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1. Sonja Nowakowski declares as follows:

2. I am the Administrator of the Montana Department of Environmental

Quality (“DEQ”) Air, Energy, and Mining Division, and have personal knowledge 

of the facts herein in this Declaration. Prior to joining DEQ in 2021, I worked for 

the Montana Legislature for 15 years. I served in a nonpartisan capacity as a 

research analyst in the Legislative Environmental Policy Office and as the 
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Research Director for the Office of Research and Policy Analysis. My nonpartisan 

work for the Legislature focused on environment and energy policy. 

3. As the Administrator of DEQ’s Air, Energy, and Mining Division, I

am familiar with DEQ permitting processes for coal mining, natural gas fueled 

electricity generators, coal fueled electricity generators, petroleum refineries, and 

oil pipelines under their respective substantive permitting statutes. I am also 

familiar with the requirements for energy planning and procurement in Montana, 

renewable energy programs in Montana, and Montana’s transitioning energy 

marketplace. Finally, I am familiar with DEQ’s separate environmental review 

processes for DEQ permitting decisions under Montana Environmental Policy Act 

(“MEPA”) and understand fully how those review processes and permitting 

processes are distinct requirements. 

4. I, additionally, was a witness for DEQ in the above captioned case and

I am, therefore, familiar with this case and this Court’s Findings of Fact, 

Conclusions of Law, and Order issued on August 14, 2023 (“Order”). 

5. If a stay is not granted and the Court’s order not clarified in this case,

DEQ and the public will be harmed in two ways. First, invalidating § 75-1-

201(2)(a), MCA and expecting DEQ to immediately conduct legally defensible and 

scientifically appropriate greenhouse gas (“GHG”) and climate analysis in all 

MEPA reviews will impose significant hardships on the agency. Because MEPA 
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judicial reviews can be, and often are, subject to requests to vacate the relevant 

permit, it also leaves dozens of applications at risk. Those procedural MEPA 

reviews are conducted for a broad spectrum of substantive permit activities, 

ranging from Montana Air National Guard permit modifications to provide for 

national security to minor coal permit revisions that allow coal mines to continue 

to legally operate in Montana. Second, the interpretation of this Court’s Order by 

some, including counsel for Plaintiffs, Our Children’s Trust (“OCT”), threatens 

Montana’s energy supply. These two harms are addressed in turn. 

I. Absent a stay, this Court’s Order creates problems for applications
currently being processed by DEQ.

6. As the Court noted in its Order, DEQ has not included analysis of

GHG or climate impacts in its documents issued under MEPA since prior to 2011. 

Order at 13, 69, 73–74, 77. Because this review has not occurred in over a decade, 

DEQ cannot immediately conduct such review without adequate time to prepare 

scientifically and legally defendable analysis.  

7. For instance, DEQ’s analysis of GHG emissions in evaluating the

Keystone XL Pipeline considered global economic demand of petroleum products, 

which was conducted with the assistance of a federal partner, the U.S. Department 

of State. See Mont. Dept’t Envtl. Quality, Supp. Information for Compliance with 

the Mont. Envtl. Policy Act and Supp. for Decisions under the Major Facility 

Citing Act, I-6 (Aug. 26, 2011) (Ex. ). This analysis took several years to 
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complete (TransCanada filed its application with DEQ on December 22, 2008, and 

DEQ’s final EIS on the project was issued on August 26, 2011) and was completed 

under a federal partnership. DEQ does not currently have the in-house expertise to 

conduct this type of economic analysis without hiring a third-party consultant. In 

most permitting processes, statutorily mandated timelines are also in place and do 

not afford DEQ with the luxury of several years to complete such an analysis. 

8. A true and correct copy of DEQ’s Final Environmental Impact

Statement (“EIS”) for TransCanada’s Keystone XL Pipeline Project is attached as 

Exhibit .  

