Chapter 9: Response to Comments

9 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

The Montana Resources Amendment Draft EIS was released and the comment period for the EIS began
on Friday, March 22, 2019. DEQ held a public meeting on April 10, 2019 at the Copper King Inn
Convention Center in Butte, Montana. The comment 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.
Approximately 620 written comments were received from approximately 600 entities during the
comment period. Some individuals submitted multiple comments or multiple copies of comment letters.
The full text of the substantive comments received is provided here. Response are provided across from
the comment text in a “side-by-side” format. Each entire letter is included to maintain the context of
comments. Therefore, there may be some blank areas in the “Responses” column on the right side of
the page where the commenter included background information, but no response is required.

DEQ has reviewed the comments received and responded to all substantive comments in this EIS. Some
responses required changes or updates to be made in the EIS. These changes are noted in the responses
to comments and the reader is directed to the section in this EIS where changes have been made.

A list of sources for all of the written and oral comments received is provided in the Appendix (ARM
17.4.619(2)).

9.1 PuBLIC MEETING TRANSCRIPT

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

9.2 FORM LETTERS

DEQ received multiple copies of letters that are identical or nearly identical in content. These letters
were sorted based on content and categorized 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
sources are listed in Table 9.2-1. A copy of each letter received is included in the Administrative Record.

Table 9.2-1.
List of sources for each of the 11 form letters received by DEQ. A representative example of
each form letter is included in this chapter.

Form | Names of Sources

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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Chapter 9: Response to Comments

Table 9.2-1.

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

Form | Names of Sources
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 9.2-1.

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

Form | Names of Sources

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 9.2-1.
List of sources for each of the 11 form letters received by DEQ. A representative example of
each form letter is included in this chapter.

Form | Names of Sources
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
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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Table 9.2-1.

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

Form | Names of Sources
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 D’Arcy 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 9.2-1.

List of sources for each of the 11 form letters received by DEQ. A representative example of

each form letter is included in this chapter.

Form | Names of Sources
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
Sue-Ann Jacobson Tod Simon
Martique Kraus

H Mary Anne  Antonioli John Keele
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Table 9.2-1.

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

Form | Names of Sources
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.L.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
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 9.2-1.

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

Form | Names of Sources

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 9.2-1.
List of sources for each of the 11 form letters received by DEQ. A representative example of

each form letter is included in this chapter.

Form | Names of Sources

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 Numbered Comments
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Please Note: Response are provided across from the comment
text in the letters. Each entire letter is included to maintain the
context of each comment. Therefore, there may be some blank
areas in the “Responses” column where the commenter included
background information, but no response is required.
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Image of comment letter Responses to Numbered Comments
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Image of comment letter

Responses to Numbered Comments
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Response to Comment ARC-01:

Thank you for your comment. Montana Resources has complied
with 82-4-375 through 82-4-377, Montana Code Annotated (MCA),
for the design of the Yankee Doodle Tailings Impoundment (YDTI).
Pursuant to 82-4-377(9), MCA states, “The panel [independent
review panel] shall submit its review and any recommended
modifications to the operator or permit applicant and DEQ. The
panel’s determination is conclusive.” The independent review
panel (IRP) and engineer of record’s (EOR) review and
modifications are conclusive and does not allow for DEQ to include
additional stipulations on the Design Document. DEQ did forward
the Atlantic Richfield’s comments on to the IRP and EOR to review
and respond to this comment. The IRP and EOR’s responses are on
file with DEQ and are incorporated into the EIS administrative
record.

Montana Resources maintains an extensive data collection and
monitoring network for the YDTI that is reviewed by the EOR and
the IRP on an ongoing basis. MR implemented a web-based
remote monitoring system for 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 built-in assigned trigger levels
with automatic notification to MR and the EOR of changing
conditions. The monitoring program for the YDTI is provided in the
Tailings Operations Monitoring and Surveillance (TOMS) Manual as
required by 82-4-379, MCA. The EOR is required to certify that the
TOMS Manual is consistent with the facility’s design, the
inspections and monitoring included 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 protect
human health and the environment. A similar comment made by
Atlantic Richfield has been documented in the IRP final report
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Image of comment letter

Responses to Numbered Comments

where the EOR agreed with Atlantic Richfield that “more
instrumentation sections and monitoring devices are warranted to
adequately monitor the facility in the future”. As the EOR states,
“The monitoring network will be progressively expanded as
required to meet the monitoring and surveillance requirements as
stipulated by the EOR with input from the IRP”. Additional
monitoring sites are being added to the facility every year. The
EOR performs annual inspections of the YDTI facility, as required
by 82-4-379, 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 criteria. A Corrective Action Plan
(CRP) is also required under 82-4-379, MCA, that is prepared by
MR and reviewed by the EOR based on the monitoring and
piezometric data that outlines any proposed recommendations for
refinements to the operating practices, monitoring protocols, and
a schedule for implementation. The EOR is also required to
prepare an Annual Inspection Report (AIR) and a Data Analysis
Report (DAR) that is combined with the CRP to summarize the
performance, monitoring and instrumentation data for the YDTI
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 Section 3-21, paragraph 5 and Section 4-5,
paragraph 1 of the DEIS for discussion on the geotechnical stability
of the tailings beach and North Rock Dump Site (RDS). As discussed
in these sections, the geotechnical stability of the YDTI is
maintained and/or improved by implementation of these features.
As stated in Section 4-5 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 increase
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Image of comment letter

Responses to Numbered Comments

the factor of safety for the embankment which already meets the
legislative regulatory criteria. The key change in the discharge
system to the YDTI is to change the system from a single discharge
to a multiple point discharge in 2017. This will develop large
drained tailings beaches that will keep the supernatant pond well
away from the upstream face of the embankments, reduce pore
pressures in the tailings beach adjacent to the embankments, and
increase stability. This point is explained further in Section 3-21 of
the DEIS.

The information submitted to the Montana DEQ by MR included
the Dam Breach Risk Assessment report prepared by the EOR that
complies with 82-4-376 (n), MCA. The DEIS can only consider the
information presented in the permit application, which was
deemed complete and compliant with 82-4-376, MCA. DEQ is
aware that an inundation study was performed to accommodate
emergency planning for the Butte-Silver Bow County Disaster and
Emergency Services. However, this information was not deemed
necessary for inclusion in the design and permit documents and
was only a study of a hypothetical breach of the YDTI. As stated by
the EOR, “The study does not include consideration of the stability
of the facility and does not take into consideration the likelihood
of it occurring, but rather is only an assessment of the potential
consequences of a sudden water driven loss of containment.”
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 preferred alternative.
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Image of comment letter

Responses to Numbered Comments
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Response to Comment ARC-02:

Thank you for your comment. Please see Response to Comment
ARC-01 regarding additional permit stipulations. The EOR and the
IRP concur that the likelihood of embankment failure and
uncontrolled loss of tailings is low for all failure modes associated
with the YDTI. Based on their analysis and as outlined in their
response to Atlantic Richfield comments with regard to Appendix
B, Section 9.0, Dam Breach Risk Assessment (Letter from Knight
Piesold to Mark Thompson dated September 8, 2017, Response by
the EOR to Comments Submitted by Atlantic Richfield Company),
the Dam Breach Risk Assessment satisfies 82-4-376 (n), MCA.
Further documentation of this review can be found in Section 11.6
of the November 20, 2017 Report of the IRP. DEQ did forward
Atlantic Richfield’s comments on to the IRP and EOR to review and
respond to this comment. The IRP and EOR’s responses are on file
with DEQ and are incorporated into the EIS administrative record.

