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1. Legal Description of Site: Permit #2691-05 applies to the source while operating at any location in 
Montana except within those areas having a Department approved permitting program, those areas 
considered tribal lands, or areas in or within 10 kilometers (km) of certain PMlo nonattainment areas. 
A Missoula County air quality permit will be required for locations within Missoula County, 
Montana. An addendum will be required for locations in or within 10 krn of certain PMlo 
nonattainment areas. 

2. Description of Project: The permit action is to add a primary jaw crusher (400 TPH), three screens 
(400 TPH, 200 TPH, 200 TPH), and a secondary cone crusher (200 TPH) to the existing facility. In 
addition, Welles proposes to upgrade the existing generator from 650 kW to 1000 kW. Permit 
#2691-05 was also updated to reflect the current permit language and rule references used by the 
Department. A complete list of permitted equipment is contained in Section I.A. of the Permit 
Analysis. 

3. Objectives of Project: The objective of this project would be to produce business and revenue for 
Welles through the sale and use of aggregate. The issuance of the permit would allow Welles to 
operate the permitted equipment at various locations throughout Montana, including the proposed 
initial site location. 

4. Alternatives Considered: In addition to the proposed action, the Department also considered the "no- 
action" alternative. The "no-action" alternative would deny issuance of the air quality 
preconstruction permit to the proposed facility. However, the Department does not consider the "no- 
action" alternative to be appropriate because Welles has demonstrated compliance with all applicable 
rules and regulations as required for permit issuance. Therefore, the "no-action" alternative was 
eliminated fiom further consideration. 

5. A Listing of Mitigation, Stipulations, and Other Controls: A list of enforceable conditions, including 
a BACT analysis, would be included in Permit #269 1-05. 

6. Regulatory Effects on Private Property: The Department considered alternatives to the conditions 
imposed in this permit as part of the permit development. The Department determined that the 
permit conditions are reasonably necessary to ensure compliance with applicable requirements and 
demonstrate compliance with those requirements and do not unduly restrict private property rights. 
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7. The following table summarizes the potential physical and biological effects of the proposed project 
on the human environment. The 'izo-action " alternative was discussedpreviously. 

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS ON POTENTIAL PHYSICAL AND BIOLOGICAL EFFECTS: The 
following comments have been prepared by the Department. 

A. Terrestrial and Aquatic life and Habitats 

Comments 
Included 

Yes 

Yes 

There is a possibility that terrestrials would use the same area as the crushing and screening 
operation. Impacts on terrestrials and aquatic life could result from storm water runoff and 
pollutant deposition, but such impacts would be minor, as the crushing and screening 
operations would be considered a minor source of emissions and would have intermittent and 
seasonal operations. Furthermore, the air emissions would have only minor effects on 
terrestrial and aquatic life because facility emissions would have good pollutant dispersion in 
the area of operations (see section 7.F). Therefore, only minor and temporary effects to 
terrestrial and aquatic life and habitat would be expected from the proposed project. 

A 

B 

B. Water Quality, Quantity and Distribution 

None 

Water will be required for dust suppression on the surrounding roadways, at areas of 
operation, and pollution control for equipment operations. However, pollutant deposition 
and water use would cause minor impacts, if any, to water resources in these areas because 
the facility is small with seasonal and intermittent operations, and only a small volume of 
water would be used. Overall, the additional equipment would have minor impacts to 
water quality, quantity, and distribution in the area of operations. 

Unknown 

C 

D 

E 

F 

I G 

H 

I 

J 

C. Geology and Soil Quality, Stability and Moisture 

X 

Terrestrial and Aquatic Life and Habitats 

Water Quality, Quantity, and Distribution 

The proposed project would have minor impacts on geology, soil quality, stability, and 
moisture of soils. Minor impacts from deposition of air pollutants on soils would result (as 
described in Section 7.F of this EA) and minor amounts of water would be used for pollution 
control--only as necessary in controlling particulate emissions. Thus, minimal water runoff 
would occur. Since a small amount of pollution would be generated and corresponding 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Geology and Soil Quality, Stability and 
Moisture 

Vegetation Cover, Quantity, and Quality 

Aesthetics 

Air Quality 

Unique Endangered, Fragile, or Limited 
Environmental Resources 

Demands on Environmental Resource of Water, 
Air and Energy 

Historical and Archaeological Sites 

Cumulative and Secondary Impacts 

Moderate Major 
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X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Minor 

X 

X 