9. DEQ similarly engaged in climate and GHG analysis in the Highwood

Generating Station Final EIS with the U.S. Department of Agriculture – Rural 

Utility Service. This GHG and climate discussion presented the applicant’s 

proposed mitigation efforts to offset the plant’s GHG emissions. See U.S. Dep’t of 

Agric. – Rural Util. Service & Mont. Dep’t of Envtl. Quality, Final Environmental 

Impact Statement Highwood Generating Station, 4-53 to 4-46 (Jan. 2007) (Ex. ). 

Many of these mitigation efforts appear to have taken considerable time to prepare 

for, like applying for federal grants. Id. at 4-45. If the Highwood Generating Plant 

is the model for conducting climate and GHG analysis under MEPA, DEQ must 

collect information from applicants about GHG emissions and potential mitigation 

efforts. The applicants will, additionally, be required to develop and describe those 
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efforts. Those alternatives must then be vetted by DEQ as well as stakeholders. The

time necessary to collect such information, in some instances, will prevent DEQ 

from meeting statutory deadlines for conducting its review of projects. The 

Highwood Generating Station required a nearly 500-page Environmental Impact 

Statement, of which a draft EIS was released in June 2006 and a final EIS was 

released in January 2007, and included, at one time during analysis, more than 20 

different alternatives.  

10. A true and correct copy of the U.S. Department of Agriculture – Rural

Utilities Service and DEQ’s Final EIS for Southern Montana Electric Generation 

and Transmission Cooperative, Inc.’s Highwood Generating Station is attached as 

Exhibit . 

11. DEQ conducted its own GHG and climate analysis in the EIS for the

Roundup Power Project without a federal partner. The Draft EIS for this project 

discusses the generic impacts of GHG emissions, disclosed the total GHG 

emissions from the proposed project, compared the proposed project’s GHG 

emissions to nationwide GHG emissions, and concluded “[n]o basis exists for 

determining the severity of greenhouse gas[’s] impacts on global warming; 

therefore, an impact level cannot be assigned.” Mont. Dep’t of Envtl. Quality, 

Draft Envtl. Impact Statement for Roundup Power Project, 4-20 to 4-22 (Nov. 

2002) (Ex. ). In the Final EIS, DEQ determined “[f]urthermore, carbon dioxide 
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and other greenhouse gases are not regulated air pollutants under the federal or

state regulations, so cumulative effects from carbon dioxide were not analyzed.” 

Mont. Dep’t of Envtl. Quality, Final Envtl. Impact Statement for Roundup Power 

Project, 4-12 (Jan. 2002) (Ex. ); see also id. at 1-1 (incorporating by reference 

the Draft EIS for this project into the Final EIS). It remains the case that, under 

Montana law, carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases are not regulated criteria 

pollutants under the Montana Clean Air Act. 

12. A true and correct copy of DEQ’s Draft EIS of Bull Mountain Development

Company, LLC’s Roundup Power Project is attached as Exhibit .

13. A true and correct copy of DEQ’s Final EIS of Bull Mountain Development

Company, LLC’s Roundup Power Project is attached as Exhibit .

14. In February 2002, DEQ issued its record of decision and final air

quality permit for Continental Energy Service, Inc. Silver Bow Generation Plant to 

construct a 500 mega-watt natural gas fired power plant near Butte. The EIS 

disclosed that the plant would emit about 2,375,720 tons of carbon dioxide into the 

air each year. Montana Environmental Information Center (“MEIC”) later 

challenged the permit because the “permit and EIS provide no analysis of the 

health, environmental, and economic impacts of global climate change and provide 

no analysis to justify the statement than an additional release of 2,375,720 tons per 

year of CO2 is insignificant.” In re Continental Energy Services, Inc., Permit No. 
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3165-00, Aff. and Pet. for Hearing and Stay of Permit Issuance, 7 (Mont. BER 

Mar. 29, 2002) (Ex. ). 