As referenced by the EOR, “The EOR, in conjunction with MR, the
IRP, and DEQ, will continue to consider appropriate risk mitigation
measures for the YDTI. Dam breach modeling and assessment of
practicable measures for routing outflows from hypothetical
breach scenarios are options that have been and continue to be
considered, but it is not yet clear if these will represent the most
practicable and best technologies for ongoing risk mitigation at the
site. The EOR and IRP have previously provided recommendations
for managing the location and volume of the supernatant pond as
being the most practicable and the best currently available option
for risk mitigation. These pond management measures are in
progress and will be further accelerated once impounded water in
the YDTI is reduced as the Berkley Pit Pilot Project is fully
implemented” (EOR Response to the Written Comments of
Atlantic Richfield Company Relating to the DEIS).
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Response to Comment ARC-03:

Thank you for your comment. DEQ acknowledges the need for
coordination among the agencies and parties to the 2002 BMFOU
Consent Decree to realize the changes needed to implement the
Elimination of the WED Pumpback at Closure Alternative, and to
develop an effective schedule to meet mine expansion
requirements. Within the Response Decision Deferral Document
(2001), USEPA deferred its use of CERCLA authority within the
Butte Active Mine Area Operable Unit (BAMAQU), deferring to
“State mine permit actions for environmental cleanup of that
area.” The analysis of reclamation and water management
alternatives for the impoundment, and any associated permit
requirements, are clearly under the authority of the DEQ Hard
Rock Mining Bureau. However, DEQ also recognizes that it lacks
the authority to unilaterally require Montana Resources, or any
other party, to release hazardous substances from the YDTl as a
condition of the mine permit, where the released material must be
treated in the BMFOU remedial action. USEPA is the agency with
authority to review, approve, and authorize changes to the current
BMFOU remedy.

Atlantic Richfield notes in this comment that there may be
advantages to accelerating the removal of impounded water in the
YDTI, as one method to diminish the risk of embankment
saturation and instability over time. This comment also provides
confirmation from Atlantic Richfield for their willingness to work
with Montana Resources and the agencies to consider alternative
YDTI water management and treatment strategies that will satisfy
CERCLA and BMFOU Consent Decree requirements. Montana
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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the BMFOU remedy (MR Response to Atlantic Richfield Comments,
6/20/19).

Within Comment MR-01, Montana Resources acknowledged the
post-closure advantages of the WED Pumpback Elimination at
Closure Alternative. Montana Resources noted that the flow
management alternative would likely have been proposed in the
amendment application (i.e. the Proposed Action) if they had
believed there was any reasonable likelihood of securing the
agreement of BMFOU parties in a timely manner. MR would likely
submit a future permit modification application to seek DEQ
approval for implementing this alternative, in the future event that
parties to the BMFOU Consent Decree could reach agreement to
accept the WED seepage into the BMFOU remedial action. DEQ
will consider these comments as part of the final determination,
which will be provided in the Record of Decision.

Atlantic Richfield also comments that they are developing plans to
enhance the capacity of water treatment systems operated under
the Consent Decree and to increase storage capacity in the
Berkeley Pit. If these plans have the potential to effect: pit slope
stability, subsidence in adjacent areas, the operational water
balance, and/or other aspects of operations at the facility, then
Atlantic Richfield must recognize the primary authority of the DEQ
Hard Rock Mining Bureau regarding site management and
reclamation in the BAMAQOU. DEQ Hard Rock Mining Bureau
requests direct communication from Atlantic Richfield regarding
any current or future plans being developed that may directly or
cumulatively affect the operations and/or reclamation within the
BAMAOU.
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Response to Comment ARC-04:

Please see the response to comments ARC-01 and ARC-02.

Table 3.4-1 of the DEIS incorrectly lists 15 feet as the design
criteria for minimum freeboard, which was a preliminary
Quantitative Performance Parameter. However, the existing WPP
for design freeboard is at least 22 feet. Table 3.4-1 and the
associated text has been updated to correct this inconsistency.

The filling of the YDTI and associated tailings discharge elevations
are monitored as required in the TOMS Manual. The tailings
discharge elevations are surveyed weekly and the tailings beach is
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 of
the YDTI to ensure the adequacy of the design and to ensure that
mine operations are consistent with the original design criteria.
Please refer to Section 3-23 of the DEIS for a summary of a
discussion on potential for failure modes from internal erosion and
piping and overtopping of the embankment. DEQ did forward the
Atlantic Richfield’s comments on to the IRP and EOR to review and
respond to this comment. The IRP and EOR’s responses are on file
with DEQ and are incorporated into the EIS administrative record.
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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
reguinmments, i ut 322, Tikde 3.8-1. However, the difference in pond and inilings 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
et that euivent earditions Jdo nol consisiently meet the nsk managemest design oniterie. And =
dseuseed in i | above, addiilonn| e esllemion, monbesing, sad cely weening pocios
ahhowkd B maquined fa o o in M8 operating peremily 50 the infemimion needed to nises 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
el the | il Ficor monnd el queszes of thess conditons.

- = s -

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,

atricia Callery, Vike I‘r‘:ﬂﬂtlﬂ

Al Bichfickl Com ey

[t sinkemeal i besed o Fig 3.3 in Ve BORCS 03 2018 Quarterty Wik Dl Biviracy ropsi
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BSB-01

April 1B, 219

Craig Jones

Moorara Fesowrces Drafl E1S
Degraruwerd of Enviecnmental Culiny
P10 Box 200901

relena, MT S5E00-0601

RE: Montona Resonroes Draft EIS - Suppoart for Proposed Action Alernative.
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, BSH has ﬂgnli'r.ln! woncoms with the mr:nul lhn'rm.l.rru end ruspo‘.'l:ﬁ.llb' sequets ths DEG
grant MR ks penmit ax smbenitted to iy o v

Montana Kesources is o primary employer in Elsile, supporting the houssholds of 360 employess, not
I ‘o dorenie ol o and bl providing the ming goods and services. Aan
tmgpayer in Basio-Silver Bow, MR provides sn encemons impacl b our commesbty’s current 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
muﬂlmnqnn:,lphl progecs like the improvemants at Siodden Perk and the new American Legion

phe, 1 Legends Stadium, We are trely lucky to have such o great emplayer and
corporate ciliden Imun'uurﬂn}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 pm.l-:l.ml im meeting with BEB officials, communiy
roups and the penem| pubbic m provise ind answer questions and gather feedback on its
expansica plans prios to submitting its permi amendment s E¥E] b October 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
puibdic archives and proserting and discussing the same with the BSB Cronmek] of Coemmissioness on
April 17, 2019. The information presemed at thesy svints wat thormugh snd profisssional and all of
our question were adequately answered, Additcmaily, the Smie of Montena®s progressive

regulations for mises with teilings sarape fheslivies (e the Yansee Docdle] dicime thar 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 enpinsers who designed the Yankee Doodle expansion, coupled with tho 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,

Response to Comment BSB-01:

Thank you for your comment. The role of Montana Resources as
an employer and information on their tax contributions is
described in Chapter 3 of the EIS in Section 3.11 Socioeconomics.
Information on Montana Resources’ philanthropic support of the
community is included in Section 3.11.2.3 of the EIS. The
information on the IRP is provided in Section 2.2 of the EIS- Design
Documents, Independent Review Process and Engineer of Record.
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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
Jl;? prefimed alhemutive weald ke years bo determine smong the wirlown sgeases wd wiing
defendasts

BSB-02

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
DG s apprrval af he Progossd Actios ARosmaiive and 15 having Montana Reseurces 25 e scosomic
deiver i o community Sy inn e firs

—Sincesely, __

[y T fl'{ -
'___ Y | ! ¥ i | ¢ g T,
i) =] [
L= e eyl i -_f::';‘
Dave Pl = Jofn Morgen,
Chiel Execative Coungil Chaimman

Response to Comment BSB-02:

DEQ has reviewed the alternatives for their potential effects on
the human environment. DEQ has also been in consultation with
the USEPA regarding the Preferred Alternative. DEQ acknowledges
the need for coordination among the agencies and parties to the
2002 BMFOU Consent Decree to realize the changes needed to
implement the Elimination of the WED Pumpback at Closure
Alternative. The final determination will be provided in the Record
of Decision.

