Chapter 9: Response to Comments

9 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

TheMontana Resources Amendmeltaft EISvas released and theomment period for the EIS began
on Friday, March 22, 201DEQ held a public meeting on April 10, 2019 at the Copper King Inn
Convention Center in Butte, Montana. Tt@mment period was originally set to end on Monday, April
22, 2019 but was extended to Thursday, May 2 after a request for an extension was received.
Approximately620 written comments were received frompproximately600 entities during the

comment period Some individuals submitted multiple comments or multiple copies of comment letters.

The full text othe substantivecomments received is provided heiRResponse are provided across from
O2YYSyiad ¢KSNBT2NB>X (GKSNB YlIé& 6S &a2yY$s ofl y]
the page where the commenter included background information, but no response is required.
DEQ haseviewed the comments eceived and resporati to all substantive comments this EIS. Some

responses requirgchangesor updatesto be made in the EIShese changes are noted in the responses
to commentsand the reader is directed to the section in this EIS where changes banetiade

A list of sources for all of the written and oral comments received is providing ippendix (ARM
17.4.619(2)).

9.1 PUBLICMEETINGTRANSCRIPT

The transcript from the April 10, 2019 public meeting is incluakettie end of this Chapter and
resporses to the comments made during the meeting are provided. The transcript is provided in its
entirety.

9.2 FORMLETTERS

DEQ received multiple copies of letters that atentical ornearly identical in content. These letters
were sorted based on content andtegorized into groups of form letters. To reduce duplication, one
representative example of each form letter received is provided in this Chapter, and the names of
sourcesare listedin Table 9.21. A copy of each letter received is included in the Adsiiative Record.

Table 9.21.
List of sources for each of the 11 form letters received by DEQ. A representative examyf
each form letter is included in this chapter.

Form | Names ofSources

Letter
Dayne Allen Stephanie Janhunen

A Mike Antonioli Mary Lou Jones
Skip Arntson Melissa Kissell
Greg Bahr Sheri Leary
Hal Bates Bill McGee
Josh Brenton Dick Mcleod
David Carson Heather Merrick
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Table 9.21.
List of sources for each of the 11 form letters received by DEQ. A representative exampg
each form letter is included in this chapter.

Form | Names ofSources
Letter
Joshua Cook Mark Mihailovich
A Rose Crawford Jed Munday
Jack Datres Joel Patton
Jake Doherty Wayne Perkins
Jill Dove Brian Ritts
Kyle Durrett David Seder
Bobbie Fleege Frank Sholey
Ashlyn Fortner Kim Steele
Jeff Gordon Mark Stratton
Judy Graham Clint Sundt
Amanda Griffith Allen Taylor
Stephanie Hassler Brody Verrall
Dawson Huff Josh Vincent
Christopher Hyle Dale Voss
John Vuicich
Kelly Walsh
B Lance Adams Stephanie Hekkel
Nate Allen Alan Jensen
John Babbitt Josh Juarez
Scott Barclay Travis Kahm
Tom Bazuin Cassandra LeProwse
Carolyn Blair Mike J. Maloughney
Seth Brown Scott McCue
Dennis Casagranda Luke McMahon
John Dale Ryan Moe
Scott Darling Scott Nielsen
Michael Delaney Matt Norton
Jacqui Dinius Anthony Orrino
Aimee Erickson Helen Paris
William Fitzpatrick Jerry Pollock
Selena Frye Tim Pool
David Gendrow Ben Raffety
Brooker Hadden Randy Sholey
Pete Hallquist Edward Stefalo
Pete Hallquist Jr Shawn Thiessen
Vicky Hanni Bruce Vincent
Patrick Hansen Ronda Wiggers
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Table 9.21.
List of sources for each of the 11 form letters received by DEQ. A representative exampg
each form letter is included in this chapter.

Form | Names ofSources
Letter

Danielle Harvie Robert Chamberlin
Annissa Hastie

c Ericka Bartlett Charlotte Lombardi
Cole Bolster Cassandra Martz
Kayla Christians Logan McMahon
Quinten Counts Michael McMahon
Jeffrey D'Arcy Ky Moffet
Robert Eddleman Tom Monforton
Toni Fairchild Angela Nicholls
Tanner Fike Joe Nicholls
Jeremy Fleege Joe Perry
Fess Foster Dave Pochervina
Ed Freeman Jay Raymond
Courtney  Greyn Tiffany Sanders
Erickson Haaland Andrea Scheuering
Dena Hamry Dustin Schillinger
Mike Harvie Stephanie Smith
Karla Howe Dave Solan
Phillip Hurd James Spaulding
Jean Johnson Tyrel Spencer
Deborah Johnston Joe Stefalo
Rick Jordan Judy Walsh
Frank Kieser AFFCO, Inc. James Wassberg
Missy Kissell Melody White
Eric LaPier Amanda Zemljak
Eric Larsen
Jim Leary

D
Robert Adams Carrie Keane
James Anderson Nancy Kenny
Kevin Anderson Braydin Kissell
Daniel Banghart Lori Lagerquist
Tom Bazuin Russell LaTray
Ken Blume Richard Magoffin
Meghan Boyle Kyle Martz
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Table 9.21.
List of sources for each of the 11 form letters received by DEQ. A representative exampg
each form letter is included in this chapter.

Form | Names ofSources
Letter

Mary Brandl John McDonald
Tyler Christians Larry Moritz

D David Church Brian Mullaney
Kim Churchill Brian Neilson
Don Compton Andrew Olson
Diana Corbitt Jery Piazzola
Vonnie Dahlman Steve Redd
Brad Davey Cody Rembert
Lucas Davis Hannah Richards
Jared Driscoll John Richards
Patrick Dugan Wade Richards
Kevin Everett Katie Rogers
Jim Flink Michele Sanderson
Melissa Gentner Gary Shea
Jaclyn Giop Catherine Simon
Jennifer Haley Tony Smith
Kelly Hanni Kelly Stolp
Jim and Nancy Hill Billy Stone
Nancy Hoffman Peggy Trenk
Mike Hogan Richard Trumbo
Susan Hoskins David Williams
Kyle Isakson Duane Witt
Kevin Jones
John Juras
Danelle Adams Aaron Norby
L. Gail Banks Laura O'Connor
Zanae Bates David Odt
Fred Bosch Ed O'Neil

E Joe Campbell Quinn Peoples
Ashley Choquette Kelly Perusich
Stephen Coe Carole Piazzola
Joey Dahl Sherman Platts
Tanner Dorr Roland Rees
Bryce Fakler Jayme Robins
Terry Galle Jenn Schneider
Tyke Galle Brett Seitz
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List of sources for each of the 11 form letters received by DEQ. A representative exampg

Table 9.21.

each form letter is included in this chapter.

Form | Names ofSources
Letter

John Gardner Cory Spehar
Alan Gilda Eileen Steilman
Dorothy Gronvold Debra Stone
John Hughes Quinn Sullivan
Bob Johnston Patricia Vincent

E Brooke Keele Stephen Walsh
Brandi Lammi Dennis Weis
Chris Lewis Robert Zobenica
Dale Malyevac Tyler Johnston
Mike Merrick John Banks
Mike Moodry
Steven Adkins Tonya Kish
Morgan Barnett Ryan Kolman
Eric Beardslee Terri Kratz

F Heidi Bennett Ryan Lynch
Katrina Berg L McCarthy
Travis Birkenbuel Don McLean
Luke Bodle Catherine Miller
Jock Bovington Eli Nash
Kendra Brown Chris Nelson
Kyle Carter Michael Nicholls
Travis Chiotti William Osborne
Scott Clark Mark Pesa
Dave Cole Adam Raymond
Bruce Cox Tammy Richards
Bob Cromer James Robertson
Tracy Cunningham Daniel Scheitlin
Elliot Cuthrell David Soennichsen
Kelli Cuthrell Pete Steilman
Jody 5Q! NO& Brian Stepper
Lynda DeWitt Doug Stiles
Tyler Dyk Dave Stratton
Barbara Fitzpatrick Corey Stromseth
John Flinn Eric Talbott
Greg Gannon Burt Thomas
Rick Hamry Kevin Warner
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Table 9.21.
List of sources for each of the 11 form letters received by DEQ. A representative exampg
each form letter is included in this chapter.

Form | Names ofSources
Letter

Bryan Hardy Brad Welsh
Tyler Harvie Ronald White

F Debbie Jeffrey Julie and Jeff Wolf
Calvin Johnson Jerry Zieg

G
Joe Allick Anthony Laslovich
Drew Baker Baylee Lawrence
Hal Bates Jan Lien
Leo Block Jim Loomis
Conley Burgard Michelle Malkovich
Gary Burt Troy Manselle
Janet Carlson Scott Mendenhall
Tim Cassidy Kenneth Moe
Nathan Chutas Dennis Morelock
Angela Conlan Robin Noteboom
Kevin Corbitt Jamie Pearson
Larry Cosens Pamela Polachi
Danny Cunningham Kevin Reed
Jack Dahlman Brian Ross
Cheri Delaney Mark Rule
Joseph Dipietro Levi Sanders
Joe Duhame Si Sharma
Taylor Edden Tim Shields
Jenna Epifanio Catherine Simon
Gerald Gagnon Dan Smith
David Galt Jordan Smith
Tyler Garrison Larry and Paul Smith
Edwin Gesselle JR Shawn Spencer
Beau Haker David Szumigala
Koby Hanni Julie Walsh
Robert Hanni David White
Dean Hansen William Peterson
SueAnn Jacobson Tod Simon
Martique Kraus

H Mary Anne  Antonioli John Keele
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Table 9.21.
List of sources for each of the 11 form letters received by DEQ. A representative exampg
each form letter is included in this chapter.

Form | Names ofSources
Letter

David Banks Lonnie Lattin
Spencer Beddes Erickson Lawrence
Michael Blom Mike Lee
Tim Boyle Kellie Lorengo
Dave Carpenter Dick Lyons
Karen Claude Mike Maack

H Paul Conrad Dennis Marjamaa
James Cumbee Rex McLachlin
Bill Daly Lisa Miller
Julie Deshner Phillip Mulholland
David Dunmire Kyle Murphy E.IL.T
Jenna Faroni Tina Nolevanko
John Franklin Shane Parrow
Jerry Frohreich David Pearson
Chad Galle Trina Peterson
Merilee Gessele Frank Reid
Edie Graham Mark Seitz
Jerry Hanley Le Anne Steilman
Charlie Harvie Steve Vaala
Scott Hedval Owen Voigt
Thomas Hickey Angela Voss
Ken Holkan Jack Walsh
Shaun Holm Katelyn Warren
Shelly Horsley Cheri Galle
Kristin Johnson Bob York

I
Derek Allick Ron Hasquet
Tim Antonioli Denim Hellyer
Robert Ball Ken Hugulet
Richard Banghart Lance Hugulet
Loretta Bolyard Michelle Johnson
Mark Briggs Helen Joyce
Andrew Cameron Colleen Kahm
Jeffrey Carney Madilon Kulaski
Allen Corter Jim Leary
Michelle Davis Jered LeProwse
William Dobb Thor Loftgaard
Mike Duhame Steven McCullough
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Table 9.21.
List of sources for each of the 11 form letters received by DEQ. A representative exampg
each form letter is included in this chapter.

Form | Names ofSources
Letter

Siobhan Duhame Tyler Motland
Jim Durkin Jim Olsen
Glenda Edgeworth Nicholas Roche
Roger Estabrook Rob Sanderson
Michael Fairchild Janet Shea

' Alexander  Gordon Ed Stamy
Ethan Green Stephen Swan
Angela Haaland Debbie Tauscher
Roger Hagan Bob Vince
Russ Hage John Walsh
Abbey Hanni Eric Williams
Zach Hanni
Jared Haran

J
Joe Allick Paula K. Pacente
Tim Boyle Scott Parini
Jaylynn Chiotti Corey Pullman
Nate Colbert Julie Rees
Tony Cunneen Melanie Richards
Shane Cunningham Ramesh Sapru
John Downey Nancy Schlepp
James Ebisch Derik Shields
Keanan Fitzpatrick Kramer Smith
Tyler Gates Larry and Paul  Smith
Kaden Hanni Kelli Sullivan
Verla Harvie Jeff Taylor
Barry Hedrich Jacob Urich
Shelby Hunter Makayla Wall
Levi McMahon Corey Warner
Cindy Merrick Kerry Weightman
Chris Miller Kathy Weldon
Garrett Miller Kelly White
Tim Miller Troy Wood
Clint Mortensen Shawn Zahn
Ty Murphy E.LT
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Table 9.21.
List of sources for each of the 11 form letters received by DEQ. A representative exampg
each form letter is included in this chapter.