15. As this example demonstrates, DEQ only disclosing the amount of

GHG emissions from a proposed project does not ensure that parties will be 

satisfied with DEQ’s analysis. Without either statutory guidance on how to conduct 

a climate analysis in MEPA or state GHG regulations, DEQ is working to 

understand how a proposed project’s GHG emissions interact with MEPA’s 

command to determine “if an agency action will significantly affect the quality of 

the human environment.” Park Cty. Envtl. Council v. Mont. Dep't of Envtl. Quality, 

2020 MT 303, ¶ 31, 402 Mont. 168, 477 P.3d 288. This process requires time and 

energy that, without a stay, will be spent defending against MEPA challenges on 

GHG and climate grounds, rather than developing a method for addressing these 

issues. DEQ is committed to working through these complexities and has 

demonstrated so by engaging with the public in a dialogue about MEPA.  

16. A true and correct copy of MEIC’s Affidavit and Petition for Hearing

and Stay of Permit Issuance challenging Continental Energy Services, Inc’s Silver 

Bow Generation Plant dated March 29, 2002, is attached as Exhibit .  

17. There are additional indications that suggest that the disclosure of

GHG emissions without further analysis, as provided in the Roundup Power 
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Project and the Silver Bow Generation Project, will be viewed as inadequate and 

vulnerable to challenge. 

18. For instance, this Court’s August 14, 2023, stated in its findings of

fact that “DEQ approved revision to Spring Creek Mine, the largest coal mine in 

the State, allowing for recovery of [an] additional seventy-two million tons of 

coal,” and that “DEQ refused, pursuant to the MEPA Limitation, to analyze 

impacts on the social cost of carbon and economic impacts from climate change in 

its EIS.” See Order at 77 (finding of fact 265(f)). 

19. Additionally, at a listening session hosted by DEQ in Billings on

October 2, 2023, on MEPA reform, many participants indicated that they would 

prefer DEQ to conduct a social cost of carbon analysis for its GHG and climate 

review under MEPA. DEQ will be conducting additional public meetings on MEPA 

reform in Helena on October 18, 2023, and Missoula on October 19, 2023. See

Mont. Dep’t of Envtl. Quality, DEQ Seeking Input on Environmental Impact 

Analysis Process Under the Montana Environmental Policy Act (Sept. 27, 2023), 

https://deq.mt.gov/News/pressrelease-folder/news-article112. The purpose of these 

meetings is, in part, to determine how DEQ could conduct GHG and climate 

analysis. These meetings will take time to appropriately host and collect public 

input; this is an additional reason for granting a stay to allow DEQ to gather 
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information from the public and stakeholders to inform DEQ’s development of 

how GHG and climate analysis under MEPA might be done. 

20. Federal agencies have demonstrated that adopting the correct

methodology for analyzing GHG and climate impacts under federal NEPA is 

challenging. 

21. NEPA requires federal agencies to analyze the environmental effects

of their proposed actions before making decisions. Climate change is one 

environmental effect that may be considered. The federal Council on 

Environmental Quality (“CEQ”) oversees NEPA implementation by issuing 

guidance on procedural requirements. This guidance continues to evolve and 

change in terms of how best to evaluate greenhouse gas and climate change effects. 

In 2016, the CEQ issued final guidance to federal agencies regarding how they 

consider GHG emissions and climate change. In 2019, the CEQ rescinded the 2016 

guidance and issued new draft guidance. In 2020, the CEQ adopted a 

comprehensive revision of NEPA and revised the definition of “effects” and 

removed the definition of “cumulative impacts,” which the CEQ stated “does not 

preclude consideration” of climate change impacts, but the “analysis of the impacts 

on climate change will depend on the specific circumstances of the proposed 

action.” In 2021, the CEQ was directed to rescind the previous guidance. In April 

2022, “cumulative effects” was added back to the definition of “effects” and GHG 
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analysis was revised. In January 2023, the CEQ published interim guidance that 

agencies should quantify reasonably foreseeable direct and indirect gross and net 

GHG emissions increases or reductions, both for individual pollutants and 

aggregated in terms of carbon dioxide equivalence. Separate from the above-

mentioned guidance, in July 2023, the CEQ released the second phase of its NEPA 

revisions, adding further detail to the required analysis necessary in proposed 

mitigation measures and alternatives under NEPA under the lens of climate. 