The amendment application, which described the Proposed
Action, was found to be complete and compliant under the
requirements of the MMRA. DEQ reviews all amendment
applications for completeness and compliance with 82-4-337
(amendments to a permit) and 82-4-336 (reclamation plan), MCA,
and the rules implementing that section and all information
necessary to initiate processing. The MEPA review and analyses of
potential environmental impacts evaluates whether there are
ways to reduce environmental impacts while still meeting the
purpose and need for the proposed action. The Preferred
Alternative would not affect the sequence of mining nor the
timeframe of active operations, but it would instead shorten the
reclamation timeline and modify the management of
impoundment water at closure.
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ADLC-01

ADLC-02

ADLC-03

April 8, 3008

Crwip 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 letier in support of Montans Resources’ Proposed Action A lgrmatins for tae 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
[rrovvidiens i e mine, not o mention the donations sl g iy nf the Denses and Phyilis
Wishingioes Foundathon. We sre fueky o couss these beselias 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 much @ gl iake 10 sconmd-geeas e expes — both thase o Movitam Bescurees, whio 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

Egilw:\m'lzr. - ¥
N TR - .-f’f’i - .:i»m
Fadt :"‘I{,..-r: £ :
Bil Bverem, Terry Vermese,
Chiefl Exscutive Commzsion Chaiman

Response to Comment ADLC-01:
Thank you for your comment. Please see response to comment
BSB-02, above.

Response to Comment ADLC-02:
Thank you for your comment. Please see response to comment
BSB-01 above.

Response to Comment ADLC-03:

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 Engineer of
Record.
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iy BUTTE
EHAMBER BF COMMEREE

JINES E forwpes vt urme, Rlrniere T (80 2.2 1

Chrdisher 12 20LH

Craig Jones
Mmtana Department of Lnvironmental Cualisy
Huolmn hiomtans 556401

RE: Monime Bescurcos Tailings Pormt Aumendmond

Dioar hir. Crang Jomsrs.

BEE-1 | A the |aecutive Liirector of 1Batte o Chamber of Commence | would ke o sgpress ey support [or the
cmiinued opention ol Moniana Bosmrves (M) Comtinenial Mina which rogusres an smentdmanl & s
=t prrmmil iy inioase bilings skmpe in the Vimkea Dudifle Tailings: bnpotsnsdment,

Hhilla s soonomy 18 sipnificanily Goked %o the contmead opemiion o MIL The 2 deect b= gt bR
e, oo Tacos, property Gas, Motal Muses toces, mid B ponsrous sl businesses dal el on
e comSin sl arpraatice ol MR i wital e Dl conrionis mmd sconomic st

BrC.03 Yddisiomal v, ME™s philanfsopic contrimsioms i o comemeeaty bave o prodoymd mmpact fhat Betic

-!'.:*W'l'l‘lf- s To-topimis, From e S 1 millim it deostioas & he donhios Foll Festmal over the
basg |1 vears whingh hae hisad an Sl axmmine mipest oF 3275 niillion iy Momtans % ihe rocent 35,5
il ln dempsim [in the Seddon Park Bevitabsstiom Proet. The Washingion Foundaticns my compumebion
ol MH Sonietod A0 di 2007 o hocal Beidic iheals oipanizaraiis sach as he Haacns: Miseos, Rl
Bunkes s Tnwmadcss shabiars, Rl resmily e a Moptsiae Tooh Fossalntion Biosed Member Thal ihe:
pilemssm al musdimg B G gemsration high sdeoal sudents whe wom piven full e sbadarship 1
Wemtans Tach ity raoctvesg the Vot Reaours Opportumily Scsibashi

SEIE s lisem & resgpenaehl corpoeaty peghbor for over 3 vewrs snd | aneomrape som mol i iealergalimali
e schoeyiag inpsl o WD o cair commianity wha perfisming vour sialyals of the permi
Al

ACC.0L

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

Sinperchy
Steplama Sonm
Execunve Director

Hartic Chamber of Commeree

Response to Comment BCC-01:
Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment BCC-02:
Thank you for comment. Please see response to comment BSB-01
above.

Response to Comment BCC-03:

Thank you for your comment. Information on Montana Resources’
philanthropic support of the community is included in Section
3.11.2.3 of the EIS.

Response to Comment BCC-04:

Thank you for your comment. Please see response to comment
BSB-01 above. DEQ is working within the one-year timeline
imposed by the MMRA for the MEPA environmental review (82-4-
337(h)(iv), MCA). The culmination of the MEPA process is the EIS
and the Record of Decision, which would issue the draft permit
amendment as final to Montana Resources.
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BUTTE LOCAL
DEVELOPMENT
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 20CS0E

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
moremic deveiapment organlzation, wd o teskad with amerrp et the sconpmy of Belte, &5 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
Throughaut cur graet steke. Butts m g commamity sith o rich mining egacy and & oy (il irtends io Beve
wTiNENg ds i S piSoant gl af e fusre sy wal. Montera Resourons employl over 150 residemts of mur
epmmanity wilh high mayiey jebe that imosct sl segments of U tenomy. This totab far cvmr §300 mElon
1 ST iSpack, fabing Menmena Resmenoes. ne of Te [gest cconansc drivirs of oo egion. . Knowing
ihal Mosana Nsources will be shie to canliue working @ grosng srovdes Buste the confidmce st &
Fastdad to reoruflt niny bisinesses te ows ond continge strisng (e eenfomic growth

BLDC-01

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
Erodd pou have any Queestion Bboul oo SuEpert fease den 't Festabn T reno out

&% E. Broodweay, Thomesn Bullding, 5th Fiecs | Bume, Montors 5001 | 405 TO5.4040 | Bide. i

Tros b own Blpast gt we By promgines. Diai somau i in proplliied by bre il Lgre <ot gr ity o siocmere e plia e reoy b Hied sl
PR, Do, Do &4 Tl Bighin, Moo TREW Wihies Bicp. MO bSwpenderes Ses P9 Soubingion, 0T BS0-240)

Response to Comment BLDC-01:
Thank you for your comment. Please see response to comment
BSB-01 above.
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HM-01

- l= =
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 pubdic scoping process and in preparation of the EI5 far public comment
‘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 permil amendment {Section 2.1, Page 2-34) based upon the
proposed actions defined by that permet application

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
espacially confusng dnce the benelin of the Preferred Albernative seems to be o timng i=ue
not an enviranmeental issug. Should the Preferred Alternative bo chosen, reclamation of the
Yankes Doadle Tailing impoundment could Bagin T yaars earller (han the Praposed Allernalive

REK b Mveral Dyivee Fawde KD - Cooie of Mass, boohno B384 E-Ba)l - OB TT0 4100 - FAX 00 788 PE1E - waw Fbciierirsie) £

Response to Comment HM-01:

The amendment application, which described the Proposed
Action, was found to be complete and compliant under the
requirements of the MMRA. DEQ reviews all amendment
applications for completeness and compliance with 82-4-337
(amendments to a permit) and 82-4-336 (reclamation plan), MCA,
and the rules implementing that section and all information
necessary to initiate processing. The MEPA review and analyses of
potential environmental impacts evaluates whether there are
ways to reduce environmental impacts while still meeting the
purpose and need for the Proposed Action.
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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
""""" Fusrihar, the siscustion of the Prefarred Alternative (Section 2,11, Page 1-24) s1ates 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,

Wontana Rescurces’ mine operitions are an bmportart sconamic contributor to bath the Bulie
srza and the state of Montana, Potentally compromising the mine operations by offering an
altternative that roquires muliti-pany coordination and a Congent Decree amerdment doos nat
make SeriE

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,
=2
1]

Fresident
Hecl Montana

Response to Comment HM-02:

DEQ acknowledges the need for coordination among the agencies
and parties to the 2002 BMFOU Consent Decree to realize the
changes needed to implement the Elimination of the WED
Pumpback at Closure Alternative. DEQ has been in consultation
with the USEPA regarding implementation of the Preferred
Alternative. The final determination will be provided in the Record
of Decision.