Form | Names ofSources

Letter
Bart Bacon Jonathan Napier
Brad Bartlett Lisa Raymond
Justin Benson Molissa Rees
Mckenzee  Churchill Chris Roos
Lee Clark Casey Schmitt

K Casey Dee Amber Shields

Shane Durgin Buck Sullivan
Joseph Fuller Sally Tucker
Douglas Gronvold Jake Verlanic
Rep. Steve Gunderson Tyler VonBergen
Conor Kelly Emma Walker
Ray Lagerquist Dannette Zobenica
Dennis Marjamaa
Susan McClernan
Dan McDougall
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Image of comment letter

Responses to Numbergtomments

Attantic Richfield Company
Falieia Gallary
Vice President

e (VAT TR
i i palnagficy. e

By 2, %

Subimiiial Via Kletinle Mail

Mr. € ]
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PAY, Haga 20HIRT1

Ihelimea, Montana S56iE
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Sabjecr Lirafi Enyinormenisl lmpacs Sement for the Propesed Amendmemi in Pemuis
0030 s ODER0A Tor the Dontinginal Mins Fapanaion ol ibe ¥ sikes Maoodie
Teilmgn Inpomd s nad Associaled Tacidaes (he “DEIR")
Writion Csmmunts o7 Afbntic RishGivhl Cesipany
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BACKGROTND

The Momiwza Depmment ol Fovismeso sl CueSry [“THFEQT) Bsucd the DEES fin pulilie
commest on Sdench 22, 200% Cin pedl 19, 2015, D20 e tonted the pablic comment period by 10 dags
i May 2 DGk propared ehe DFSS i nogoros B e pennil amendsont ajip]ealbon salissed by
Neoniine Basoaroes, LLC S8R 1o lII)t,l on Uetober 6, M7, The smended ponmet vyl ; |Il.u MR
il i |l wasiicm cinbme km:llll ¥ ife existing Yuskes Diondle Tailkegs Impeuabngil
elevasion of §,440) feal, exiend the nodhem bopmlary of ihe impomnbmesd, ol pebl vt Teilifios in
muppnd thin iy inprndn il pragect, The WIFTT &4 lefegs semge Thefiny regulsted undes’ the Mondars

iy peneraded drom it stining opention ol e Contisestl Mioz, an open-pit eopper molyvisdenm
i e moena i the sty of Bt

Aileniio RivhTeld hos s vestal intorosd n the conbation of emirenmemal snmegeences mmil
allier ieapacts addvessed In the LIS, Arkecke Richfleld and MR me seitfing defendasts ursdera
Couweg Deirse entorad it with the nted Soves and Sier of Mok in 2007, which fequinzs
reapmtas Actioiis ander e Cosgrehezsive Envirmom s Riepossy, Compensition mul Linhdlity &ut,
431 LR, § %00 o mog, PCERCLA™, a1 the Batin Wi Plooding Cpsrsble Lng {"BRMARS) Lnds
ks WO Comsen Dsopes, Adlanilo Il.uhl'uln wnl MIT e y il s varnlly rospuonaihla lnr
perfoming iespooss actinny toenlli md el wates tho doaies Srons e YT L aninig othes ek
Fazilities umad i porform g thse nepuss wiions an svaked smmolialoy dowogrdoat ol the YIITI
onet codid b mondared innpershble 11 o smbanbimen] MeEkee conr, A scksawdadgil ia the [HITE,
atioms ot the Conilnenial M mis bo oomsbaoe with ihe Coascni Dieoseo rad othor doginkon
dncimronta that Ereet manegement within ihe BMEOLL S DES a 1-10, Accondisigly, DEQ

Mminl bl Rechomertion Act, W00, § BR300 o pap CMMRAY), 8R opemaies the VTFTT fo mmmape

e

Please NoteResponse are provideatross from the comment
text in the letters.Eachentire letter is included to maintain the
context of each comment. Therefore, there may be some blank
areash y W & § LJ& golurBrividere the commenter irladed
background information, but no response is required.
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Image of comment letter

Responses to Numbergtomments

by 2, 20011
I'ege 2
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and emergency preparedness gifoms relaled to the prevention of and respoees b teilings W Frcility
Twilimes it tho workd.? Atantic RichGelit®s eommenis on the YD THS sns alTmnal with this
emphasiv in mind,

TECHNICAL ENGINEERING SUPPORT
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(maetioes md fmerging sandands.olare o fhe hard-reck mining Indestry. Their reoosrsendstions me
refiected in and provide support for Atlenite Rickiiok!'s ichnigsl commenis below, Copis of Tie
Wlorpenstem®s, Dr, Hippley's, and Mr. Davidson's prodossional resumds ave anclosed with thie leser for
reforence.

The sxperts” wvak il dheprernibeal om il trpe b auantitg of e s wvaiisbic
ihein. MR has shasd mueh orhl Wnﬂ-t_n_ eesiing resulis s other infoemation relaring s che
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mri i b ricoeraren ahcadd be dovcho ped da cooare et adoymiie sxbility s ek cved mver e ful S o e Bl Jhe
13484 repewt prapbasioes thai dmn sty shrak] be cangPalhy revigusd barm changar o the dnsch =1 cosenucsion
mctherd are eighamvaiied. Mg Iatematknil Coueell on Miniag aid Metak (UMM Hesareror Lausm
el T DT LR At B b T R O 5 | AT 1 W10 b et e
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Image of comment letter

Responses to Numbergtomments

My 2, 2B
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Response to Comment AR

Thank you for your comment. Montana Resources has complig
with 82-4-375 through 824-377, Montana Code Annotated (MCA
for the design of the Yankee Doodle Tailings Impoundment (Y[
Pursuantto824-0TT o0V X a/! &adlFGSaz a
review panel] shall submit its review and any recommended
modifications to the operator or permit applicant alEQ The

LI ySt Qa RSGSNXAYFGA2Y Aa 02y
LI ySt o6LwtO YR SyarAySSNI 27
modifications are conclusivand does not allow foDEQto include
additional stipulations on th®esign DocumenDEQid forward
GKS 1GfFryiAO0 wAOKFASE RQa 02Y
YR NBalLRyR (G2 GKAa O2YYSeond
file with DEQand are irorporatedinto the EISadministrative
record

Montana Resources maintains an extensive data collection an
monitoring network for the YDTI that is reviewed by the EOR a
the IRP on an ongoing basis. MR implemented a-based
remote monitoring systenfor the YDTI in 2018 that allows real
time access to the piezometric data and monitoring sites by MR
and the EOR. The system also has {iétssigned trigger levels
with automatic notification to MR and the EOR of changing
conditions. The monitoring pragm for the YDTI is provided in th
Tailings Operations Monitoring and Surveillance (TOMS) Many
required by 824-379, MCA. The EOR is required to certify that {
tha{ alydzZaf A& O2yaradaSyd oA
inspections and monitoring ihaded in the TOMS Manual are
sufficient to ensure that the YDTI will perform as intended, will
detect deviations if they occur, and describes measures to prot
human health and the environment. A similar comment made &
Atlantic Richfield has been docunted in the IRP final report
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Image of comment letter

Responses to Numbergtomments

gKSNBE GKS 9hw | ANBSR gAGK !
instrumentation sections and monitoring devices are warranted
I RSljdzr 6St& Y2yA{i2NI GKS FI OAf
G¢KS Y2y Al2NRyYy3 yshalyedpahlled asi f €
required to meet the monitoring and surveillance requirements
AGALMzZ  GSR 08 GKS 9hw gAGK A
monitoring sites are being added to the facility every year. The
EORperformsannual inspections of the YDTI fagj as required
by 824-379, MCA, to ensure that the integrity of the tailings
facility is intact and that the operations for the YDTI remain
consistent to the original design criterid Corrective Action Plan
(CRP) is also required under8379, MCAthat is prepared by
MR and reviewed by the EOR based on the monitoring and
piezometric data that outlines any proposed recommendations
refinements to the operating practices, monitoring protogaad
a schedule for implementation. The EOR is alsaired to
prepare an Annual Inspection Report (AIR) and a Data Analysi
Report (DAR) that is combined with the CRP to summarize the
performance, monitoring and instrumentation data for the YDT
that is reviewed by the IRP on an annual basis. The IRP has
requested to receive continual updates of the monitoring
information on an ongoing basis so that they can review the
monitoring data and EOR recommendations and make
adjustments to the recommendations if necessary.

Please refer to SectionL, paragraph 5rad Section 46,
paragraph 1 of the DEIS for discussion on the geotechnical sta
of the tailings beach and North Rock Dump Site (RDS). As dis(
in these sections, the geotechnical stability of the YDTI is
maintained and/or improved by implementaticof these features
As stated in Section3 of the DEIS, the buttressing effects of the
North RDS have been conservatively ignored in the stability
analysis performed by the EOR, and thus will only serve to incr
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Image of comment letter

Responses to Numbergtomments

the factor of safety for the embankmewmwhich already meets the
legislative regulatory criteria. The key change in the discharge
system to the YDT$to change the system from a single dischar,
to a multiple point discharge in 201This will develofarge
drained tailings beaches that wiikep the supernatant pond well
away from the upstream face of the embankmenmtduce pore
pressures in the tailings beach adjacent to the embankmeand
increase stability. This point is explained further in Secti@i &f
the DEIS.

The informationsubmitted to the Montana DEQ byRincluded
the Dam Breach Risk Assessment report prepared by the EOR
complies with 824-376 (n), MCA. The DEIS can only consider t
information presented in the permit application, which was
deemed complete andompliant with 82-4-376, MCADEQis
aware that an inundation study was performed to accommodat
emergency planning for the Buttgilver Bow County Disaster an
Emergency Services. However, this information was not deem:
necessary for inclusion in the desigrdgmermit documents and
was only a study of a hypothetical breach of the YDTI. As state
0KS 9hwX aG¢KS addzRe R2Sa yz2i
of the facility and does not take into consideration the likelihoo
of it occurring, but rathers only an assessment of the potential
O2yaSljdsSyoSa 2F | &adzRRSy gl
Because the likelihood of failure was evaluated to be low, the
inclusion of the inundation study results would not have a
reasonable impact on the preferredternative.
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Image of comment letter

Responses to Numbergtomments

elay 2, 201y
Pag: 4
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¥ milimgs storage frcility ond embankment o dunlify sl cvaluiie polosdinl Gitun: modas,
Inehuding s axsociated with suturated pones that may create te potencinl For eedmined conditicns.
S WLC AL § R A5G350 5)k) (requiring hydmlogic dam mifficient to chamuiore the hydrolngic negima
ol a Bagiliyl § 82-4-33505)01) {roguiring & detalbed mesioring plan sufficient fo ensure that wilings
impoundwents ae safe and stable). DEC) shomld require best precticsbiln technologics applicshle o doin
coflection, operation, sl maintenaces of @ilings somige freilites mibject w contimious miprovement @
agmare contimyal adbermee with industry best proctioes. See MUCAL§ 3246010200} The permil
ihould nlso roguine rrosinring b svigect Bar, detect, moiktor, and prvvide airly wanisg of embankmént
alope e either indientions of potenifal embankment Gilure. The pienmil regoinerments shouhl
e fleaible emough io allow mppreprine modifications 1o apiound for sdvancements n isnlioeing and
corty wimming feckmalogics. The permil shuild sllow S ihe midifcatinn of monisoring sk under o
process of ndsntive managernent ifDECL in cornltation with MR, the IRF, snd the EOR, detemines
that chisges are warsamicd hesed o the oollected infoemution, See fd. And the mositoring program
shebd costfiug o satly the conceres af, and mguirements kestified by, MIE's FOR wlth Input from
e (RP. Aulanile Rihflchl stteches e Exhibit 1 %o these comerents & dioft Penmit Stipulation detiling
tkesa redquirements, which DIED may conilder lioe plaverment in MI's upeniing pambils) e
MUCA, B RIIININ b

Aeabitity fofetifiod as.a lrmor: Conocry. Reguining s data collection, incnstnaring, ad eary
WAFTHF, prOgrim) far the WEXTT crmbwmkment us s cinndiglon o MRS operating pemli s appeoprise
piven DI0"s sdendification of embankmont stabifity e an éssoe of primeey concens in the DERS. See,
w2, DEIS at ES-vl, 115, DEQ ackiowladges thal the projused et and project ahematives “have
ifie preiestinl to affec groteehnice] design and sability of YOTL® L. a 312,

DED's recoenmuondation wmd fndings im the DE rely on infsomation in MR il ication s
suppunting dovuments relming to che prevabiing geotechnical sed hydrologio condstions of the ¥ LT
emhankment. Zuch comfifions are mberont |y dymemiv and will chamgs over tim o the impeombeeni
expnds, ‘The ongning relinbiliy of LECYs evaluntion of the envir | corsequences and
cumialative impuci ol the cxpamsion, eperatse, and Tial chwes of th YTITT thereliore depamnila o n
lmrge mxtent oo the contimued veri Geation of that mformalion. Osgoing dat colleczion ond monioring
il pumdiliom within the eredankment nré ey b ensars e ssmmijitiors anderbying DEQY's
evalustion were s yemuin techedenlly soand and ghe envirmmments| cosseceences and cumulative
impasts il bR s o ivos Bavy ol bem pmlyresGimated.