22. While the DEQ may rely on federal guidance in its implementation of

NEPA, it’s not a straightforward path, and under Title 75, chapter 1, part 3 of the 

Montana Code Annotated, the Montana Environmental Quality Council (“EQC”) is 

charged with analyzing and interpreting information for the purpose of determining 

whether actions taken by an Agency achieve the policy set forth in 75-1-103, 

which establishes MEPA. DEQ looks forward to engaging with the EQC in its 

efforts to comply with the Court order, however, this will require thoughtful and 

time-intensive discussions and coordination. 

23. Most state actions—including DEQ permits and certificates for coal

mining, natural gas fueled electricity generators, coal fueled electricity generators, 

petroleum refineries, and oil pipelines—are the subject of an environmental 

assessment (“EA”), as opposed to an EIS. State agencies undergo a review of 

proposed state actions to determine whether an EA or an EIS is needed. See ARM 
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17.4.608. In accordance with § 75-1-208, MCA, statutory timelines, however, 

apply to both EA and EIS procedures. While the Court’s order points to “fossil-fuel 

activities[,]” Order at 69, 79, 88–90, 101, and “greenhouse gas-emitting 

projects[,]” id. 75, those terms are undefined in Montana statute. Potential projects 

that allow the burning of coal or natural gas are obviously “fossil-fuel activities.” 

However, an approved opencut application permits an operator to mine gravel and 

is not obviously a fossil-fuel or greenhouse gas emitting project. Nevertheless, 

these opencut projects require heavy equipment that may emit GHGs. Determining 

what GHG and climate impacts (if any) might result from an opencut project, 

which is already subject to strict statutory timelines, see § 82-4-432, MCA, will be 

less straight forward than projects that emit GHG at a point-source, like a proposed 

power plant. Without legislative direction, DEQ needs time to work with 

stakeholders and properly weigh its limited discretion to find the proper path 

forward to ensure DEQ complies with its statutory timelines for issuing permits, 

follows the Court’s order, and does not unnecessarily jeopardize permits. 

24. Absent this Court’s order, DEQ would have conducted statutory

interpretation to determine if it could have examined climate and GHG impacts 

under House Bill 971 from the 2023 Montana Legislature. Under § 75-1-201(2)(b), 

MCA, as amended by House Bill 971, “[a]n environmental review conducted 

pursuant to [MEPA] may include an evaluation if . . . the United States congress 
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amends the federal Clean Air Act to include carbon dioxide emissions as a

regulated pollutant.” 2023 Mont. Laws ch. 450, § 1(2)(b). MEIC filed comments 

asserting DEQ’s Environmental Assessment (“EA”) of NorthWestern’s Natural Gas 

Plant near Laurel, Montana may include a discussion of GHG and climate impacts 

because the Inflation Reduction Act of 2022 passed by the U.S. Congress 

designates carbon dioxide as a pollutant, satisfying the requirements of § 75-1-

201(2)(b), MCA. See MEIC’s Comments on DEQ’s Draft EA, 4–10 (Jun. 30, 2023) 

(Ex. ). Because of this Court’s invalidation of § 75-1-201(2)(a), MCA as 

amended by House Bill 971 and the stay granted by the district court, DEQ has 

paused its MEPA analysis on the Laurel Gas Plant and DEQ is, therefore, not 

addressing MEIC’s proposed statutory interpretation of § 75-1-201(2)(b), MCA.1

25. A true and correct copy of MEIC’s comments on DEQ’s draft EA of

NorthWestern Energy’s Laurel Gas Plant is attached as Exhibit . 