Response to Comment HM-03:
Thank you for your comment. Please see Responses to Comments
HM-01 and HM-02.
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_.-'"

'*m MGNTANA MINING ASSOCIATION

T """r—r‘—r' ———— Office Address: 75 Baliand Lane, Whachall, Mo mans 55758

A ey T . Pk B derimia: PO, Bow 1055, W hinehall, Mosana 53759
Tk phene {406] 2873012

EmaL Gohrean S monranamining oo

Wetate: tto /e, Mok A ing nrg

By 7, 080

1Y, Cruikg feard

KT Departmees of Envimemental Quasiey

P B 30000,

Helkera, MT 59620 0501

Submitted va Enaik DESMTEssourom MEPA S mt gon

AL koA, Camments an Draft 05 for e Proposes Montara Resqunces Yankes Doadle Talliegs
Impearsdmont Expansice

Dinar Wir. Janis

Thark vy br The opeeT Lty 1o subsi i commnms on tho abawe relererced Deaft Ersdianmanta
Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed expansion of Mortana Bescurces” Yankes Doodle Tailings
Impemrstmant (YTOU) The kantans Binieg Aasoclitian (RS | s 4 trace ouaclstion of sicaral
dewelngers, producers, refiners and venoors in the Staee of Martana. Tha mining ind ustry Lt

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

GEnEraL COMMENT

The kAR, wpould Thee 16 oape ragprecition 1o the Aortana Departmect of Dnvieonmes2al Gty
[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
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Response to Comment MMA-01:
Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment MMA-02:

The No Action Alternative is intended to disclose to the public and
decision makers what would happen if the Proposed Action was
not implemented and existing trends and conditions continued.
MEPA requires that DEQ conduct a meaningful No Action
Alternative analysis including the projected beneficial and adverse
environmental, social, and economic impact of the project's
noncompletion as part of the environmental review process (75-1-
201(1)(iv)(C)(111)). The No Action Alternative and the existing
conditions serve as baselines against which the impacts and
benefits of the alternatives are compared. Montana Resources has
approved permits that include operations through the current
capacity of the YDTI. The No Action Alternative analysis discusses
how events would continue under those permits. Additional
information has been added to Sections 3.11.3, 4.2.9, 4.3.9, and
4.5.9. to expand upon the impacts if the project were not
completed and the amendment was not approved.
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Response to Comment MMA-03: DEQ respectfully suggests that
the impacts the reader is referring to are those defined by MEPA
as “secondary” rather than “cumulative”. Secondary impacts 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 triggering action. Section 4.5.9.1
acknowledges that there would be adverse secondary impacts that
would likely be substantive in the Region of Influence (ROI)
because of the relatively high wages paid by Montana Resources
and because Montana Resources has recently been the second
highest taxpayer in Silver Bow County (Table 3.11-4).

MEPA does require evaluation of the cumulative impacts of a
proposed project, defined as, “the collective impacts on the
human environment within the borders of Montana of the
proposed action when considered in conjunction with other past,
present, and future actions related to the proposed action by
location or generic type” (75-1-200(4), MCA). However, related
future actions may only be considered when these actions are
under concurrent consideration by any agency through preimpact
statement studies, separate impact statement evaluations, or
permit processing procedures (ARM 17.4.603(7)). The EIS notes
that for socioeconomics (Section 4.2.9.1), there are no related
future actions, as defined by MEPA, that when combined with the
primary or secondary socioeconomic effects of the No Action
Alternative, would have a cumulative effect.

Response to Comment MMA-04:

Using the information in Table 3.11-4 of the DEIS, the lost taxes to
Butte Silver Bow County over six years would be $9,744,078 per
year (using the 2018/2019 tax/fiscal year numbers). That includes
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the property tax revenue, gross proceeds tax, fees, and
assessments, plus the total Metal Mines License Tax allocated to
Butte-Silver Bow and School District #1, multiplied by six years for
a total of $58,464,468. A six-year time frame was referenced in the
comment to evaluate lost taxes, but the Proposed Action would
allow Montana Resources to operate for nine years beyond the
permitted year 2022. DEQ has reformatted Table 3.11-4 slightly in
the FEIS to make clear that the Metal Mines tax paid is broken into
three categories and that row 8 shows the total Metal Mines tax.

Table 6 of Appendix A-5 of the Montana Resources amendment
application, Baseline Socioeconomics Survey, is the “Economic
Contributions of Montana Resources to Silver Bow County and
State of Montana in 2015 and 2016” (similar information as that
presented in Table 3.11-4 of the DEIS). It is not clear how the
commenter calculated “a loss of almost $137 Million in payroll”
using the information in this table, nor the losses to Butte
businesses and other businesses in Montana in purchases of goods
and services. Nonetheless we acknowledge losses would occur due
to employment and earnings multipliers (per Appendix A-5).

Response to Comment MMA-05:

Thank you for your comment. The EIS includes additional
information on the socioeconomic impacts in Sections 3.11.3,
4.2.9,4.3.9,and 4.5.9.

Response to Comment MMA-06:
Thank you for your comment.
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Response to Comment MMA-07:

DEQ acknowledges the need for coordination among the agencies
and parties to the 2002 BMFOU Consent Decree to realize the
changes needed to implement the Elimination of the WED
Pumpback at Closure Alternative. DEQ has been in consultation
with the USEPA regarding implementation of the Preferred
Alternative. The final determination will be provided in the Record
of Decision.

Response to Comment MMA-08:
Please see response to Comment MMA-07 above and Section

1.3.3.3 of the DEIS where it is stated that actions that have the
potential to affect conditions at facilities within the BMFOU such
as the Horseshoe Bend area or the Berkeley Pit must be
coordinated with USEPA and other parties to the 2002 BMFOU
Consent Decree.

Response to Comment MMA-09:
Please see response to Comments MMA-07 and MMA-08.
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Response to Comment MMA-10:

The MEPA review and analyses of potential environmental impacts
evaluates whether there are ways to reduce environmental
impacts while still meeting the purpose and need for the Proposed
Action. DEQ has reviewed the alternatives for their relative effects
on the human environment. DEQ acknowledges the need for
coordination among the agencies and parties to the 2002 BMFOU
Consent Decree to realize the changes needed to implement the
Elimination of the WED Pumpback at Closure Alternative if this
alternative is selected.

Response to Comment MMA-11:

DEQ has identified the West Embankment Drain (WED) Pumpback
Elimination at Closure Alternative as the agency’s preferred
alternative. As governed by Section 75-1-201(l), MCA, “any
alternative proposed must be reasonable, in that the alternative
must be achievable under current 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
economic strength of the specific project sponsor.” The preferred
alternative meets these criteria. Costs have not been prepared to
evaluate the Preferred Alternative; however, cost savings would
likely occur if reclamation is completed sooner than under the
Proposed Action.

Implementation of the preferred alternative would not occur until
mining has ceased at the site. Discussions and coordination with
all parties in the 2002 BMFOU Consent Decree would still be
needed.

Response to Comment MMA-12:
Comment noted. Thank you.
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Response to Comment MR-01:
DEQ acknowledges the need for coordination among the agencies
and parties to the 2002 BMFOU Consent Decree to realize the
changes needed to implement the Elimination of the WED
Pumpback at Closure Alternative and to develop an effective
schedule to meet mine expansion requirements. However, this
does not preclude the necessity for DEQ to review and analyze
potential environmental impacts and if there are ways to reduce
these impacts while still meeting the purpose and need for the
Proposed Action. The final determination will be provided in the
Record of Decision.

Please also see Response to ARC-03.
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Response to Comment MR-02:

Thank you for your comment. The EIS includes additional
evaluation of the potential socioeconomic impacts of the No
Action Alternative in Sections 3.11.3, 4.2.9, 4.3.9, and 4.5.9.
Please also see Responses to BSB-01, MMA-02, MMA-03, and

MMA-04.
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Response to Comment NWE-01:

Thank you for your comment. The EIS includes additional
evaluation of the potential socioeconomic impacts of the No
Action Alternative in Sections 3.11.3, 4.2.9, 4.3.9, and 4.5.9.
Please also see Responses to BSB-01, MMA-02, MMA-03, and
MMA-04.
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Response to Comment GNCD-01:
Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment GNCD-02:

The activities are expected to meet ambient air quality standards
and compliance with the air quality permit. Mitigations are in
place as part of permit compliance to address PM emissions and
opacity standards. As part of Butte’s nonattainment area State
Implementation Plan (SIP) and requirements of Montana
Resource’s Air Quality Permit, the mine must maintain a Dust
Control Plan (DCP) to reduce fugitive dust emissions. Also,
monitoring is in place to measure ambient air quality within
Butte’s nonattainment area.