Sertity Bt oo doogmpibong. bn emluating e aflected enyipmmment and enireenental
consecpences of ME"s propossd embankment expenssion, the DES wlos 1o un sssessmonl of e
embonkinest’s Eundation sl swbilicy by MHE"s englreering contractor, Knight Plesold Lid ("KM
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DER ot 3-21. The DEIS stuies thot o *primmacy mkeeway®™ of the KI' stability evoluotion was the need 1
“increass slahifity” by pushing the supematan) poml si (a1 e neobasay o ihe cmbaskment
ponds as possibbe. S e sebility evalumtion suppested that “the imgpacts from @ntemal ercaion andior
pving eilil b primarily miligaied Govagh cosanicion ol o Tus-drining emhankme,” W 3223
The LEIS identifies the meed for MR to “meonitor pore pressuresiwater leveds™ wathin the embankiseet
m u puiredjul rivk manapomond dosipn oritoion o ol e ing sahilioeerloed Taflun: modes o b
propused embonkment. idal 3-22 23,

Simitarly, the DEIS srates thig ME o phase out the pracles of immdsting the snbankment’s
imilmgs hoach with waicr o *schicwe L poolcehnical ehjeciives e besch dovolopment, enbamie
eanhaskment seabil iy, and limit the potential for insernal ercalon.’’ &f s 2-13, DOQ condbudes the
winhifity of the ombankment w?ll romein shove satanry dosign requirements alfior the proposail
expansban beeause of the acdiion of a battress fo e Marth-Soath Dmbankneent and msnagement of Be
emhenkement shopes and iop width. &L ar 45 Wot & is eeclear whother, whon, or how MB's cpersting.
e vl eesquilre that thess coerective meanires accur,

"5 oxvinn tal Emprscts cvaluation thus rests e severnl key sssumptions about fe
stahiliny of 1he Y12 1T anshankmoent, inelufing that it is and condinees to.be “freo-drinmg.” that pome
prussures mml wter fevels nne being monioored, that inioma| erosion i being controlled, and ghat furuee
eonannaetion setlvitles will wed sdversely affeer the sabify of the embankment. Regquiting. as &
gumiion ol fis permit, thsl MR condect ongalng momiioring of ihe saonied conditions sidhin und m
ehe bage of The embankment and of the falurs mecdes Tdentified in che DELS using hea paclicasl:
technliogies is pecessary 1o verify these soumpaions remain corect ol the siuled risks continee s be

miltigatod.
Smngdiathn Rl Finally, o program b inspeol fur, dsed, mundior, sl provicls ety smming sf
embankment alope movement and other indeathont of polential embank Taihire sl b oquied

im Wil s permit, given the polcntial cumiilmivo imgacts and seoondscy conscquences that auch @ frilure
il b, including Bor pereons livieg south of the ming concentraior and muin estnnee in Hutle
While nul addbuvssed in the DEIS, MEs EOR rownily comploted noreport titfed “Falr Wenther Dam
Drgach Inundaiben Souly,” daied January 9, 2019 fthe *lnusdation Sudy™). This pepan was prepreed
allur DEQ speepiod MR s permil amenideeent appliont im as comploiw an Augiss 21, 2008, anid thes was
nink st il el iy i et it application.® Ve lnundation Sty stabes hat i “investiganad pobentisl
impwots of mal linotioning operationn] monegzment plom related w improper bench sdovclopmm,
resuliing bn & pond focased adi 1o e embankment cinsing o piping dam fdluse” Az dlsessed
Lty in Conmment 4 belusw, ihe neport destribes @ rmaome sevene mpeet relsied (0 mm embankment
faresch Uhan presenied jm MRS permit application Dam Rreach Risk Assesament. The BOR Tinda that,
umncher certnim condilios, inundilion by moleriads Tom a hypotheliosl hreuch of the YTFT] wouhf extend
Pesrond the mire”s houndary s Into ehe Cliy of Butte, ioeboding some residential arsae

B piir pvviaedt o cogw o the Tnsiistion Shidy m 1% men DECE (o oow s b oomaeciion with the WOWPOL osmedial perion,
T b ekl vwood Huw b part of The E17 all BECE sastnommpsainl ioadimion (e for fles BSOACR 1E by olso aaobesd
v Agpendiog B i 8K March 3915 Emngescy Actlon Mlan for fie VI, whick ME peoseidod bo fho Cip-Cumny of
Buie Siver P Odlizg of Comgswy i,
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1
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W CiteTRIEC Y
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i 1,.||||-| g, ipenineas 1 o neEw
L The YIFTT el mssooi
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PIEL) shouin Feginra o
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Response to Comment ARIZ:

Thank you for your comment. Please see Response to Comme
AR®)1 regarding additional permit stipulations. The EOR and t
IRP concur that the likelihood of embankment failure and
uncontrolled loss of tailings is low for all failure modes associat
with the YDTI. Based on their analysis and as outlined in their
response to Atlantic Richfield comments with regard to Appenc
B, Section 9.0, Dam Breach Risk Assessment (Letter from Knig
Piesold to Mark Thompson dated September 8, 2017, Respons
the EORo Comments Submitted by Atlantic Richfield Company
the Dam Breach Risk Assessment satisfie4-826 (n), MCA.
Further documentation of this review can be found in Section 1
of the November 20, 2017 Report of the IREQdid forward
Atlantic Richfie RQa O02YYSyda 2y G2 GK
NBaLRyR (2 (GKAa O2YYSy date osfieS
with DEQand are incorporatedhto the EIS administrative recard

' 4 NBFSNBYOSR o6& (G(KS 9hwx at¢
IRP and DEQ, will continue to consider appropriate risk mitigati
measures for the YDTI. Dam breach modedindassessment of
practicable measures for routing outflows from hypothetical
breach scenarios are options that have been and continue to b
consideed, but it is not yet clear if these will represent the most
practicable and best technologies for ongoing risk mitigation at
site. The EOR and IRP have previously provided recommenda
for managing the location and volume of the supernatant pond
being the most practicable and the best currently available opti
for risk mitigation. These pond management measures are in
progress and will be further accelerated once impounded wate
the YDTI is reduced as the Berkley Pit Pilot Project is fully
imLX SYSYiSRé 609hw wSalLkRkyas
Atlantic Richfield Company Relating to the DEIS).

g2
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Moy 1. 1019
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rules wnpleine
Linder Mo
vl fient mesrsur
degradaion of sijscent ik, §H2 '—'--.l"ll"l_; I Justif
Regialntune expressed dis intont duat tlings storagee facilites n Mintmara Il.u J-l |lr i nl |1'i=|.*-||
micrirered, mnd chosesl [ o Bl (0 msels simle=al e |.I||r||||.1.‘ I.l'l{,lJ AIHII stanchids; (H) e
applicnble, sppropriste, and cument technoleghes and fechndgqoes a8 are practicalbile 2lven siiespediic
winil iGie aml coicestis; sl (B provides proteetinn of husan bealih and the environmest™ MACA
§ 82-4-300. The regulotion of tailings storage fecilitbes “is nol preseriptive n defall bl alloves Bor
silaptive manipEmnad udng esolving host cnpiscering jwoctices based on the recommendations of
quulified, experionced engineers” &1, oo of the entmermied purpists OF the MLECAL T o nalligalc
preven .u..l.-.i-u-.l.:-.If.-.. ciw wranmicizsl il|'|J|I|:i'L"

The EOR roeimemends in ibe ohiwe-releresced Inundation Sliedy thal lnthe sz niil af
topagmpie conditions downgradient o of the YEVTT shoudd be condscie] 1o beier Jeicoming tho Biely
Behsvjor al’ penk flows snder o foir weather dom bevach. sce The BOR afso suggests that
kil piles and shapieg of dermps sl Dl mg Ehie punepecivd Miew |.~I||I of o dem
EvEilL, SOl ke mEmsnres, mry greater petention of bréach ows on-gite (within (ke
P pats). Conetsesd-with the BOR s secer il i, sl i miisby the shove-reterenced
requinenients of the M.C.A. to protect humun heaith nod (he eavirenment and bo greven undeseahle
oifite irpacts, DEG @anhd nauine ns o coenponent of MR s openiing peomit that ME desizn and
oorsirueT mensures (e, diverson structunes) bo e patieniial sinbankment breseh autllows vwsnls
the Dedkeley 16 ol Cisstlnese] MY, Doing 5o will redoee the fikelihood and consequenpes of ofF-ite
inundation and provice the specific proteclions thal DEQ) i ceguired by slalobe i linguom:

COMMENT 3, fovh MR 2 propaned memoes asd D8 S prefern
AT DAl -'n.n' trecaimard o wair refvo,
Caniwent Dieores and CERCEA pme

AT TEY r"-. LRETS e DUEQ Lnler oy
ARQ®O3

PRy

i TMEERT
i Hii e with
wi dseker the LOWHA fo dupicse saei

MR s propesad aliwrnative for clsure ot the ¥ IFT] ncbades dewntering of the impoundmaen via
groamdwaler seonsgs o the Weat Fnvhankivens Crain (“WEDY) and Horseshoo Fend, Lnder DEQ s
“WED Thamphack Flimination ot Closwe™ oltemative, impommdmen) seopage sapfuned by the WEL
el b i o e O qital Plc for lll'JILL('.I.-hn.r-\. LR B l.ll"l trei |I||'| nd wmiler |h
the Horseshoe Hend Treabw 4
“The monicaring ssd mansgemant of gro
5 md perpeil freatment of wolemn that levve Hw
Conisnenesl fie: of he Homsoshoo Bond) s regulaied |‘II.' |I|.|"c‘\-| P ncher [CFRC "'.I I3k |"\-IT 145;
Whie 115} s preferned nltormstive b projacted & schesvo The gt nm 1 wolnania: In e YIITT
sowrewhal snoner thas SR s proposed sliermiive (e apprcbnstely 7 yoars, both shomotives will
ollenw menter in remain behind te YDTT einvbankenest for an cstimated I3 0 40 venrm after miming
operariong eeass n 5041, regudring angrdeg dreaiment anider CERCLA

Response to Comment ARI3:

Thank you for your commenDEQ acknowledges the need for
coordination among the agencies and parties to the 2002 BMF
Consent Decree to realize the changes needed to implement tk
Elimination of the WED Pumpback at Closure Alternative, and
develop an effective schedule to meeima expansion
requirements.Within the Response Decision Deferral Document
(2001),UEPA deferred its use of CERCLA authority within the
Butte Active Mine Area Operable Unit (BAMAQOU), deferring to
G{GFr34S YAYS LISN¥YAG FOGA2yvta ¥
| NBThebanalysis of reclamation and water management
alternatives for the impoundmengndanyassociategermit
requirements are ckarly under the authority of the DEQ Hard
Rock Mining Bureau. Howev&EQ also recognizes that it lacks
the authorityto unilaterally require Montana Resources, or any
other party, to release hazardous substances from the YDTI as
condition of the mine permit, where the released material must
treated in the BMFOU remedial action. USEPA is the agency W
authority to review, approve, and authorize changgsthe current
BMFOUWemedy.

