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ERRATA: Prepared December 14, 2011 
 

Missoula City-County Air Pollution Control Board 
Hearing: Air Quality Permit MC1001-00 

November 17, 2011 Transcript of Proceedings 
 

1. Page 2, line 8 “Renee Mitchell” 

2. Page 4, line13 “…Garron Smith…” 

3. Page 7, line 15 “…the BACTback half…” 

4. Page 32, line 7 “…people hear thethat onesonce it’s up and…” 

5. Page 36, line23 “…who can answer this –“ 

6. Page 39, lines 6-7 “…that are discovered in that process. Thoseat  periods that are less 
than four years. Mr. Jay PelayChaffey…” 

7. Page 39, line11 “…and going back and testing.” 

8. Page 39, line 16-17 “…change in requirementequipment -- that the health department…” 

9. Page 41, line 24 Person speaking was Marnie McClain, not Ellen Leahy. (See also 
Items 42 and 43.) 

10. Page 41, line 9 “Not bacterialback to a source.” 

11. Page 41, line 14 “…for many reasons.” 

12. Page 41, line 15 “…atnear the YMCA.” 

13. Page 41, lines 22 -24 “and except during wildfire episodes or outdoor burning episodes in 
that impacting one part of town and not the other, the concentrations of 
PM2.5…” 

14. Page 42, line 5 “…PM2.5 and PM10?” 

15. Page 42, line 7 “monitor for PM2.35.” 

16. Page 46, lines 17 & 19 “…BACTback half?” 

17. Page 47, line 3 “…BACTback half…” 

18. Page 48, line 6 “…given that that’sit still correlates…” 

19. Page 50, line 25 “…additional testimony of the appealantsappellants. 

20. Page 51, line 4 “…Montana Ecosystem defenseDefense counselCouncil.” 

21. Page 51, line 21 “…and how well you can what tells what comes in the front-endfront 
end…” 

22. Page 51, line 23 “…the backother end.” 

23. Page 52, line 4 “to these more astringent emissions testing…” 

24. Page 52, lines 11-12 “upon which the permit down the road could be revoked based on that  
noncompliance…” 

25. Page 53, lines 9-10 “…characterized negatively as least in recent days andor weeks.” 
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26. Page 53, line 14 “…take as astringent a look as...” 

27. Page 53, line 18 “…be as astringent as…” 

28. Page 53, line 20 “…is as astringent as…” 

29. Page 55, line 7 “One,When you guys say…” 

30. Page 56, lines13-15 “I don’t have a lot of specifics, but I don’t have a lot of experience 
inwith gas indicationsgasifications. I want to make that very clear. So 
Itit may not be as sensitive as a hog fuel boiler. I just don’t really know 
that.” 

31. Page 56, line 19-21 “…county decided that it thethey needed additional testing,  andthat 
the standard the county hasis upheldheld to is basically a reasonable 
reasonableness standard;…” 

32. Page 57, lines 7-8 “…that is the legal standard is -- reasonablereasonableness.” 

33. Page 57, line 15 “….good reasons when you required additional beyond the basic 
packetBACT.” 

34. Page 58, line 16 “…and the appealantappellant.” 

35. Page 60, line 23 “…they were to build a CO2COT…” [“COT”—meaning “College of 
Technology”] 

36. Page 61, line 20 “…will be electrostatic precipitationsprecipitators where were 
identified…” [There will be one electrostatic precipitator, which has 
many plates.] 

37. Page 63, line 20 “…is the oraloverall NOx.” 

38. Page 64, line 8 “And No. 4 is sort of a “may” because…” 

39. Page 58, line 11 “…Mountain LionLine…” 

40. Page 69, line 4 “…a feller buncher…” [A feller buncher is a type of harvester used in 
logging.] 

41. Page 70, line 4 “..existing boilersboiler’s forced steam turbine.” 

42. Page 70, line 8 “Northwestern Energy hasis required bylawby law…” 

43. Page 70, line 9 “…from cogentcogen systems.” [“cogen”—meaning “cogeneration”] 

44. Page 71, line 4 “…electric also or presipsprecips. [“precips”—meaning 
“precipitators”] 

45. Page 71, line 20 “…echo eco-terrorists…” 

46. Page 74, line 14 “The air pollution board hazard has had a lot…” 

47. Page 79, line 20 “…this whole bettingvetting process…” 

48. Page 79, line 22 “I sang this proposalsproposal’s…” 

49. Page 80, line 17 “…get answers from the university,…” 

50. Page 85, line 9 “This was the NEPA process.” [It was the MEPA—Montana 
Environmental Policy Act—process, rather than the NEPA—National 
Environmental Policy Act—process.] 
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51. Page 85, line 19 “…echo eco-terrorists.” 

52. Page 88, lines 22-23 “And your question was “Wwhat if I wanted to abstain?” – and I…” 

53. Page 89, line 21 “…motion on the floor is to deny the motionpermit.” 

54. Page 93, Lines 10-11 The person speaking was Ellen Leahy, not Marnie McClain. (See also 
Items 56and 57.) 

55. Page 96, line 23 “…Garron’s schedule and Robin’sDr. Roberts’ schedule.” 

56. Index Page 8 (LEAHY) “41:24”—the citation should be listed under “MCCLAIN” (See also 
Items 9 and 57.).“93:10”—the citation is incorrectly listed under 
“MCCLAIN” and should be listed under “LEAHY”. (See also Items 54 
and 57.) 

57. Index Page 8 (MCCLAIN) “41:24”—the citation is incorrectly listed under “LEAHY” and should 
be listed under “MCCLAIN”. (See also Items 9 and 56.) “93:10”—the 
citation should be listed under “LEAHY”. (See also Items 54 and 56.) 