Beginning on March 1, 2019, DEQ implemented the Montana
Resources Monitoring plan at DEQ’s Greeley School monitoring
station. The sampling plan will be followed for at least 1 year.
Samples of PMjo and total suspended particles (TSP) will be
collected for mass and speciation analysis of specified elements
and minerals. The speciation will include toxic metals known to be
present in Butte soils and deposits including arsenic, lead,
cadmium, and others. (C. Henrikson, Personal Email
Communication, June 12, 2019). If impacts to ambient air quality
are detected, DEQ could require additional monitoring and
mitigation at sources.

Response to Comment GNCD-03:

Comment noted. DEQ Waste Management and Remediation
Division is working closely with USEPA with regard to the West
Side Soils Operable Unit (WSSOU) investigation as well as other
Superfund areas in and around Butte.
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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,

e miomn souises, Bypes (udibe of poind sour

fuantfies, and a projpcted 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
Fatbnal Air Chaaliby Standaidk] ing is perlormed &t the Greeley School Ter TSP, Bated
an thim, e ypatial boundary bs considered to e the regional air guality sithin and near the
refa E e N A

Digiaing

Dur Comenent:

GHG D04 | As we will repeasedly mentian, smply mosstoring for partioolace is not adeguate. Recent ssudies
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
arsd W i peon-abtamment arca. The oonsequence of this b that metal deposition rates o the aea,

miprcially in the Gresley awa, arw sigifieant
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 Beglonad Climate
Cenber 2018}

]

Response to Comment GNCD-04:

Activities are expected to meet ambient air quality standards and
compliance with the air quality permit. Ambient air quality
standards (MAAQS and NAAQS) are derived to set limits to protect
public health as well as the environment. The PM, s monitoring
criteria (40 CFR 58, Appendix D, Section 4.7) requires chemical
speciation at specified locations, and one such location is the Butte
— Greeley School (30-093-0005) (DEQ, Air Quality Bureau, 2018).
As part of the assessment of ambient particulates in Butte,
Montana, PMjo data from 1993 to 2012 at the Greeley School
monitoring site along with PM, s data from several satellite
temporary monitoring sites were analyzed for five specific metals -
arsenic, cadmium, copper, lead, and nickel - to understand the
distribution of PM,sin the Butte Valley. Metal content from the
Greeley School site was compared to a background site located in
Sieben Flats near Helena and results indicated no major
differences” (Ganesan 2014).

Response to Comment GNCD-05:

According to An Assessment of Ambient Particulates in Butte,
Montana, funded by the Air Quality Section of the Silver Bow
County Health Department, the predominant wind direction
influencing PM3 s concentrations at the Greeley School site was
from the southeast and east, while [prevalent wind direction at]
the other valley sites were different at each site (Ganesan 2014).

Monitoring at the Greely School site measures actual impacts to
the ambient air quality standards within the Butte non-attainment
area and includes chemical speciation of particulate matter.
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T Comene it

‘We guestion wihether these data ouly refiect the inAuence ol wind speed an the disoribaion of
paficulates. Alfeiigh the windoss s i poid Ely saufherky dinection, the avevage wind
wpeedl i that diresbon is lkely comiderably lowser Bhan the overall sverage. Dowralops winth in the
=vening bours st the direction and quistcent conditions overnight create stagnant condibions. Gresley
residants Dy picaly wake up b & gray dustiog of particalates an vehichs il outiide svernight

GRC D06

Section 3.15.2.3

Butte i a secomdary monattanment anes for Total Seependsd Particulite and 3 Group 1 ronattainmsent
arwa bar PRALO The exierd af the PR-10 renaitainisend sfea i shoaw o Flgire 3151 belew, DED
mmEraing an air raniiceing station for particulibe matien al the Greeley Schonl kocabed approsimatel
0.2 reéles south of the permit area’s soulhern periseter. This momsitoniog site is show below an FAgure
2,151 a% the Geeeley Schocd Manilosing Statian, The dats colscled i ued foomontar camplissde with
e Izl nanaltmeenent avea and preveide informatinn Sar putbc Realth proteston pans during perinds
af poor s quabty and ko manitor complance with AR, Metorically, MR had corducbed air

monibaring in thr e of the mine; hevmoer, 30 of March 5, 7007, BE was 0 longer ieguined fo

womnducl This ranileding. TEC) bas indicatod Chat il corditions change, BB may b reguinsd o desns
niber it k

Dur camment

BESS should harse regquired resuenpbon of moniioring after MEB resumed operations sfter the shubdoem.
Now, we can wreguivocally assert thatconditions have changed. Given evidence in the cited researth
refereraces in the pet comnment, manitoering should become 2 part of the permil requinemsent as bofg as
the cperatmn continues, This monitering should nchade meawrement ol TSP and PRID mosses, but
b a chemical specistion determinaton of metals contained in the partculate, We applood 8 Sr
thedr giroactive initiatien of the type of maniiosng we requested at the Greelsy Schoal manliboring
wtabion, That station shoid continee to calkect data for the duration of their aperation and thees data
eollected shauld be accesaible 1o the public sod to researchers. In addition 1o the 5 contamirants of
conceme &, Cd, Cu, P, and Sn; M and Mo should be analyzed

Like) conduded that the corent ar quality permitting action would not result i an incresse in Mantana
Hesources’ amblent impact. further, they determned chat the permittng sction would not Samee o

eointiibarhe b a welatioe of e ambiont standends

According to the wintertime saturation study completed for the
2008/2009 season by DEQ, it was determined that the Greeley
School was the location for maximum PM; s concentrations in
Butte (DEQ 2019). Please also see response to comments GNCD-
02 and GNCD-04 above.

Response to Comment GNCD-06:
Please see response to comments GNCD-05 above.

Response to Comment GNCD-07:

Please see response to comments GNCD-02, GNCD-04, and GNCD-
05 above. Ongoing monitoring at the Greeley site and emission
source activity in the area are used by DEQ to determine if
resumption is warranted based on monitoring in non-attainment
area.
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Our Comenents:

| i unes of huiman health piodection. Recenl studies gublishied s peer-rirviewed pourmal g st that
mutaly in the pafticalate may be havieg human health eliecis

B MeDarrasti, 5, MeCanei, M o 4. Envvror Geoche Hsams (T0150 ips S g0 00710853

Maimi, KM ol al Esvir Ti

bogy and P Bl 20T 1311a

Az part of the Butte S9 for complying with the CAR, MA = required o prepare sed implement an
appicrend dust cantsed plan (DO} bo fediasesd parteulite matter smissions. Thi DCP i included i part af
s e permit. The DCP autfmes procedures to canteol dusé by interim dust conbrel measyees,

wirren reclhimabion, westher monsoreg and forecasting to avoed planning activibies during drg or windy
pertods {Montana Resources 30182}

Dur Comeere nts:

The enmdence of the DCP & scknowiedged and apredisted, espatially measures ke spraying

bl e during Islastirg, Thas Bacl that it is et al e mesmnal aperating peoceduns &1 e mine g hips
that iderilied sources af Rugiteee dust that could be better comtrolled might be artually deninadbed in
the fture

GHCD-08

Response to Comment GNCD-08:
Please see response to comments GNCD-04 above.