Atlantic Richfield notes this comment thathere may be
advantages to acceleratirije removal of impounded watein the
YDTlas one method taliminishthe risk of embankment
saturation and instabilitpver time This comment also provides
confirmation from Atlantic Richfield for their willingness to work
with Montana Resources and the agencies to consider alternat
YDTI water management and treatmesttategies that will satisfy
CERCLA and BMFOU Consent Decree requirements. Montang
Resources provided similar confirmation to work with Atlantic
Richfield and the agencies to consider water management
activities that meet the requirements of MMRA and
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Atlmmmio ftichfiskd recognizes if
wyier e YT, wisch will
potentinl for undrimed {and co
sexquired trestsnent of waier stored inthe YO0 necessarily imphicoies CHERCEA and the BMIPFOL
ey, |lcwscthos Rend seipage fed poasibly ofber simees of alTeiel porwinchanlag wtd] e s e
ranaged and treated under CERCLA for the Soressealile Hature, regnndbess of wiich cloaune allémative
mselevind, Defore fral decivions con ke manbe coneerning ik fimring: ond mothmds B manapging (o
sorees o wirler, MR, Atlenic Richiedd, D), sl EFA will peed b corsider the ingalleations four thee
exisling nemedinl meticoes socung snder this AMPOLU Comsosd Theprcy aml whal, i1 sy, chenges may
be required, 1 here may also be corseguences for the selection and implementation of response actions
Hur the Biilie Pty Soils Opeerabde Dhnil (CRPSOUTY, gl st bnzated sl e BAFCH T ey b
relensed intr Sibver Bow Creeks

Laireil [ v biin thie YIXD] embosiovent and e
o timm, Hawsvor, the dhschange and

The LAETY Harsl Rock Mining Buress lacks scharity to wclsteeally penuit (or mequine] ME i
iy Ferrarius st T e YIETT as s eomdiinn of an approved el recliomarion plan,
where the relessed matoriall rost be frented in the BMPOL remedial action. [PA. is tho ageney with
authnely by suvicw, approve, and sahnrize sy clonges i ihe curret remedy, See CERCLA Section
1220ep6L 42 U'S.C L9l ifuis). CORCLA and Mutivhal Cenlnpeicy Mam regilnements fof remely
selection (0 CF.R. & 200450) and the modifcation rogeirements in the BMEPOLU Corsant Dvcpoe ol
will eed 0 be considered. Amd, as n sediling delendamt under (ke BVMFOU Cossenl Therw, Ailaniiz
Rishfigld™s participmtion aml eonse will be requived. Sev, .0, Uonsed Peereey 114

Adlantic Richfield & opan to-warking with MR eod the A gencies to consider shiommive YT
waler Tieegrem o s iremen] sicsegies thal s sy CRRCLA e and the B0 POLLCnnsen
Decras's n-,|;|i||;|-_-;||:~< and il gnge the potential riska ol bang-term wiser retention |n tha i|u|u:u::dn|'wul
Tar i imadl, ALlantic Richledd # devolnping plans m enhonce the copocity af the wirer trextmant
systemg gperabed under the Consenr Dezroe and o kcrense siomge capacicy inthe Derkeley it Amy
auch elmnpes will mesad o ennsder lisnalogic sl gedlechiical eondiniods wighin the Berkeley Fig, the
predicted effects on pit slope siahilicy, and the potential fir subsidemee in ndjpcent e - Afanf
Righfied] sod AR alsn are about so coimmission @ new trestment plont, the opention of which

1

Final decisi
g
milvanied @ the b
heetter unilesiood

ARGO4

bz advaraagey to noce lemiing, the mamoval of Tmpounded

COMMENT 4. Tisa DY Sally v camenl pose o i e a2 s Movsvace o imonts aosoebatidd il e

the BMFOU remedy (MR Response to Atlantic Richfield Comn|
6/20/19).

Within Comment MRO1, Montana Resources acknowledged the
post-closure advantages of the WED Pumpback Elimination at
Closure AlternativeMontana Resourcesoted that the flow
managemenglternativewould likely have beeproposed in the
amendment applicatioffi.e. the Proposed Actiorif)they had
believed there was any reasonable likelihood of securing the
agreement of BMFOU parties in a timely manner. MRl likely
submit a future permit modification application to seek DEQ
approval for implementinghis alternative, in the future event tha
parties to the BMFOU Consent Decree could reach agreement]
accept the WED seepage into the BMFOU remedial adigQ.
will consider these comments as part of the final determination
which will be provided in the Record of Decision.

Atlantic Richfieldhlsocommentsthat they are developing plans td
enhance he capacity of water treatment systems operated und
the @nsent Decree and timcrease storage capacity in the
Berkeley Pitlf these plandiave the potential® effect pit slope
stability, subsidencen adjacent aregghe operational water
balance and/or other asped of operations athe facility, hen
Atlantic Richfied must recognize thprimary authority of theDEQ
Hard Rock Mining Bureau regardirige snanagement and
reclamationin the BAMAOUDEQHard Rock Mining Bureau
requests direct communication from Atlantic Richfieédarding
any current or {uture plansbeing developedhat may directly or
cumulatively affect the operati®and/or reclamation within the
BAMAQOU
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v wok |d camise mind et beyoind the milne™s bocadary and withsn the ¢liy of Batbe, I describos 2

tnm Bevach sreneio avsaming o ¥TITT puml solame ol 30,000 oo (s, which is kess than the
pond waluie reporied by ME in Jue J0LE CELAA T el Acconding o (e EOR, the enviemisersl
irrqeeis af o beeach sl 30 000 gos skl be soven, Wilkein tha mice, relosoil malerial voild be
depariead it che Beckeley Pi, potantiadly rising the plt Rake elevatkan ssave the madmien woer kel
allvwod undor the RMFOL Cronsendt Tecren (unloss mompe oapawity in incressod by losoering the pit
water level, ns desortbed In Comment 3 abovel This wilald cause potennsl commamintsn of the
surrcaniding aluvinl groundwwier system and Silver Bow Croci. The Hoovesbos Bord W
Mant wosld be fnrsdarsd and rendered inoperable Oy = there could B Furl
peirple and property in the inundatics are. These ore all significess inpacts thet shookd o
disclosed inthe DELS along with preventsive or minigaiing shematives

ar Trenlivecil
TijacEn L
east o

FAERA and s iln;#rll:clllm_ﬂ regulations, Witen nasessing wihsther nn lngact i algelDeant, ageocied s

Response to Comment AR

Please see the response to comments AR@nd ARD2.

Table 3.41 of the DEIS incorrectly lists i&et as the design
criteria for minimum freeboard, which was a preliminary
Quantitative Performance Parameter. However, the existing W
for design freeboard is at least 22 feg&able 3.41 and the
associated text has been updated to correct this incaantsy.

The filling of the YDTI and associated tailings discharge elevat
are monitored as required in the TOMS Manual. The tailings
discharge elevations are surveyed weekly and the tailings beag
surveyed annually to review progress of the tailings beach
development. The EOR and IRP will be assessing the risk of
geotechnical instability on an ongoing basis throughout the life
the YDTI to ensure the adequacy of the design and to ensure t
mine operations are consistent with the original design criteria.
Please refer to Section23 of the DEIS for a summary of a
discussion on potential for failure modes from internal erosion
piping and overtopping of the embankmemEQdid forward the
LGt ydAaAO wiOKTASE RQa O2YYSyi
NBalLR2yR (G2 0KA&a O2YYSy dateosfieS
with DEQand are incorporatedhto the EIS administrative recard

9-20



Chapter 9: Response to Comments

Image of comment letter

Responses to Numbergtomments

Mlay 2, 2019
Vg |11

Lesily, the DEES nlap smderestimates ilic risk of geotechnical nsinbility by sssmming fwithoul
verifyeg) that oorrent conditions in the VDT s rsk managemem desgs cribens loeoveriopping el
imeninl piping and cosbon. For coample, the DEIS's conciusion that expaesion of the VDT will mot
impact stabilicy nasumes thet expomsos would soour “pursamt o tha proposed embamkemeol dosign
criterfo, DEIS at 1-21, These emboskeent design eriteria direet thet the Y1007 openmor should
lenpatintnin = LA G il elevaifonal diiTemeee heiwam iailings diseharpe ol peel® e otbor
rogminnmenits. i ot 3-12, Tk 3.4-1. Howesver, the differende in pond and thiliings discharge
wlyvaimms comynily s feas thee LF B sl soliiplic baztmoss, Aoul doring, 2008, the: dianeme: Beiegen the
moisd ond maiflings discharge clevetions was less thn e required 15 feet for oxsended pariods of tinve.
DEQ shwald revise s malysiz of environmonial coesoguesoos and sconndary impaets o aoomml. for thi

Tzt that eurvent conditions div n onsk ly meet the risk design oriterin. And =
weuseed in i | above, addiilonn| e esllemion, monbesing, sad cely weening pocios
skl Ba macquined fa e fan in MR8 operating permil, w0 the infarmmlon needed to aises the

potentin] for insioble condilions s gaio e e pealving impesis e s i msde seilahls

DED . ol vnehr (b MOFEPA & discbees the: sopdones o thess vkt amil s cvalusss e
patentinl luman health, méety, atd envircemental conssiuences of (ho peoposed Bilings dGim
oupaisling, Floomuse e BRI dnos wot dischse the dsk of s ombardeient feflure or comider priential
meinoms 8o mmingmie the risk, it does moc fully sfisfy MOPA. The DEIS showld be revised to beirer
ek the pobetial for mnd possible conseguences of these conditons.

® = & W

Atlantic Bichieed opprecsaies (M) s coreltil consldesstion of shess o = i ooepleres
iz THRIS, il e i, prssdcsa. Plodse eninet e unidami gued winh guestioms abom this kener

Hinceicly,

alrleia Gallery, Viee Fltﬂﬂﬁlﬂ

Al Bichfickl Com ey

[t sinkemeal i besed o Fig 3.3 in Ve BORCS 03 2018 Quarterty Wik Dl Biviracy ropsi

9-21




Chapter 9: Response to Comments

Image of comment letter Responses to Numbergtomments

Response to Comment B&R.:
Thank you for your comment. Thele of Montana Resources as

April 1B, 219 . . . . . .
an employerandinformation on their tax contributionss

Coni Jemes ; ' described in Chapte of the EIS in SectidllSocioeconomics.

e o o P bt G LYFT2NXYEFGAZ2Y 2y az2ydlyl wSazd

Ficlos, MT 386300901 community is included in Section 3.11.2.3fé EISThe

information on the RP is provided in Secti@y? of the EISDesign

RE: Montona Resonroes Draft EIS - Suppoart for Proposed Action Alernative. . }
Documents, Independent Revidvocess and Engineer of Recor

Digar Mr, Jones:

an heduf of the consolidmied Iooal go i af Butte-Siver Bow City-County (BESR), we sibmil
this lestes i support of the Proposed Action Alemative in the Moniea Resources (WR) Draft
Environmental Empect Stotemeont {E15), BSE apprecistes the duee difigemes and significant effon
[AEC) put inbin evm|usting thee: nliematives and realipe DEQ) hes ideatified the West Embeankment Drain
Pumiphick (WED] Elissination 01 Clossee Alienative o its “preferred aliemative,” Pursuam iothe
|witer, BEB has significant coccems with the ;:m:r:rr#l alomaiive mmd ruspo‘.'l:ﬁ.lllr sequets ths DEQ
grant MR ks penmit ax smbenitted to iy i the Prop v

Montana Kesources is o primary employer in Elsile, supporting the houssholds of 360 employess, not
I dnrenie of o and bl providing the ming goods and services. Aan

BSRO1 ‘=epeyer in Busic-Silver Buw, MR provides an encemons mpacl bo i commesably's curreat and
fisture eoonomic lemdscape. Further, the donaticns and generosity of the Diensis and Fhylli
‘Washlmgion Foumdation in conjunction with MK - in the millions of the dollars = make possible
staple evenls and programs like the Meontses Falk Festhal, Orphan Gid Themne and YMCA, nocio
muﬂmr I:Iiwl:l'll‘lll progecis like fhe improvemants at Stoddes Mk amd the new Américan Lagion

] plex, 1 |egencs Smdivm. We are traly lucky to heve such o great emplayer and

corporate ciliden Imun'uurmn}whﬂn i Bufie, and we wani 50 ¢ostinue oor commenety's
relationship with the: mine for years to.oome.