26. Each year, DEQ processes roughly 30 to 50 coal applications, ranging

from requests for minor revisions to existing permits to amendments that allow for 

new areas to be mined. These actions, if they impact the human environment, all 

trigger a MEPA review. In addition, each year, the Mining Bureau analyzes upward 

1 The district court stayed its vacatur of NorthWestern Energy’s permit pending 
appeal before the Montana Supreme Court, which has allowed DEQ to pause its 
MEPA review being conducted on remand. See Mont. Envtl. Information Center v. 
Mont. DEQ, Cause No. DV 21-1307, Order Granting Defs’ Mot. to Stay Pending 
Appeal (Mont. 13th Jud. Dist. Ct. Jun. 8, 2023). 
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of 120 new opencut mining applications and 40 to 60 hard rock mining 

applications, permit amendments, and modifications. These actions are also all 

subject to MEPA. Air quality permit modifications and applications number close 

to 70 annually. These numbers do not include the numerous actions taken by the 

other Divisions across DEQ which also trigger a MEPA analysis. 

27. In 2022, the Air, Energy, and Mining Division staff, one of only three

Divisions at DEQ, issued 525 permits or licenses and conducted 194 

environmental assessments. 

28. In the month of September, 2023, DEQ’s Air, Energy, and Mining

programs have done the following: the Coal Mining Section received one new 

permit application and reported 18 additional permits or amendments in process; 

the Opencut Mining Section received 9 new applications and reported 72 permits 

and amendments in process; and the Air Quality program reported 19 permits, 

renewals, and modifications in process.  

29. Because DEQ may not make a permitting decision until the MEPA

analysis is complete, DEQ will have to delay issuing decisions on many of these 

projects or decline to conduct climate and GHG analysis during the MEPA review, 

which will make these projects vulnerable to challenge on appeal. In either event, 

this Court denying DEQ’s motion for stay has the potential to harm entities and 

individuals beyond the parties included in this litigation. 
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II. This Court’s Order has led Plaintiffs’ counsel to argue that it prevents
the permitting of any project that adds GHG emissions to the
atmosphere.

30. On September 9, 2023, DEQ received two letters from Plaintiffs’

Counsel, OCT, regarding permits currently being addressed by DEQ. 

31. The first of these letters concerns an air quality permit for the

applicant Montana Renewables, LLC for a new renewable biodiesel facility.

32. A true and correct copy of OCT’s letter dated September 29, 2023,

titled “RE: Montana Youth’s Demand Letter and Comments on DEQ’s Preliminary 

Determination on Permit Application MAQP #5263-02, Montana Renewables 

LLC” is attached as Exhibit  (“Montana Renewables Letter”).

33. The second letter concerns an air quality permit for the Montana Air

National Guard. The intent of this permit action is to update assumptions, 

equipment, processes, emission factors, and permit language that was specific to 

the previous F-15 mission. The benefits of the proposed action, if approved, 

include allowing the facility to continue operating within the 100 tons/year 

threshold for all criteria pollutants and updating equipment identifiers to reflect 

more accurately what is on-site. There are no proposed increases in total site 

potential to emit (“PTE”), with every pollutant decreasing.

34. A true and correct copy of OCT’s letter dated September 29, 2023,

titled “Montana Youth’s Demand Letter and Comments on DEQ’s Preliminary 
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Determination on Permit Application MAQP #2930-07, Montana Air National 

Guard” is attached as Exhibit  (“MANG Letter”).

35. Both letters state:

Every additional fossil fuel permit approved by DEQ that causes an 
increase in GHG emissions is a violation of the constitutional rights of 
the youth Plaintiffs in Held. Every ton of GHG emissions exacerbates 
the injuries and constitutional violations the Plaintiffs are already 
suffering. Fortunately, as the undisputed facts in Held established, 
Montana can transition to 100% clean renewable energy—thereby 
mitigating the enormous harms caused to Montana’s youth and saving 
Montanans billions of dollars in avoidable costs caused by reliance on 
fossil fuels. Held Order at 80-84. 