Response to Comment GNCD-09:

Comment Noted. DEQ agrees that the DCP is an integral part of
controlling dust from activities at the mine and has included it as
part of Montana Resources’ air quality permit and part of Butte’s
SIP compliance with the Clean Air Act.
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For 2017, M ety had reporned emssices of 1981 wons per yeas of particulate mates with 660 o
per ynds of fhe pasticulate maller as PRI0 O s botal, meterial handling accounted kai 11 percant of
e PRI ermisicen. Tramport of matenil with hagl fnchs sccounted for 39 percent and Pugitee dust
from disturbed areas acoounted for 1% percent of the P10 emissions. O those disturbed areas, the dry
tallirgs area in 1he impousdament accounted o 007 pecent (0LATS wmn e piad) of e FA1D

T e,
O Comenink;

'&'nm' Figuire] below compares Figers 3.15.1, ihe PR aor-aitainment ares, with the study ares of Hillar, ot

Al (2ET) A e PR L0 and TSP were cheplerped in the Gresley Seighharhood and & T5P
monitor was placed in @ residential area 7 miles southeast of the fist. Companing the metaks specation
al e twa TSP maailon, the ehnicksment Factoe [ralic of metal i the St al Greeksy aved the divtam
reghberbod] Tor dust sallegied in the Greeksy Heghlorhood is s i tehie §

Mietal Enrichment
Cu 1]
Pl 34
Mn 1
i 3
L 1

There b 10K ghe Sy ard B A the Mo that Greeley residents mest combend with than resldents further
sauth, B we used ME'S estimated data cited above, the fraction of dist=FM10 generated would send 1o
Tal o0 closer fo the wowimen, 17 wee pobirect the PRV (660 tons per pem) Troem e Enlal estimaisd dind
gererated (1981 bons per year), appeomsately 13271 ons per year would have a higher probability of
haling = the Gresley epacted Area, @ regon shown in our preveoes sobmitted comements: that
aporoaimately , 755,282 meter’ i aned. 1Fonly 5% of that generated fraction achslly feldl into the
reeley impacted Area, a deposition rate of 79 pramed metee fvear of metasl-rontaming d ust would fall
i e gremined @il Do ataioret bo litur hanen el indestion by revidends.

Wil the Greckey Sohool moniloning b being condected, BRCOC, nc. Ha beabslivy Mining ispact Tesh
Foree intends io stast & Cumsulative Areal Deposition Study in the summer of 3039, In oonurcbon wib
thar G ey manitosing, nisults ram s study will yard @ marne carmeet pietune of fhe irue e pact

Response to Comment GNCD-10:

Please see response to comments GNCD-05 above.

As referenced in the DEIS, Chemical Mass Balance (CMB) modeling
completed in 2012/2013 was used to apportion the sources of
PM; s at the Greeley School site. The model is supported by USEPA
as a regulatory planning tool through its approval of SIPs and is
ideal for localized nonattainment concerns such as PM in the Butte
nonattainment area (EPA, 2016). Results of both the summer and
winter studies indicated that a majority of the PM,s was from
outdoor biomass burning as well as local and regional
controlled/wildfire forest fires events (72 percent) in the summer
and residential wood combustion (51.8 percent) in the winter
(Ward 2013, Ward 2014).Refer to Tables 1 and 2 for source
allocations for ambient PM,.s for summer and winter, respectfully.

Table 1. Source of Ambient PM, s at Greeley Monitoring
Station, Summer, 2013,

Contributor Percent
Wood Smoke 72
Street Sand/Road Dust 11.1
Secondary Sulfate 7.8
Ammonium Nitrate 5.5
Automobile Exhaust 1.3
Unexplained 2.4

Reference: (Ward 2013, Ward 2014)
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Table 2, Source of Ambient PM, s at Greeley Monitoring
sy Paiphlarnd Conminnts Disalipnint Corgarmlod 1o Station, Winter 2012/2013

el S T s R e Contributor Percent

e B e St s o s Wood Smoke 518
Street Sand 1
Secondary Sulfate 2.2
Ammonium Nitrate 10.7
Automobiles 15.3
Diesel Exhaust 12.4
Unexplained 7

Reference: (Ward 2013)

Please also see response to comments GNCD-02 above.
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Conchusion
GHCD-11 | The GRODC, Inc Habitabiling- Mining Impact Task Force girenuosshy pbiscts 10 the approval of s
Rl o Dyt doa e

1. The deciban by KR nob o sdopt the Predeoed A% rmcthe means that decades more sxpiiue
potential vall exist for the Greeley Area residents;

L The permit doss nok specifically stipolates that air monbioeing of TSP and PRIG with metal amd
arsenic specition within the area idenishied as tee mpacted Area in oor PEVoUs comments
showdd cexur during the rirs (o

Respecifislly submstted for vour corsidenmson and sction
Fo amd i Behald of 1he

Meighhorhmod Community Plevelopment Corpornivm nc.
ishitaixilsty - himng npact Tk Force

R. Edward Banderob
R, Feward Banderab

Sieven MoGrath
Hteven McCirsth

Lasry Vitrmbel

Larry Winszel

Response to Comment GNCD-11:
Please see response to comments GNCD-02 and GNCD-04 above.
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Frame Elten Airgrak o s
Sent ‘Wadnasday, May S5l P

Tee DEC BT Resovuwras MEPA

Subject; Tshject Mantons Rescarces Draft Ermnrmental Impact Staterrert 5]
Attachments: 15 Lomer Hingsaic 50,19 Mot

The Honorable Cralg fomes
Depectment of Eranonme nésd Casaliby
D, Bost J00G0E Hedena, MT SBESL

Diear b, Joamvia,

[ER-
A itached are iy pabic commaenty 1o DEC)'S draft B ronmerdal imgact Stabement for the grosawed
resgnnie dated 10711 200E Tor woulr congideration and kot sou 10 appidses the MR progcsl

ol allew Bam o procesd with i preposal 83 submbled 77 You' "Prefesred Schibtion™ wauld be an
Impadimant ard defay 1o the resckilion af Bulte's many suparfund iaswes

¥our Prafarred ABsmobve will anly complicals the Remedialion and Resloralon laaims ke MR
ey £ia Siver Bow, BP, tha Sk of Moslana and EPA haw bean wailong on in tha "Ageeamsnl in
[ER-O2frinekba™?7 that s this basis lar Bnally galting the CD o Bulta Ares O comghiled

IER'EL.:. i 4 Cabis e of MR mITorts 1o asaist i iskdoh i sapirtuned iksuos suchs as sTarting pumping
tine pit 3 yean sooner than requined as well s other actiore they have taken. ?? The contimisd operation of
e b By AR 5 critical to Butte's Fulure, and withaut It the City wesdd dee It etonoery Implede
Az | gkated in my Scoping ermail, they have 'Y tormestently worked 7 with the Eourdy and with lem Bambich
and Wiyell, #d the Govermors Twa A poirtes
toaccelerate our deanup efforts in Buite dres One

{77 TR ebiincery Cornci] (e Siver Sk,

iy Formsd response that & attacked

nderutards the Community reeds

| harwe addressed rany of e ssues mentioned sbowe n
but Tmel they carmet be stabed clben srouph b irmuns [
refathee to acthons, and how they would be negotively afiecied ¥ DEC) insists on usng
Ener "Freferred Alirrnativa® rptnee thgn booaspomoee e AH plen gt weittan

Sinceraly, 7777 Elton W, Ringsak

Eton W. Ringsak

UCFR Advisary Councl

3310 Hannilbal

Butte, Mostana

{please send me an electronic Copy of the EIS when released)

eltonringsakifraol com

Mantara Resources |mpoundment exoarsion. ?T | also ward to restabe what | sakd in my “Scoping Comments®

Response to Comment ER-01:

The amendment application, which described the Proposed
Action, was found to be complete and compliant under the
requirements of the MMRA. DEQ reviews all hard rock mine
amendment applications for completeness and compliance with
82-4-337 (amendments to a permit) and 82-4-336 (reclamation
plan), MCA, and the rules implementing that section and all
information necessary to initiate processing. The MEPA review and
analyses of potential environmental impacts discloses the
potential for impacts to the human environment and evaluates
whether there are ways to reduce those impacts while still
meeting the purpose and need for the Proposed Action.

Response to Comment ER-02:
Thank you for your comment. Please see response to Comment
ARC-01.