We are also very mware of the dutails of ME's pemmil amsndment o expaid Yankes [Bandle Tallings
Impoandment. MR was very focthright and ptm.:l.ml = nerhn.!_ with BER officials, commumiy
roups and the penem| pubbic m provise ind jons and gather feedbeck on its
expansica plans prios to submitting |E|prrmilrs‘.¢rldih=nli tey [¥EQ] I Cinber of 2017, They bave
continued thar érend ower the course of the public comment period for the Ciraft ELS, mesting with
BSE DES persannel, halding a technical presenintion om ks Proposed Action Aliermalive a1 the
pubdic archives and proseeting and discussing the same with the BSE Couscil of Commissiones on
April 17, 2009, The information preserted af Shesy ivirits was thorough -ﬂpuﬁrmwl and all of
our question wers adequately anwwered. Addidomaily, the Smie of Monteana®s

regulations for mises with teilings sarape Toeslivies (e the Yandkee Docdle] dicime ﬂll-! MR hire an
“emginesr of record” for designing such factlities and furtber, thal mn indegtiident revhew penel of
sdditionel professiosal expests oversees the work of this enginesr of recond on an sl basis. The
expertiss af the enfinsers who designed the Yankee Doodle expansion, coupled with the safeguands
of Montana law and MR's lng-standing dedication m ihe highen safiry sandands for its emplayees
and our communigy give BSN the confidence (o fUFY support the Propomed Action Aliemative,
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While we me szre DEQ) had the best insstions when sshicting s prefamed ahemative in dhe Orek E15
[West Embamicren: Dealn Pumnpbech (WED) Elissinetion ot Closore Altereathe], 858 hes serioes
conzerss sbout kow this plas could affiect MR s operations, oy well as the mansgement and iresment
tzcinology ubthe Berkeley Fit Sugerlund site, A% local poveroment with exiensive experisece desling
with the complex chullenges end tmefmes of Superfind, BB & not supportive of the prefened
alterrative. Sleaply put, hviag an bsic & mmportan] 45 the ongoing eperations of MR m somedilg as
Bow-maving i uncerain ic Supsfima is not prefierstle o this local governmeest. S2nding sddivoral
volumes of water fram the ¥ anker Doodie 1o the Honsshee Bend water reatment plan? charged with
e perpetus] nanagemsant of the Barkeley Filmay nit be advimble. Por tie sake of Gming alone, B5B
agale urges DEQ 10 approve MBS Proposed Action Albemative, s the vishiliny sod scoepisce of the
Jll"é;' prefimed alhemutive weald ke years bo determine smong the wirlown sgeases wd wiing
defendasts

BSB02

By eonclusioan, [ s 358° cpinien et MPB bes dome an excopoional job In demonssmicg by
commiteenl 0 esd complisnes with the Btate of Montana's envimmments! and otlser regulations and
reguiremenis over lime, ind the Proposed Acifon Allemetive = no exception. We look Farward i
[HECY s mpproval of the Preguoisd Aetios A omaiive and 1o having Monana Reseunces o5 m scosmnic
drivey i ooF community Sy inin e figure

s —Gipeesely,

Gt

LT T J ==
g = 0 el SR 7 P
Dave Pl = Jofn Morgen,
Chiel Execative Ceunzil Chalmani

W

Response to Comment BSR:

DEQ has reviewed the alternatives for theitential effects on
the human environment. DEQ has also been in consultation wi
the USEP£egarding the Preferred AlternativBlEQ acknowledge
the need for coordination among thegencies and parties to the
2002 BMFOU Consent Decteerealize the changes needdo
implement the Elimination of the WED Pumpback at Closure
Alternative.The final determination will be provided in the Reco
of Decision.

The amendment application, which described the Proposed
Action, was found to be complete and compliant under the
requirements of the MMRADEQ reviews all amendment
applications for completeness and compliance with48237
(amendments to a permit) and 82336 (reclamation plan), MCA
and the rules implementing that section and all information
necessary to initiate processinghe MEPA review and analysef
potential environmental impacts evaluates whether there are
ways to reduce environmental impacts iehstill meeting the
purpose and need for the proposed actidrhePreferred
Alternativewould not affect thesequence ofmining nor the
timeframe of activeoperations but it would instead shorterthe
reclamation timeline and modify the management of
impoundmentwater at closure.
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ADLA1

ADL@2

ADLQ3

e -
AP

April 8, 3008

Crwig Jones

Montmra Rrscorces Draft E15
Dieparitmeint o Environmesgal Chslily
PO B P0G

Heédena, MT 596300001

RE: Muntsns Resturoes Drafi E15 — Sapport fer Proposed Actinn Alte resitive.
Dear Mr, fones:

an behalf of Ansconde-Dieor Lodge Cowty (ATILC) and its Comall of Commissioners, ples
sccepi this lefier in support of Montans Resoumces I rrativg for e expansion of
tFee ¥ ok Doodle Toilimgs mpoundment. Wi uelrsand that DEC) hak idontilied i o pesfiermed
shernalnve in the Dl BIS {Tlewimitiom ol the Wesl Embankmeni Dirsin Pumphack (WED) al
Closuie Allemagive]; however, ADILC 5 conflident (i the azibon proposad by Mosmng Resseress i
it mmendment applicaion and g the agency o suppon e scliie. We bave had the opgoenunity
1o speak with Moniea Resources and s repesemacives reparding i Proposed Action sad the Tirah
EI% and are confldent in our ssppon for the Proposed Acthom Alismeive,

Mlomana Resources i= a key enomomic coniribetor and employer in sopiaest Moniana, which
inchsdos Ansconde. Oir o the 360-phes Momana Hesources empioyres, more fhan 60 e them e
Asatonda-Deer Lodge doaidenls, ASElamlly, here are a nismhir off lssnckes aid their Bmilic n
vy posmmemsty w hn are suppesied by Momans Resouncos e commecton aml guods aml sevice
frevidens o the sine, nat g mention the donations s genensity of the Dense and Phyllls
Wishngioi F athomn. We are deky o couss dhese: bese s of having a good employer and
torporme citlzen among e manks and woee this o com inee

Funther, Montnm is luoky - heve the progressive laws it does 10 regueire expert ovensghl of minss
with taifmgs sivrage facil®ies. Montane Resources has done on excepiicen| job im demonsimiing ity
eommiiimani to and complancs with these riquindéments ever iime. In conclusicn, we foed stromgly
that oo musd i al seke 1 seeomd-guen e exgeity — both thass s M Rescurees, sh know
b 1y resporaibly and effciely operate the mine, and The professnnl enginesrs off feoond il
Femghil Picsold Consulting, who sre sorkd-renowied i the fechateal evaluntion of milings songe
lneklinies

We ook forward so DEQ's spproval of the proposed sctinn slremative msd o heving Momsm
Fesources as an economic driver n oer commmunity far Ssto the fitune

?!ilw:\m'lzr. -

__,-"" rl
.--"r_ﬂ_'_s,J A

Tesry Vermeiee,
Commzsion Chaiman

i1 Everet,
Chisf Exstutive

Response to Comment ADIOT.:
Thank you for your commenRlease seeesponse to comment
BSB02, above.

Response to Comment ADIO2:
Thank you for your commenRlease see response to comment
BSRBO1 above.

Response to Comment ADI(3:

Thank you for your comment.

The information on the IRP is provided in Section 2.2 of the EIS
Design Documents, Independent Review Process and Engihee
Record.
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BUTTE
EHAMBER BF COMMEREE

IREY Ll Sven-{ue, hbontare. T5000] (44N 720 1T

Chrdisher 12 20LH

Craig Jones
Mmtana Department of Lnvironmental Cualisy
Huolmn hiomtans 556401

RE: Monime Bescurcos Tailings Pormt Aumendmond

Dioar hir. Crang Jomsrs.

Ak the |vecutive Lirector of Late' & Chemsber ol Commance | would Ble 1o sopress my support [or the
cimlinued operatim sl Moniana Bosourees (KR Comitinenial Sine which rogusrss an smendmanid o1l

REC-M 1

==t permmil ) inoase Wilings skompe in the Vimnkes Dudifle Tailings: bnpotsnsd ment

Tal ] Hhilla s soonomy 18 sipnificanily Goked %o the contmead opemiion o MIL The 2 deect b= gt bR
EE T | e procoed Taoas, propsarty e, hotal Mises toces, and du oo smmi] busineosds Sl nly on

e comSin sl arpraatice ol MR i wital e Dl conrionis mmd sconomic st

epirnbels s To-contavss, From e 514 mills it denstion to e Soatis Foll Festval aver the
basg |1 vears whingh hae hisad an Sl axmmine mipest oF 3275 niillion iy Momtans % ihe rocent 35,5
m [i The Sexddon Park Revilabsmtion Progeat. The
8 3000 0 20T o foal Bodic ibeads
s shohars, Blial recnily gaa %)
ol st Mo Firsd gemeration ligh schol studenls wha wor

DEE'D} Addiiomally, ME"s philanfsopic contritastions fo o commensty krve o prodoemd et that Detic

Washingiun Foundalicen i compmetion
w asch s s Hescos Mmoo, Rl
wltion Fissrd Membeer Thal ihe:

il I e
il MH
Bumniks sl T
pl:

Soritane Tech afler paosiymg the Viosstinn Reurcs Opporiumly Sobiladhip

siviem Rull ke sobackarshipns 1

m SEIE s lisem & resgpenaehl corpoeaty peghbor for over 3 vewrs snd | aneomrape som mol i iealergalimali
I the saeviiciia et if I of caiF commmsity when perfiamning vour aialysle of the parmin
Al

Flease perfonm o timsely review of the pormil action o alleoy for the continual operation of M#

Sinperchy

Sicphama S

Execunve Director

Hartic Chamber of Commeree

Response to Comment BAXQ.:
Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment BAR:
Thank yodor comment.Please see response to comment E8B
above.

Response to Comment BA3:

Thank you for your comment. Y T2 NXY | G A2y 2V
philanthropic support of the community is included in Section
3.11.2.3 of the EIS.

Response to Comment BA4:

Thank you for your commenRlease see response to comment
BSB01 aboveDEQ is working within the ongear timeline
imposed by the MMRA for thRIEPA environmental review (82
337(h)(iv), MCA)The culmination of thMEPA process is tH&lS
and the Record of Decisipwhich wouldsste the draft permit
amendment as final ttdontana Resources

~

(e
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BUTTE LSCAL
REVELOPMENT
CORPORATION

Jomaps 1 Wik
Exsguiine Direslo
65 E. Breadway
Butre, HT S0701

Crialg Jonmm
Mosbine Resnoroes D E1S
Dapartmant of Erw ronmeims Quadty
PO Bow 20090E

Halera, MT S9620-080L

M. Joimes,

Mistn aczept Ui etter ms the B Lses Develdi el Civperalions (ILOC] soppont of Mot Aesosswes
aniil Thait proposesd permi amendment o mike i Yok Doogie Telnge. The BLDE i Butin's lead
waremic develapmok arganlzation, sfd & ekt with smerng Sat the soonpmy of Bebte, a5 wal
Southwasiom Vantesan, 5 sicen ler gussrations o comn, Wi do this through @ vanoby of M, e=d
meariing Wit Gur [ape Bk, ke Montans Basources, m a orticl companesnt W B eperient mank;

The impT thish Moftana Rescurm and mining hag on Buste and Soathaeestam Mentena i ne ssct
Throreghaut ur greet Stete.  Butie w8 commamiy sith p rich mning Egady hd & Ny MR ke o B
RN A% & S pNIRCanE gt af M fure me wall, Moniera RESOTOS GTpliyE over 150 residemts ol pur
epmmanity wilh high mayiey jebe that imosct sl segments of U tenomy. This totab far cvmr §300 mElon
SO iSpact, rmaking Mentaca Resierors one of e I8ge coofaree drivies & our egion. Knawing
ihal Mosana Nsources will be shie to canliue working @ grosng srovdes Buste the confidmce st &
FElad 1o reerul niw hisinssses bo towe gnd continue strivieg (o ecnfmimic growth

BLD@1

W sbnnghy SO rBEE Y0 B SLDTT HORang Resincis and teir progosed permit seesdment. Buits
Nz e raglan iy on Mot Rasbunes sl Beng wtdi Lo expard makes 5 dffacenoe in our comin iy
Zhocld pou v any questions abeul por Suepsrt pease don 't hestatn T renoh out

&% E. Broodweay, Thomeosn Bullding, 5th Fiecs | Bume, Montorss 55701 406 TR 540 | ke,

Trod ba oms Bapan Cluigmert e U promgigin Dhepsmmia iy il g by Srde bod L ot go bl o siocmerp e o ® rroesy b ied wthy
LI, B, Do 3 Tl Mgt Moo TBAAK, Wt ren Bicy. O bdupenderce fes. 15 Sannhingicn, (0 KIS0

Response to Comment BLEXT.:
Thank you for your commenRlease see response to comment
BSRBO1 above.
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- = =
MONTAN

April 13, 2015

Mir. Cralg Janes

Montana Aesources YOT| Expansion — Draft FIS
Degartment of Environmental Qualy

PO, Box 200801

Helena, MT 56601

AE= ¥OTI Expanssan - DEIS
Dear Mr. lones:

‘We write o express Meda Maontana's support for Montana Resowrtes plan o expand the
Wankae Doodle Talling Impausidment, 'Wo alsn wiite 10 axpaess ur concesn with the Profarred
Ahlermative heing contidered fod the Lailing pond expention reclamation [Section 2.6.1)