Montana Renewables Letter at 1; MANG Letter at 1. 

36. Both letters provided by OCT also assert:

[T]he MEPA Limitation has been declared unconstitutional, and
therefore, DEQ must now calculate the GHG emissions that will result
from proposed projects …. Importantly, because the Court held that 
Plaintiffs’ constitutional rights are already being violated due to the 
current atmospheric concentration of GHG emissions and resulting 
climate harms, it is incumbent upon DEQ, before issuing permits that 
will result in additional GHG emissions, to establish that the proposed 
project will not further violate Plaintiffs’ constitutional rights. 

Montana Renewables Letter at 6; MANG Letter at 6. 

37. In other words, OCT has interpreted this Court’s Order to require

additional analysis by DEQ in permitting any projects that would emit GHG. OCT 

also distorts and disregards the differences between DEQ’s obligations under 

MEPA and DEQ’s authority under the various permitting statutes,  
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38. Absent clarification and correction from this Court, OCT’s

interpretation of this Court’s order will potentially disrupt and endanger the energy 

supply of Montana. 

39. For instance, OCT’s interpretation of this Court’s Order would prevent

DEQ from issuing new coal mining permits, minor revisions, or modifications. 

Those permits, revisions, and modifications affect existing coal provisions under 

contract and are necessary to fuel existing power plants like Colstrip Units 3 and 4, 

which currently provide power to Montana and the Northwestern United States. 

40. OCT’s interpretation of this Court’s Order would also prevent DEQ

from granting air quality permits to natural gas electricity generating plants, which 

are necessary to provide the dispatchable and flexible electricity generation needed 

to integrate variable wind and solar facilities into the electric grid and meet the 

dynamic demand of Montana ratepayers.  

41. OCT’s interpretation of this Court’s Order explicitly claims that DEQ

cannot permit renewable biodiesel facilities, which use alternative fuels to create 

products that have lower carbon intensities than traditional petroleum products. 

OCT’s interpretation of this Court’s Order would undoubtedly extend to traditional 

refineries that produce the petroleum products that, among other things, power our 

cars. 
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42. DEQ has a particular interest in avoiding OCT’s disruptive reading of

this Court’s Order. DEQ houses the state energy bureau, see ARM 

17.1.101(3)(c)(iii), which means DEQ has administrative and information sharing 

obligations concerning Montana’s energy supply emergency powers, see §§ 90-4-

301 to -319, MCA; ARM 14.8.401–412; Mont. Dep’t of Envtl. Quality, Montana 

Energy Assurance Plan, 22 (Jan. 2016), 

https://deq.mt.gov/files/Energy/EnergizeMT/Energy%20Assurance/MTENERGYA

SSURANCEPLAN-final.pdf (“DEQ has been designated the primary agency in the 

State’s response to energy emergencies.”). DEQ is also required to provide 

comment on Montana public utilities’ long term electricity supply planning before 

the Montana Public Service Commission, § 69-3-1205(3), MCA, which entails an 

evaluation “of cost-effective means for the public utility to meet the service 

requirements of its Montana customers[,]” § 69-3-1204(2)(a)(i), MCA. 

43. OCT’s letters suggest that this Court’s Order states that 100%

renewable energy supply is possible today. Montana Renewables at 1; MANG at 1. 

This Court found that 100% renewable energy is possible by 2050. Order at 80–84. 

This Court’s Order seems to understand that an immediate change prohibiting 

GHG emissions is impractical. This interpretation also ignores that the rapid siting, 

development, and construction of renewable energy cannot be completed absent 

other environmental (wildlife, water) protections afforded to the state and its 
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citizens, as well as other contractual obligations (interconnection agreements,

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission approval).  