Response to Comment ER-03:

Superfund issues that are not related with the post-closure
management of impoundment seepage are not in question in the
EIS. The Preferred Alternative was selected because it has
attributes that would allow reclamation to occur sooner, would
eliminate the need to maintain pumpback systems for decades
post-closure, and eliminate the need to lime the impoundment
seepage captured by the WED to mitigate acidification of the
tailings pond. Maintaining the WED as a drain would also keep a
more robust groundwater divide between the tailings
impoundment and groundwater resources to the west of the West
Ridge (See Executive Summary-xv). The analysis in the EIS shows
that the Preferred Alternative has the potential to accelerate
reclamation by approximately seven years.
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|ER-04

ER-(5

ER-08

The Montans Depesiment of Environmental Qusily
ATTH: Crekg Jones

1520 E. Bth Avenus

Helena, MT S5801

Subject Montana Resowrces Drafl Environmental Impeas Statemsant (E1IS)

Dear Craig

Please gceepl his letber a5 my respectful requesl for he DEQ ba reconsider lls
Preferred Albernative for the Montana Resources Draf EIS. Montana Resources (MR}
subymitied 8 thoroughly compliant end complate proposal for its oparating peamit
amandmants and | urge you allpw them to proceed with its proposal as submitted

As & former small business owner in Butle (Millers Boots & Shoes) and & past Regonal
Adminsstrator in Ragion Vil for the U.S. Small Buesiness Admintsbration in Denver, |
cannot siress anough the impact of MRFs cperations to Southwest Montana s econtamy.

Asia fram he milions of delars in sataries and benafks it pays s 3W-plus amployess,

taxes it pays io the state snd boal governments and the millions of dodlars { spends
with local goads and service providers, MR alsa conbrifiuiles significantly to
philanthoopic causes and communily projects and events

Alza, a5 a ourment mamber of the UCFRB Advisary Council sinca 2010, | have bean
wisry imprassed with the anvironmantal responsibility ard cooperation MR has ashibied
n rermediation and restoration projects in the Butbe headwateds region on saveral
ocsasins. Please reler o the letter | submilted 1o you previousty In October 2018
regarding the EIS Scoping, which provised many details of MRI's strong economic and
environrmental frack record, As | stated similardy In my commends ak that time, & is
absaluely imperative that the DEC complete your review and allow MR 1o proceed with
s Proposad Alerrative as axpedlisusty o8 podshle! The DEQ's Preferred Albamative
= simply not acceptable in maehng ha deadiines necessary for MR fo contines fis
aperations

| ¢an understand DEQ wanling o sharten the lime needed 1o remadiate the lailings
I‘n]ﬂul'-dl‘fﬂel‘llb"' T years thirough section of ils Preferred ARemative L||‘||'!:|I1LII'IE'II‘.‘-I'!.'.
SEvEN yEars s not sipnificant over the penod of tims the remediation ks planned. More
mpartantly, the costs and uncerdainty of directly involving MR's operations and
racamation plans with fderal Superfund will do mona harm Ban likely consumng most
i not &l af the 7 years DEQ hopes 1o be gained by sehecling s own altermative’

By stabute, DEQ is requirad ta have the EIS process by August 31, 2018 (1 year from
Septembar 1, 2018). The comploxity of engaging with Superfund and the other parties
nckided in the Butle Mine Flooding Consen] Decres - which includes & federal jdop -
provides no reasaneble chance for DEQ 1o meel ks deadline with is Prefened
Altarnalive. T MR daes mat et s parmit grantad in the el ol 2019, the mine will be out
of tailings storage capadity and at keast & temporary shusgawn of mining operations will

Response to Comment ER-04: Thank you for your comment.
Please see response to comment ER-01 and ER-03.

Response to Comment ER-05:
Thank you for your comment. Please also see Responses to BSB-
01, MMA-02, MMA-03, and MMA-04.

Response to Comment ER-06:

Please see response to comment ER-03. DEQ is working within the
one-year timeline imposed by the MMRA for the MEPA
environmental review (82-4-337(h)(iv), MCA). The culmination of
the MEPA process is the EIS and the Record of Decision, which
would issue the draft permit amendment as final to Montana
Resources. The purpose of requiring an environmental review
under MEPA is to assist the legislature in determining whether
laws are adequate to address impacts to Montana’s environment
and to inform the public and public officials of potential impacts
resulting from decisions made by state agencies (75-1-102(1),
MCA).

Response to Comment ER-07:

Thank you for your comment. DEQ is working within the one-year
timeline imposed by the MMRA for the MEPA environmental
review (82-4-337(h)(iv), MCA). As explained in the No Action
Alternative, the currently permitted tailings storage capacity
“would allow mining operations to continue through 2022”
(Executive Summary-iv), so a temporary shutdown in 2019
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be required. This would mpose 8 seqvens hardahop on the Community and ils reedems
ani which would be difficalt 1o recover fram. Pleass consider the conssguances of the
Preferred Allemative as unaccepiatle for Bauste, and |'I|;I-'ff|.|||'.' grant MR the abdity bo
procerd wilh ks Proposed Alernatne

Sincaray,

Elton W. Ringsak
Eltan W Ringsak
UCFR Adyisary Counoil
3310 Hernibal

Butie, Mordana
granrirgsakfac.com
Cel} [406) 310 1707

is not anticipated.

Please see response to comment ER-03 regarding the
management of post-closure impoundment seepage. During
reclamation, any reduction in time that water remains in the YDTI
is considered advantageous.

Response to Comment ER-08: Please see response to comment
ER-06 regarding the timeline for the EIS and the Record of
Decision.
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AL BEAVIS
EXPERT WITNESS —
DVER 30 YEARS EXPRRIENCE IM
ALLASFECTS OF CFEN PIT AND Ui CGROTN T MiNiNG
SAFETY. MIME METHODS, SUPERVISEDEY, MANAGEMINT

REFLY Tk

1652 W, MAIR
T Mr. Craig Jomes DLITTEL SICNTANA ¥
From Al Beavis FilsE) 72481

Subject Comments on Tailings Pond

After attending a mesting held by Maontana Besource in the Archives bublding in Butte
omn Tiees, 4919 to discuss the 10 1ift they propose for the dam, | have with seme
wdditional comments,

1 asked what the height of the dem would be at s Bce. Thens was some conflsion and
difference of opinions. I stated that 1 thought that the toe was around 5500 elevation,
Being ihe elevation of the crest after the 100 Bift would be al 6450 ks simphe math putting
ihe dam wt 2507 7 1 live in Welkerville which is North of Buite, the clevaiion at the
comner stoni on Daly and Bain stroet ks 6172° elevation, the 1op of the dam will be 278
above Wallerville, The lifi really doss not bother me bul some alher matters dol

1) The extent of maserial that was excavated off of the area 1o be flled over seemed
1 vast gmount ather than the removal of 1op seil which is mandntory by Low, [
have some feelings about this but do not wish to express them,

2} There are ofd under growund workimgs along the West side that is be filled over.
Some tied into the Badger, Lexingion, Alice and Anselmo that are interconnected
with cach other

3} 1 never realized that the darm was guing o b maized also an the East side nf it!
Raising this shde will make it once again 107 higher than the west sice. Thers s no
need for this that I can see! Maybe they should get there et together and Jat one
kv why this s cillad for?

4) 1 met Mr. Piesold a consubtant hined by MR,I guess to consult on this project o
what [ have yet io find out? A large chart showing a group of very professional
indivduals all with Phd's in every field necessary io solve problems with wilings
dams. Thers was no information that they were sctually lovelved in the project!
More Fiee em advisory board of famous names to lean on.

5} 1 askid questions on Seismic readings but there wis none availzble. This should
be done on o regulor bases, especially when close 1o a open plt detonating lange
fomds of explasives i blast bolea!

AB-01

AB-02

AB-03

AB-04

AB-05

) 1 asked if there were any leaks detected Lately or in the past. The answer was & no.

1 found this some what hard o believe being familisr with slarry, Water makes up

AB-06 about 70% of the of the tailings and has o be removed to make it some whet

Response to Comment AB-01:

DEQ respectfully thanks you for your comments, but notes that
the content references a meeting held by Montana Resources
outside of DEQ’s EIS process. DEQ staff were not present at the
meeting, nor did DEQ prepare the meeting materials, so we are
unable to respond to questions related to that content.

You may be able to submit your letter directly to Montana
Resources to obtain answers to your questions.