‘W appreciate the setoa analysis and review requlred to lully anabgee the sues broughi
Forward during the pubfic scoping process and in preparation of the EIS far public commsent
‘o apalaud the job done by Montana Resources, the DECY, third-party comtracions and an
Independent Review Panel in reviewing this proposesd expaniion

AL the conciusan af Tha DEQ review, all bul taa alternatives were disibiiied = the Propoted
Action (Secton 24| ard the afternative to Elimmate the West Embankment Drain #umpback Af
Chasurg (Sectian &6}

Wa find it confusing that the DEC chose the atemative to Eliminate the West Embankmant
Drain Punpback At Closere [Section 2.6 1] as its Preferred Altermalive, Dn August 31, 2008
Montama Rescurces permit amendment application was found to be ‘complote and complant’
and the agency issued a draft permit amendment {5ection 2.17, Page 2-74) based upon the
proposed actions defined by that permet application

HM-01

Lenpe the Propoded Action i3 complete and compfiant,’ the Preferred Aftemative to Efiminats
the West Embankmaont Drain Purnpback &t Closure should have baen dismizsad a5 woll. This s
especially confusing snce the beneln of the Preferred Alternative seems to be o timing isue
not an enviranmeental issug. Should the Preferred Alternative bo chosen, reclamation of the
vankes Doadle Tailing Impoundment could bagin T years earller (han e Proposed Alleraalive

O 1010 - P 00 T PR - ey Fodcieyams). om

Response to Comment HiA1:

The amendment application, which described the Proposed
Action, was found to be complete and compliant under the
requirements of the MMRADEQ reviews all amendment
applications for completeness and compliance with48237
(amendments to a permit) and 82336 (reclamation plan), MCA
and the rules implementing that section and all information
necessary to initiate processinphe MEPA review and analyses
potential environmental impacts evaluates whether there are
ways to reduce environmental impacts iehstill meeting the
purpose and need for thEBroposedAction.
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(Sectian 2.6.5, Fage 110} in real tenms, this means reclamation beginning in the year 2085
Fatker than 2062 (Section 14.5.3, Page 2-200
"""""""" Fisrihar, the discussion of the Predarred Alternative (Section 7.11, Page 1- 24| states that
adaptian of this altermative would require *Discussions #nd coardination with all pasties in the
2002 BMFQOL Consent Dacres.” That agreament is betwean multiple pasties, including the
USEPA, British Petroleum and othar aptities thet sre putside of this MEPA propess

I ig ingppropriste that the 2002 Consent Dhdres & brought nte question at all, espedially sinie
Sectiom 1.33.3, integration of the Proposed Amendments, states that “_amy artions propozed
at the Continsntal Mirs st b cansistant weak the 2007 Consent Decroe and army ather
decls=an dotuments that direct management within the BMFOU." The Proposed Action meets
this requiremant and tha Prefarred Altamative doss nat and tharefore should have boan
dismised,

Montana Rescurces’ mine aperations are an bmportant ecanamic contributor to bath the Butlte
srea arvd the state of Mantana, Potentially compromising the mine operatians by offering an
alternative that requires mut-panty coordination and a Congent Decree amerdment doos nat
ke SErE

wn candusion, the revisw process that this proposed impaenomant 1if kes undengane is
mpressive and all entities invobved should be applauded. The Proposed Aliemative has been
found to be comphita and campllast and Hacla Montana strangly encowrages Mantana DEQ
acceplance of this slbemative In & fimely manner.

Simgeraly,

-
i
Luke Augtell
Frasigent

Hecl Montana

Response to Comment H@2:

DEQ acknowledges the need for coordination amongatiencies
and parties to the 2002 BMFOU Consent Detoaealize the
changes needed to implement the Elimination of the WED
Pumpback at Closure AlternativieEQ has been in consultation
with the USEPfegarding implementation of the Preferred
Alternative.The final determination will be provided in the Redo
of Decision.

Response to Comment H@3:
Thank you for your comment. Please see Responses to Comn
HM-01 and HMO02.
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S,
\-MONTANA MINING ASSOCIATION

AR T = = = Office-Addracs: 75 Ballam Lane, WhErhal| Momans 55759
T Radiog Adereia: PO, Bon 100, Wikschad, Momana 557548
Tk phene {406] 2873012

EmaL Gohrean S monranamining oo

Wetate: tto /e, Mok A ing nrg

-
| 1

A A

Py 2, J0ET

1Y, Cruikg feard
KT Department of Envimrmeral Quasty
P B 30000,

Helkera, MT 59620 0501

Submited va Dk PEOMTEsspurmm BEPA St gon

AL ks, Camments an Draft 05 for e Proposes Montara Resquntes Yankes Doadle Tailieps
Impearsdmont Expansice

Dinar Wir. Janis

Thark vy br The opeeT Lty 1o subsi i commnms on tho abawe relererced Deaft Ersdianmanta
Impact Statemeat (DEIS) for the proposed & an af ezournes Yankes Doodle Tallings
Impemrstmant (YTOU) The kantans Binieg Aasoclitian (RS | s 4 trace ouaclstion of sicaral
DTS, PrOOLIers, refiners and vencors in the Staee of Martna. Tha mining N ustry 1= & Mo

oporators are sigaicnt factors In e oconomic hesth of our state ama s ciizens.

GEnEraL COMMENT

The RANA, whou b T 16 papredd gur sgprecirtion o the Morisna Depadmect of Crivieonmesal Quelty
[DED) far th hare vweork and Sedication of ks staff in ceveloping this SEIS. The MAA appreciates the
beweel af anadesis ard detad poesentes in the DLE Infermation presected in the DUE prondi des sdequate
dishosure of The sues considemd during the pRT amendment apelication myidw Procss &
reguited uncer the WAL and review of the propased YOT) erpansion under MEFY

CUmMULATIVE IMPACTS

Tabkes O5-1, E5-1, ond C5- ), found on pages €510 Phu £5-h ate “Bo Comulative Imaactd™ faf tlie Ba
Acricen Almrnative:. This & tnoe of the 38 th eo tables whether you are reviewing the Primary Imgacrs
Table, the Secordary mpacts Table, oo the Summary of Cumulative irgacts Tab ke

Moo fow canthis be The OIS =iat
Ao mining ceeration s o o thwoegh 20227 The DEIS alv states tha “Froposed Amendmant

woukd allowFar an pdditoral 3 years of cperation of the mine ot turrent production kewels ™ Thus, the
Mo Actioe &lor ative ceprbess the Ty of Burm, Slver Bow County, the turmuncdieg snga, Momana
Hrzouwrce pmginyees, and busineszes thraughout the state that sell poods and serdoe ta Montsna
Resources she yoars of production, salasies, wages; taees, purchass of goods ard wrvice, charttabio
piing, e

ng urcer the Mo Action Alernative the "tailings siormpe capacity would

amplaynd pnd Tagpager it Mamasa, sed wn bebewe the coctinued viabiliey amd peowth ol aur membesy’

Response to Comment MMAL:
Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment MMAZ2:

TheNo Action Alternative is intended to disclose to the public an
decision makers what would happen if tReoposedAction was
not implemented and existing trends and conditions continued.
MEPA requires that DE€@nduct a meaningfuNo Action
Alternativeanalysis inclding the projected beneficial and advers
environmental, social, and economic impact of the project's
noncompletionas part of the environmental review proce§%-1-
201(1)(iv)(C)(IIN). TheNo Action Alternative and the existing
conditions serve as baselines against which the impacts and
benefits of the alternativeare compared Montana Resources ha|
approved permits that include operations through the current
capacity of the YDTTheNo Action Alterrative analysigliscusses
how events would continue under those permits. Additional
information has been added t8ectiors3.11.3, 4.2.9, 4.3.9, and
4.5.9.to expand upon the impacts if the project were not
completed and the amendment wammt approved.
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'ma, Montara Mining Assaciation hizs no doubt this & a substantial cumulative imgact that must be

wikinawdird il mathid thie DERS. URing onade calculatnems 1hal i) it dusd Tid irnisk, ¢,

ote: il & much dfferent conclusion than No Cumulathe Sociosconomi: Impacts conclusion

Lising Table 3.1 18 found on page 3-356, s Ti'-'-"a of foat tases \‘fuuld J.";' Wi Buiin Slver El.'w ':IIuIIl. in

Aosources Applicami
S157 Milbon in g

poods and sen
v 5 M0 Rl 1o

Busineszes i Buite would be deprived of sfmost 5122 Mllion s .h-:' purchase of
wd Hboowise Dusindssss locared an masn Sreets thicupbsoen Montang would b seo
e Froen Sheir £

Farther, the *No Cumulatrve Sooorconomc mpacts™ declaraion alyo gnores the Foliowing found in the

ittty o5 DEWS: "The Contirssatal Fit, the site of active mine operations, is cummently permited 1o producs ong in
et of M) years; howower, ok resenies may cacerd those repovied in MRS Dperation Flan {Febraary
FOIR)Y The contemplation of the ke of M yees of soonomic actrdty froie Mosniana Aesomerees
alzrming

The: Montana Mining fssocation requests the DEQ s
vhyi Bao Aetsan Allematien theoog oot the decument Lo
surroanding area

tho socioeconomics tumsiathn Impocts wndor

fellct thip true Cost 1o the con e

&y aind

MGENCY PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

| The Montana Mining fasodation cermot recall evesr seming a prefered skermet

| ap |'||n..|||u ke apeacy has ihe ability i implement o enforce on its ewn. DEQ A
L

crec ard oiher doclsion
prechudes the BEC Fram

s B PBITy th the 1000 Conasnt
must b consistent with the
r [ riscl management within the BMICL
selerong the &goncy Preferncd Shemative as the fnal dedsion

Thik slatisms

MAMA-DE] T that section af the DEIS is not enough to dismiss the Agency Prefemed ARprmethee, page ESavi

Prisfpred ARernatee sfates: “The snalyses confained in shis Deafs 05 does not chonge 0E0's
dotermrination that the proposal contained i-.'. tho permb amendment applicedion, whach s tho Propoed
shat thisis 1§ i Fenmonigel bercfS 1o thie WED Pumpuck Elmbnetion
could voluntarily agree 1o the slbemathe.®
comnet endoren the akemetive, and can't control ol

Agtion oven Ehough DEC beliowes
at Closure alemations, the applicant and MEFOU parties
£ can'l impoas the altematve
th are not the applicant

the other pastis

MWATE] s

nt soeTaErio |nr

'Ilu ¥ (rAriagesTiEn

HaEiing of upgrided
Plamt], and b cnd the apeement
Ib-\.'ul"'l drerthy ot et L,-.- nllil i feund on Page BS54, Aditionad Planning and
1hez PRI,

accordinghy.” T
Cooedination: “0€ 0's Hard Rock Mining Surcau consulis and coordinates weh EPA, but
aprEtionk i ool abdiess witef mamagament that Glls under Supedund

PR, Cormemnaaits on DEIS for Mantang R

o RoUECE YT E g
Page X af ¥

Response to Comment MMA3: DEQrespectfully suggests that
the impacts the reader is referring to are those defined by MEF
4 aaSO2yRINBE NI Sekdhdddy imldcty'to &
the human environment are indirectly related to the agency
action, i.e.they are induced by a primary impact and occur at a
later time or distance from the triggerirartion. Section 4.5.9.1
acknowledges that there would be adverse secondapgacts that
would likely be substantive in tHeegion of InfluenceRO)
because of the relatively high wages paidibyntana Resources
and becaus@&lontana Resourcelsas recently been the second
highest taxpayer in Silver Bow Courifalle 3.114).

MEPAdoesrequire evaluaton of the cumulativempacts of a
proposed projegtRSTAY SR | 43X aiKS O2f
human environment within the borders of Montana of the
proposed action when considered in conjunction with other pas
present, and future actions related to the proposed action by
location or generic typ&(75-1-200(4) MCA. However, related
future actions may onlpe considered when these actions are
under concurrent consideration lany agency through preimpact
statement studies, separate impastatement evaluations, or
permit processing procedurd®RM17.4603(7)) The ElSBotes
that for socioeconomicéSection 4.2.9.1there are naelated
future actions as defined by MERAhatwhen combined with the
primary or secondary socioeconomic effects of the No Action
Alternative, would have a cumulative effect.

