 adjacent property or property across a public way from the property in question?

	
	X
	Takings 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; or if NO is checked in response to questions 5a or 5b; the shaded areas)



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.

IX. Environmental Assessment

An environmental assessment (EA), prepared pursuant to the applicable requirements of the Montana Environmental Policy Act (Title 75, Chapter 1, Parts 1-3, MCA), was completed for the proposed project. A copy of the EA is available for review on DEQ’s website at https://deq.mt.gov/public/publiccomment 
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