44. This Court’s findings regarding the transition to 100% renewable

energy supply still lack important findings on issues like reliability. The energy 

consulting group Energy + Environmental Economics (“E3”) found in 2019 for 

Montana and other states in the Northwestern United States “absent technological 

breakthroughs, achieving 100% GHG reductions using only wind, solar, hydro, and 

energy storage is both impractical and prohibitively expensive.” E3, Resource 

Adequacy in the Pacific Northwest, i (March 2019) (Ex. ). E3 noted that land use 

implications and reliability standards would be impediments to complete 

decarbonization in places like Montana. Id. at 67–74. While this Court’s Order 

discusses land use concerns, it did not address the reliability of Montana’s electric 

grid if 100% transition to renewables were to occur. Order at 80–84. Without a 

discussion of this important subject of reliability, this Court cannot really address 

the subject of whether a 100% transition to renewables would be possible while 

maintaining other legal requirements like North American Electric Reliability 

Corporation (“NERC”) Standards. See NERC, Reliability Standards (last visited 

Oct. 9, 2023), https://www.nerc.com/pa/Stand/Pages/ReliabilityStandards.aspx. 

45. A true and correct copy of E3’s study titled Resource Adequacy in the

Pacific Northwest from March 2019 is attached as Exhibit I. 
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46. The Montana legislature has passed statutes guiding Montana utilities’

acquisition of electricity supply resources. See § 69-3-1201 to -1209, MCA; see 

also § 38.5.38.5.2016–2025 (the Montana Public Service Commission’s 

administrative rules on the subject). Included within these requirements is “an 

evaluation of the full range of cost-effective means for the public utility to meet the 

service requirements of its Montana customers[.]” Section 69-3-1204, MCA; see 

also § 69-3-201, MCA(“Every public utility is required to furnish reasonably 

adequate service and facilities.”). Thus, Montana law requires utilities to acquire 

resources with reliability as a priority, which is not addressed by this Court’s Order 

regarding the transition to 100% renewable energy.  

I hereby declare that under the penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true 
and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

DATED this 16th day of October, 2023. 

/s/    
SONJA NOWAKOWSKI 

 Sonja Nowakowski
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EXHIBITS 

EXHIBIT A  OCT’s letter dated September 29, 2023, titled “RE: Montana Youth’s 
Demand Letter and Comments on DEQ’s Preliminary Determination 
on Permit Application MAQP #5263-02, Montana Renewables LLC”

EXHIBIT B OCT’s letter dated September 29, 2023, titled “Montana Youth’s 
Demand Letter and Comments on DEQ’s Preliminary Determination 
on Permit Application MAQP #2930-07, Montana Air National 
Guard” 

EXHIBIT C DEQ’s Final Environmental Impact Statement (“EIS”) for 
TransCanada’s Keystone XL Pipeline Project (Aug. 26, 2011)

EXHIBIT D Montana Department of Environmental Quality’s Final Environmental 
Impact Statement for Southern Montana Electric Generation and 
Transmission Cooperative, Inc.’s Highwood Generating Station (Jan. 
2007)

EXHIBIT E DEQ’s Draft EIS of Bull Mountain Development Company, LLC’s 
Roundup Power Project (Nov. 2002)

EXHIBIT F DEQ’s Final EIS of Bull Mountain Development Company, LLC’s 
Roundup Power Project (Jan. 2002)

EXHIBIT G MEIC’s Affidavit and Petition for Hearing and Stay of Permit 
Issuance challenging Continental Energy Services, Inc’s Silver Bow 
Generation Plant (March 29, 2002)

EXHIBIT H MEIC’s comments on DEQ’s draft Environmental Assessment for 
Laurel Generating Station (MAQP: #5261-00) (June 30, 2023)

EXHIBIT I Energy + Environmental Economics, Resource Adequacy in the 
Pacific Northwest (March 2019)
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