Response to Comment MMA4:

Usingthe information in Table 3.14 of the DEIS, the lost taxes t
Butte Silver Bow Countyer six years would be $9,744,078 per
year(using the 2018/2019 tax/fiscal year numbers). That includ
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the property tax revenuegross proceeds tax, fees, and
assessmentplus the otal Metal Mines License Tax allocated
Butte-Silver Bow and School District, #dultiplied by six years for
a total of$58,464,468A sixyear time framewasreferenced in the
commentto evaluate lostaxes butthe Proposed Action would
allow Montana Resource® operate for nine years beyond the
permitted year 2022. DEQ has reformatt€dble 3.114 slightly in
the FEIS to make clear that the Metal Mines tax paid is broken
three categories and #t row 8 shows the total Metal Mines tax.

Table 6of Appendix A of theMontana Resourceamendment
application,Baseline Socioeconomics SulveyA & (1 KS a
Contributions of Montana Resources to Silver Bow County and
State of Montanain 2015and 20 o6 aAYAf I NJ Ay
presented in Table 3.14 of the DEIS})t is not cleathow the
commenterO f Od#f I fiB&Ra a2F |t Yy2ald b
using the information in this table, nor the losses to Butte
businesses and other businessesfiontana in purchases of gooc
and services. Nonetheless we acknowledge losses would occu
to employment and earnings multipliers (per Appendi%)A

Response to Comment MMAS:

Thank you for your comment. The Ei€ludesadditional
information on thesocioeconomiémpactsin Sections 3.11.3,
4.2.9,4.3.9,and 4.5.9.

Response to Comment MMAG:
Thank you for your comment.
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Response to Comment MMAY:

DEQ acknowledges the need for coordination amongatiencies
and parties tahe 2002 BMFOU Consent Dectegealize the
changes needed to implement the Elimination of the WED
Pumpback at Closure AlternativieEQ has been in consultation
with the USEPfegarding implementation of the Preferred
Alternative.The final determinatiomill be provided in the Recor(
of Decision.

Response to Comment MMAS:
Please see response to Comment A7 aboveand Section

1.3.3.3 of the DEIS wheites stated thatactions that have the
potential to affect conditions at facilities within the BMFOU suc
as the Horseshoe Bend area or the Berkeley Pit must be
coordinated withUSEPAand other parties to th002BMFOU
Consent Decree

Response to Comment MMAY:
Pleasesee response to CommesiMA-07 and MMAOQS.
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[r‘.-llr.'l.h.'-r. |

13|

Ghven Bae iechnoogiin| Tessebility chalienges, poonomic ram fications, #nd statun of the Corme Dscrse
uitdar 1 EAFDL, Tt doses Aol apodar o he IR L0 foeet D Piasonseness eribeca andid MEPA

MEPA MODEL RULES: ILDEFINITIONS 2(]
Ty altemadnes-that are resliste, &
M 3 Ui I e

LAl H

LLEAR T

ol Allernalwe

The Agency Prafs uld R b consilored mat dismissed. 0
amume trat a) Thatthe applc ot coo'd poes by coordi nate W the B00Z SMEDU Consant
D &0 agron wilkim o iy maevise of That the andpdsa’ Lo coordinate tho paites and to.ooe= the
oot decree wowd nod ead to other fems in the conseat decres woald not bubble to the surfse
tausing contemiious and protracied nesclistions unrelated 1o Ehe FOTT sigansion; o That te
negotiaticns coukd requ
st woud resull in nok Savingan apeement bedore the eapamion of it TSE is rogaired reating ina
cossatan o mining and the handing aut of gink slips 1o emoloyees

Anies

o the coseent of coun, leether delay ond costing the #oolnt prec ous Tme

REEPA MODEL RULES: ICPREPARATION AND CONTENTS OF DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACY
STATEMENTS, SECTIONS {%]
5] an ez anaton of the tradeofs amang ino mascralie asormatives

Th Agency Proferned Allermalve has waderpune on ey on the mst of Mmglomentation. Furihs
te DG has aot expleined tae potent e trodecis, incleding but not limited toy, predferdng s alternatin
Lat seaes b e tha Continemal P e @ watir stovage Taciny whics would aresent futare mining

thar pit. The Continent

o Pk containg ore reserves wil beyossd the | He of the YO exparsion roed
il Hyira ith cralorned & e mativa Could causa
the: innn by b sapand As impaundment o n running out of Wooge

gt koerh o The congent deCres tull could be eostly, take yaa 0 el v,

3 10 M AT OF D

and gould Five lega octions,

Whise ver mavy o | sagres with your Preferred Alte
dradt. The Momtann Mining Assocations regue
For il i bl fiadenng SRabod abown G s, W

"mathe; we nne cognizant of e wark tat went into the
it Agency Prefered Afernotive be dismissed
Ve Pk | Emad Lre

ACL o o
approved in The Redord of Decson. MA alas requests thal this decsian
by the DEC) o aloea Morriana Resources b begin construction the YO espanaion in sufficest fme to
awsure g contineed snd smaoth opeal IE Sk

Thaak you for the oppertunity to provde cmments
Baest regacis

i
B s

Tarmaa 1 :-\.l"'l":!n.l 1, Cagintivie Diecioe

PR Coriyin s on DEIS Mo Mbntass Rt oo YOT] ik an

Fage 3od3

Response to Comment MMAO:

The MEPA review and analyses of potential environmental imp
evaluates whether there are ways to reduce environmental
impacts while still meeting the purpose and need for Breposed
Action. DEQ has reviewed the alternatives for their relative effe
on the human environmenDEQ acknowledges the need for
coordination among th@gencies and parties to the 2002 BMFO
Consent Decreto realize the changes needed to implement the
Elimination of the WED Pumpback at Closure Alternatitres
alternative & selected.

Response to Comment MMA1:

DEQ has identified the WeBmbankment Drain (WED) Pumpba
9t AYAYLFGA2Y G / t 2 &dzpdsferted (G SN
alternative.Asgovernedby Section 751-201(l), MCAgany
alternative proposed must be reasonable, in that the alternative
must be achievable undeurrent technology and the alternative
must be economically feasible as determined solely by the
economic viability for similar projects having similar conditions
and physical locations and determined without regard to the
SO2y2YAO0 al0NBy3adK 27F T1heefairedS
alternativemeets these criteriaCosts have not been prepared tg
evaluate the Preferred Alternative; however, cost savings woul
likely occur if reclamation is completed sooner than under the
Proposed Action.

Implementation ofthe preferred alternative would not occur unti
mining hasceased at the siteDiscussions ancbordination with
all parties in the 2002 BMFOU Consent Decree wsiilldbe
needed.

Response to Comment MMAZ:
Comment noted. Thank you.
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MR-01

@llnnlm Resources

B0 Sicey A
Anlia, Mald SAMIT

Bofmy 2. 2019

Senr Vin Hmwd!

Montses Depestigsnil of Esvironninsal Quality
Ariention: Mr. Craig Mnes

0, o 20000

Helena, MT 35601

Email: DEQMTRescorcesMENAEm pov

Ke:  Evalt Envirenmental Inspact Sintessent for Montens Resourees, LLP% Amendmuent
Application for Coiitineed Use of the Existimg Yankee Doodle Tailings
Impoundment

D Wlt Jones

Mcmtena Resowaroes, LLP (MR geeatly sppreceates the ¢ffon that the Motz Departemem of
Emvirnminieatad Chiality (INECQ) has put forth in processing snd analyzing MR Amendimen
Application. Specifically sppresinied & (he knowlodgeobis and peofiessionnl D) personse] tha
we are fomanaie o werk with and their ameniion i thoruughness while mentainisg o iimely
sxhedule

With fiew excepuons, ME belioves the Dmft Enviconmeraal Tmpact Statement (DEIS) is well
withen and acourstely describes the poimtiad impacts of tssulng the deall permi as o sl
permit. MHE doss offer the iven following commenis o the DI for DED s comsbdler

Bizuuse imjibemyntsizen of the West Embapkment Drois Pemphack Eliminslise i

Lhewure Alternative Is bevond the cuntrol of BEQ and ME, it shoukd nof have bren
identified g (e preforved alicrmstive

DEQ Yaui ilentifid the Wes Embankmeent Dmin (WED}) Pesmpback Ellsmination a1 Closa
olismaive as the agoe: g fizonid alwmmmlive, [nthe DEIS, DEG conectly identified e
preserd impedimes jo enting that allemalive. DEQ recognized that this altemative
“mecessifales Tecognitir SEP A" mathowily vt omg-lenm e mannpemeni snd restment
# the site under the BMPOU (Batie Mine Floodmg Opembile Unig).” (DEIS Z-24) The BMFOL
i giveerned by o 2002 federall court Consent Docree invalving not ondy the Soe and MR, bul
i, cich hound to abide by i lemms. DEG) acknowledged thay “vd Rscussion
and cocedinmion with #1] partiea in the 2067 BMFOU Consent Decres would be seeded 1o
revigw the options md feasibidity for hesding aml ireling this weter, iho potoniial we of
axisting or upgraded facilities and infmsirucmee._and 0 smend the ngneesen] necondingly.
(RIS 2-34%

Response to Comment MB1.:

DEQ acknowledges the need for coordination amongatiencies
and parties tahe 2002 BMFOU Consent Dectegealize the
changes needed to implement the Elimination of the WED
Pumpback at Closure Alternatiaed to develop an effective
schedule to meemine expansion requirements. However, this
does notpreclude the necessitipr DEQ taeview andanalyze
potential environmental impactand if there aravays to reduce
theseimpacts while still meeting the purpose and need for the
ProposedAction. The final determination will be provided in the
Record of Decision.

Please also seResponse to ARE3.
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Momitsne Ceporimeai of Envieoamental hality
BAay 2, TS
Fags 2

MR apress thar the WED Pumpiback Eliminaton altermative may comalilue 2 “ressonahle”
sh=rnative by the regulsbory definition. [Looever, 2s MR exploinsd and kighii phied during ihe
lppli:lﬂlnll rEview |.11H css, mnl DED subsequently acknowed pet i the DELS, theére any

d i Chiile simply, becsase of the corstraints of the BMEOL Ch,
"\niF. el I.nh: Ihls aetion o s own, For this nesson, ME believes i it should oz have been
selected as the preferred alismative und bl ooacemed Bt conoluding the MEFA process with 8
preferred nltemative that the applicam lacks thie sudbecily fo mplomen is Imappropeime md may
be potentially misleading lo dee public,

Event sl MP kelivion thul if is inapproprisie 2s the preferred shermnative, MR recogrizes the
pvst-closmare cgeralioaal dvaninges of the Wes: Embankmens Pumpbsck Eliminstion s Ol
Aliemetive. IFME had belicved il theer wass any rensanable likelihood of secering the
apreement of the BMFPCL Consem Decres pieties in o timely masner conalstent with MR's
operatioeal requiresenis, i weeld bave propisel e allernaiive in the emendmess spplication.
I¥in the evemt that i the fature the BMPOL Conssst Thegres pacties could reach ngreensent o
actapd the WED weter, M would likely sotenit o luiuee pernil modification application jo seck
DEQ appreval for Empleencniation.

T 0l le i % 0 i i

MR-02

MR believes thal the LS undersiales ihe sociooconomic impacts of he Mo Acthees Altemative,
Section 3.1 11T (page 3-57) satgs: “lmpacts: (o vvomll sociosconomic conditions @ the dnes
wenshd be minimal ond short term under the Mi Action Albwrnative.” Tahle ES- | (page E%x}
lmi “Ni Impacis™ of the Mo Action Altemative on sotioeconomics. Table 5.1-1 (page 5-1)
likesada: stunes “Mo Impacts™ o sociseconcemics of the No Action Alernative,

The: THEIS bases this fmpmct asseesment on a2 percent redustion of ovirall county employment
fof Ehe ning yeary Boiween a shubdown in 2022 versus & closwe im 2051, This sasessrmeni [zl o
recognize thin diesd juls Inss is only one component of socibeconomic impest. The HaseSne
Sogicecunmmics Swrvey (Appendiz A-5 w0 the apolicalion) discusses the addisional benafia of
the Conlinemial Minz. In addizion o repulas ming eoplinees, the mine includes 20 conersot sl
3} intom pensonme] plus mumenos consolinms, coarmeion, sl other wppur] mad service
pronidemm, Ak d minimmm, the mine provides employmeni for ws oversge of 400 poople. Seciion
A4 ol Appendin A-5 discemses employment muliplsers {n mmmher showing ko clanges in ong
inchusiry will transffer 1o other industrics in o regional ecomormy). The jobe muhiplier for sl
mining in Montama (Table 7 in Appendis A-5) is | 38 which mesns thai for every mine job aii
additoomal |38 jobs are created. This tanilsses o newly o thoossnd mise ar mine-relmed jobs
which woeshd be sbout & perces of BSH employmest. Althgnagh wmne jobs in reclemation and
ity would romain after H002. ot bows from o mine shundesm (s enll substiantial. Tehie 4
Ies Appendin A-5 idontifics prining jobs s ghe highest pod in BSH and Table 2 gheiva mesing
jobs comprising The bighest perient of istal earnings in BEA,

Response to Comment MB2:

Thank you for your comment. The EIS includes additional
evaluation of the potentiasocioeconomiémpacts of the No
Action Alternative irSectiors 3.11.3,4.2.9, 4.3.9, and 4.5.9

Please also see Responses to-BEBVIMA02, MMAO3, and

MMA-04.
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Muoosnn [vparment of Brvirosmenal Gl v

Mar 2, 1014

Page 3

Jots, however, e nok te ondy socinosonomic ks associaied with mese closure. Table 1.11-4
{pege 1-96) of the DELS jdentifies the miklions of o dollis eniirbulnl waielly i REF, These
e dallas wiosdle] Emmish for the period from 2022 w0 3010 onder the Mo Action Alerrative sl
would likely nffect BEE budgen, sipecially for the school disirict. Although Butie has shown oo
b resilie= and adepiable so the loss of mining (i ctler) jobs in (het pasy, it has come with
sncioeconamio impacts. The DES ssssemient of @ years of mine closuns wath the Mo Azion
Alrmative does not soosmi fir these npacts. ALl four of the pesple presentisg ol comiment:
&8 the [FEL5 mocting in Fesic stresnd the socioeconomis impanance of eontinoed openation of
the Congineniad Mine,

£ there ore any questhoes or oone i reganding MR's comenents to the DHELS, please feel Eee 1o
contari mo ot (406; 486321 1.

Sinewmely,

587 e
Mink Theamgpeon
Vien Presiden of Envimemenisl Affairs

Mpnimma Resources, LLP
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NorthWestern

Enenry
Cwitvarag ¢ Erghi Tuiass

r

Aprd 17, 1009

M Cralg Jones

Moniaia Reunces Dl EB

Wipsiara Oegl, of [nvironmenizl Guedity
P.0. Box 21501

Hifena, WIT 50201

RE: Lattar of Support for Monkan Bessurees Dral PRrmil Corcmiing Changss 10 i Yaniea Dands
Tail kigs Slorage area

Desr M. joras,

| g e e slEm Enepgy®s ey Account Mimegsr far Mortana Besoynces gl bave Bed m Butte for
ey 50 years. 1 have 1he opportun By £ work wiih Montana Resoemes management on 3 regelar bask
and havw trandled oo adin with iham fosee Ba anibe operatlon op dos, lecludlag tha Yaness Dende

impoundrient ders and iy have enplanid The s ed Soe e permd Dut is el esced

| ko you ane well awere of the arosamic and sodial importance of Monsna: Rassances ta Butte and all
of Southwestem Montasa, Thiy smpioy o300 srplopmes and praviss many ot jobs e maiy
Ty in (1 ared hat bre Bssisipted with srés insisis jed wippben, Thisetnnem deiver i
essentidl bo th-sren. In additios (o peyrof, Shey pay over S8 milion doflars sach year s Leoes bo the
Wit governmest enifies [local asd stabs|.

NWEO1

i chosing, we &l Kohintestsm Enengy hope ol | of the fact ars welghad fary nid the Mordem
Beswiries predermed peraiit EBrngsage In the Amendmet they Soree proposed be soesfed. Todo
citonatae, ould place this very mportart ecoramicanging in danger of rosing. Thay bavie hoen gocd
ariraamEntal ewands md | knoaw Dty wang 59 CoRGis 1 be

Key AcppunisEronom ic Des. Speckalist
Mot Enargy

11 FPwh @ | Fna BT BPT-17T0 T il 8 ey g Ty

Response to Comment NVMEL:

Thank you for your commenthe EIS includes additional
evaluation of the potential socioeconomic impacts of the No
Action Alternative irSections 3.11.3, 4.2.9, 4.3.9, and 4.5.9.
Please also see Responses to-BEBVIMA02, MMAO3, and
MMA-04.
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Crrpder) N fvarfropd Casmamandly Developenpnt Corparmtiod [
1] Crrmnl Ave, Fluibe %T1 Phong ol T2 37 eomal greelevneghbaonhongbanie il ook oo
Keeking crsnmon solilinng i SRR CORCETIS.
thuy making our neghborbred. sur commmnity @ safer, kealiier, koppier, hermanious, ard
 aare mirciee prisce i wliiod fo Bve el wark, By wering wish our focnd govermament

O LTy

Wnn Crag Jones
Mbonitams [eprtment of Esvisommiental Chealiiy
PO Boo 20660

Telema, MT 506200901

GNEDF|
Bl Samtwna Hosources” Deall Ensironnental Dnpoac)

stmtem et o A mendment (o Permits 000 nmd (0605104 for the Centinental Sline
suli: Pubdie Cemmeni

The Cirasliy Neghbosbwood oy Development Corporation, Ene o sisbmdting thess
Soiimdata (i mespyines o tis Bl E1S For the Petiiaill sitendisente. We aid pledsed 1o wé o
comsiderabls section in e repoat devossd 1o sir qushite. Wichin that contes, simalar o previous
slalemints we have suhmilled, wie are oflering spocific commnis 1o sedtions in b Drall EiS
Eapcutive Swenmary

PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

ARM 174 ﬁ_'::n'l".ll Feguires an agency 1o slate & preledred alteriative i the dral £15, 6 one hai
besn identifed, and to grve #s reason for the preference. DEQ has dentified the West
Emtiarkment Orain {WED) Pumgback Elimination at Closiere Atemnative as the agenoy's
preferred allernative

Under the Froposed fction, the impoundment seepage coptured by the WED would be
pum@ed back into the impeundment after mining ceases (daosurel. IL & estimated that this
woeudd occur for approomately M years, or until the teilmgs pond |evsl decesses to the poant
that the West Embankmant Drain no longer captures impoundment sespage,

Dur Comenent:

G'ﬁ f:_]jﬁl' The dieciinn by WE rol bo adopt the preferred slematye aod to prolong the edamation period
_| wereases the potential for evpoeure of the Grealey Area bo Fupiiee dust. fs such, we musd consider
thetr decision unatcepiabie.

Tacton 3.15.1
Litimately, dust particies toehd contribube &0 water quality m conjunction with siorm walter erosion
Uie il depositional lseding of sedimend aver e long-tanm

Dur Comenent:

|IE|-‘“L.‘_D-|:|3 I te-aur aisar o Ehat statmwaber cdginating n the Greelsy afoa Uit conbilute cantarsinated
secdemnenit bo ihe remedy in the BFSORI cornidor i bhe deect ressd of hagteee dipt from the MR
operations that = deposited i the neighborbood a3 well 22 from historic mining activities. f&s part of
the WSSOL BUFS, the EPA will sarsple the Greeley anid determine the scurce of the problem

Response to Comment GNEI:
Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment GNEDR:
The ativities are expected to meet ambient air quaktandards
and compliance with the air quality permit. Mitigations are in
place as part of permit compliance to address PM emissions al
2L OAGe adlyRFNRaA® !'a LI NI 2
Implementation Plan (SIP) and requirements arivana
ResourceQd ! ANJ vdzZl f AGe t SNXYAGZ
Control Plan (DCP) to reduce fugitive dust emissials®,
monitoring is in place to measure ambient air quality within
dzi 0 SQa y2yFrGarAyYSyid I NBI @

Beginning on March 1, 2019, DEQ implemented the Montana
wSa2dz2NOSa a2y Ald2NAy3 LXLFy i
station. The samplinglanwill be followedfor at least 1 year.
Samples of PM and total suspended particles (TSP) will be
collectedfor mass and speciation analysis of specified element
and minerals. The speciation will include toxic metals known to
present in Butte soils and deposits including arsenic, lead,
cadmium,and others (C. Henrikson, Personal Email
Communication, June 12, 29).If impacts to ambient air quality
are detected, DEQ could require additional monitoring and
mitigation at sources.

Response to Comment GNEI3:

Comment noted. DEQ¥aste Management and Remediation
Divisionis working closely wittySEPAwith regard b the West
Side Soils Operable UniWESOWVinvestigatioras well aother
Superfund areas in and around Bultte.
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Chapter 9: Response to Comments

Image of comment letter

Responses to Numbergtomments

Crrpder) N fvarfropd Casmamandly Developenpnt Corparmtiod [
11 Crrmmal Ave, Fluibe TT, SR, Phone &6 723 370 emal greeleymeghborhoosbane gl ook oo
Keeking crsnmon solilinng i SRR CORCETIS.
thuy making our neghborbred. sur commmnity @ safer, kealiier, koppier, hermanious, ard
 aare mirciee prisce i wliiod fo Bve el wark, By wering wish our focnd govermament

O LTy

Section 11511

Air geaality for the project area was described as part of the MACP #1789-12 and ME's proposed
apmialing permil amendmenl application which incorpocsles tegional dimain and arees of conceen,
ernivion sauices, types (agitve of poind sourte], quantfies, and a propcted smbient air guality
arahs. Sccoading to the peamit, Butie b a secoedary monattainerent area for total suspended paricles
[T2F) ared @ Girodip 1 son@ttainment atea for PO [Honadtairement relers 1o aisas thal hava nol el
Matienal Air Chaality Standaidi], Ongoing roniteding is perlormed &t the Greeley Schoal Tor TSP, Bated
an thim, e ypatial boundary bs considered to e the regional air guality sithin and near the
refa E e N A

Dur Comenent:

BHG D-0a. | s we will repeasedly mentlon, simply mosstoring for partiosiace ks not adeguate. Recent studbes
edicate that metsl in the particulste may be subject to Ingestion, cauning human heatth concerns.

Section 3.15.2.1

Disgeersion of alr contaminants & highly dependant upon topography, The Continental Mire is kecated in
Silver Boow County, Manlana which & dissscte: by the Continesial Divids, with e naaniliem hail ol the
project draeng to the westenn side of the Dvide and the soutfreestem and southesstemn side of e
project draimieg to the eastern side of the Dnide.

Dur Comerent:

=
N CD-05 | The Continentsl Divide acts a banrier todifesion of particulates. Thus, particulates remai in e valley
J arsd W thee oo abiaimment area. The consequence of this i that metal depositian rates e the area,
wpsecially in the Greeley stma, atw 3 lgrifein

Swction 3.15.2.3

Connpilation of Fouily data aim the EETM woallsd station & U Bulie Beit Mooiey Aipoit ram 1397
thecisgh 2002 indicated Hee primary prevaibeg wind dirscton to be fram b south weth 5 roath wind
occerring in late spring and summer [Westerm Begional Climate Center 2012). ferage wind speeds
witie coan pehid Trom data elsted foen 3000 Sicugh 2001 &l e dase |ocaban, Dats indicabed that
auetagie wind speed ol the airpar! farged from 4,1 15 6.7 miles pet hous with an avedage of 54 miles per
hour. The highest averape speeds were reporied for March through lune [Westem Regionad Climate
Cenber 2018}

]

Response to Comment GNEIA:

Activities are expected to meet ambient air quality standards a
compliance with the air quality permimbient air quality
standards (MAAQS and NAAQS) are derived to set limits to pr
public health as well as the environment. TheBMonitoring
criteria (40 CFR 58, Appendix D, Section 4.7) requires chemicg
speciation at specified locationandone suchlocation is the Butte
¢ Greeley School (3093-0005) (DEQ, Air Quality Bureau, 2018)
As part of the assessment of ambient particulates in Butte,
Montana, PMo data from 1993 to 2012 at the Greeley School
monitoring site éong with PM s data from several satellite
temporary monitoring sites were analyzed for five specific mete
arsenic, cadmium, copper, lead, and nicki®l understand the
distribution of PMsin the Butte Valley. Metal content from the
GreeleySchookite was compared to a background site located
Sieben Flats near Helena amesultsindicated no major
differenceg (Ganesan 2014)

Response to Comment GNAB:

Accordingo An Assessment of Ambient Particulates in Butte,
Montana, funded by the Air Quality Section of the Silver Bow
County Health Departmenthe predominant wind direction
influencing PMsconcentrations at the Greeley School site was
from the southeast and efswhile [prevalent wind direction gt
the other valley sites were different at each si€anesan 2014)

Monitoring at the GreelySchookite measures actual impacts to
the ambient air quality standards within tHgutte non-attainment
area and includes chemical speciation of particulate matter.
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