Response to Comment AB-02:
Please see response to comment AB-01

Response to Comment AB-03:
Please see response to comment AB-01

Response to Comment AB-04:
Please see response to comment AB-01

Response to Comment AB-05:
Please see response to comment AB-01

Response to Comment AB-06:
Please see response to comment AB-01
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compacied. 1t will always contain & certain amount of water unless it has a route
1o eacapa As you know water does not run uphill, The slime looking material off
of Tails containg a certain amount of metals, chemicals and acids lefi in the
processing system This slime will make it's way throsigh 8 knot bole and enlarge
it if possibiel

Td The comments. here in are mine and do not reflect on any olher pu‘rBDfsS|

There are 50 many questions regarding tniling dames that it would take volames .

| don't mean to sound disheartening but 1 think the comments have meril and you
should give them some thought. Being involved in mining for ever 40 plus years
ave learmed to take Mining Companies like a grain of salt. [t is all sbout money
with them and notsing else, A prime example is Butie, Mt and the hattle they
have faced since 1983 when the Buper Fund came io fown/!

Guod luck in your coming to an agreement that will sskfy all |

Regards;
e e
gy
Al Beavis
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CE-01

CE-02

CE-03

CE-04

CE-05

CE-06

Collesn Elliott
1" 251 W Quars Soresi
- Bamme, MT 55701

shd-4334311
Apdl 14, 2009

Craig lofes

Depirment of Erveomseal Chality
F.0). e 20067

Hilira, MT 59601

Duear Whr, Momairs,

Tk ix 2 comment on “Dimft Eavironmemial Impect Statement for S Propossd Asendmst 10 Permily
DT and SOIELA, for dhe Contimemsal Mine: Expeion of the ' pekes Doiadle Tailings Imposodaem am|
Aszociaied Faciliciey, March 1607

| mm comoerned abmi the method w=ed to estinnie e proposed M 6.5 mavemam coedible sadhquaie
[MCE] om the Continenin Fealt and Faolis connected e i It bi-cruclal that e MICE sstimase & realistic

becaime it is the hasis to maess all other seismic rigks far the YOI

The EIS pevin:hnsesd consulianis recogabee thal the Contineniad and Ramparn faulis, which bneses che
YDTL, and the nearkty Bocker, Klepper and Enst Ridge faults might ruptore and cause sarthauake. Lsing
pre-20104 ngle dams for these fosies, the comsubmscs: performed “sitespecific™ prohehilisc and
deterministic laml amlyses fir the YT Thes saluses aee bassd only an bistariea’ ssioicly, This
caly includes earthgmakes thni h Izt 106} e, noearthgunksy
Rave Been secanded an the fohs e Iniemmaouetain S2ismic Beh
which has a history of large cathquakes lke the M 7.5 Hebgen Lake varibeuaks in 1959 wid the M 7.1
Boagh Pesk corbquake in 1985, In 1933 more than 2,003 eanbquakes shook Helena, b few sarthquakes
ang neeinhad mothe enea before o after |935

ve oeommed in the fnst | 00 yemme or so. In
qoestinn, However, ¥ DT is withi

My point & that cir pprosimesely 100 yenrs of seismic records are nol-» malsiic reflection of the
earihgeale polestul of any fuills n Mostma, lot alone the under-siudied Contimesenl Fault and &

neighhors

Sappobe i al thike Bl fis al svesage Fepeat nme of 11,000 yeasn, and the Lt eamquake wai & 7.0M
and 3.005 yoars age? Thoogh unlikely, »ech a sconans is poesshlo and seeds 4 be mvetigabil

Adny BElamic aesEgmEl Mt conilder all poasible earnhquakes i the srea ind reguires mfrmatos based
on the length of u Sault that mighi repture sl fhee iiiary o et oo Ghe feulr, In the case of the YTFTT
the mupiune pamems, of sanhqueke hivioeies, of the nearest fweles are oot moluded in the stability reporis
These dea have nol baen collested gven ouph & & posslble m dos o 5l coel, Furibemone, inpecan
Infremnation sbout 1he connecthors berween the potentially active frults pear the ¥ DT is usknoan

v scabe and risk potential of the YEVTT, we shoulil be gasuined thar Moiam Resounzes il thair
cormulnms kave collecied sl possible information abowt the moveme ot histories of the fauls
ef The YT¥TL | e st conlideat that they heve employed curnese teciaologes of incorponaied

el

Response to Comment CE-01:

Thank you for your comment. Please refer to Appendix B of the
Knight Piesold Site Characterization Report, some of that
information is provided below. The method used to estimate the
proposed magnitude (M) 6.5 maximum credible earthquake (MCE)
on the Continental Fault and faults connected to it was
determined by the EOR in accordance with 82-4-376, MCA and
reviewed by the IRP in accordance with 82-4-377, MCA. As stated
in Section 1.4.3.2 of the Draft EIS, “The IRP reviewed these
documents and assessed the completeness and scientific rigor of
aspects including, but not limited to, the geotechnical
investigations of the site, any models used to evaluate the designs,
demonstration that the expansion of the facility meets the
minimum requirements for a new tailings facility (82-4-376(2)(i),
MCA) or that it does not reduce the tailings storage facility's
original design factors of safety and seismic event design criteria,
and several analyses of the site’s performance under flooding and
site stressors.” Please also refer to Sections 2.2 and 3.4.1.3 of the
EIS for further discussion of the roles and responsibilities of the
EOR and IRP. Similar concerns were brought up previously through
comments by Atlantic Richfield in their review of the original
design documents. The EOR responded to these comments as
outlined in Appendix A of the response by the EOR to comments
submitted by Atlantic Richfield Company, dated September 8,
2017, specifically comments 2-13 and 6-1 through 6-5. Section 3.3
of the November 20, 2017 Report of the IRP Design Document for
Expansion of Yankee Doodle Tailings Impoundment provides the
IRP’s decision regarding the development of the proposed M 6.5
MCE.

The design information for development of the M 6.5 MCE can be
found in Appendix B of the EOR’s Site Characterization Report.
DEQ did forward the Atlantic Richfield’s comments on to the IRP
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and EOR to review and respond to this comment. The IRP and
EOR’s response are on file with DEQ and are incorporated into the
EIS administrative record.

Dr. Linda Al Atik and Dr. Nick Gregor were retained by Knight
Piesold to perform the updated Seismic Hazard Assessment (SHA)
to support the Permit Amendment Application. The seismicity-
based background model used for the SHA was based on the
model previously developed by Petersen et al. (2014) as part of
the 2014 update to the National Seismic Hazard Maps (NSHMs).
Updates to the NSHMs source model were made to incorporate
fault sources from Wong et al. (2005) located within 50 km of the
YDTI which includes the Continental and Rocker faults. The seismic
source model consists of both a seismicity-based and a fault-based
source model. It is important to note that the maximum
magnitude (Mmax) values used in the 2014 update of the NSHMs
are larger than those used in previous studies.

The source parameters of the Continental and Rocker faults used
in the SHA are primarily based on Wong et al. (2005). The
magnitude recurrence was modeled with the Youngs and
Coppersmith (1985) composite model and the maximum
magnitudes were estimated based on the Wells and
Coppersmith (1994) relationships. The EOR performed a review
of recent publications on the fault that led to an assigned dip
angle of 70 degrees for the Continental fault. This new
information provided nearly the same results as the information
provided by Wong et al. (2005).

Because of the location of the Continental and Rocker faults
relative to the YDTI site and their inclusion as active sources in
past studies led to their inclusion in the seismic source model for

9-51




Chapter 9: Response to Comments

Image of comment letter

Responses to Numbered Comments

the updated study even though there is no conclusive evidence
that these faults are active.

The SHA included both a probabilistic and deterministic seismic
hazard analyses for the YDTI. After analysis of both the
Continental and Rocker faults, it was determined that the
Continental fault was the more significant contributor to seismic
risk at the YDTI. The deterministic MCE values exceeded those
for the probabilistic 1-in-10,000-year event. Thus, the MCE
selected as the design earthquake is a magnitude 6.5 event with
a rupture distance (Rrp) of 0.1 km. The resulting peak ground
acceleration (PGA) from the deterministic probabilistic safety
assessment (PSA) was much more conservative than the
deterministic PSA, resulting in a PGA of 0.37 for the 1-10,000-
year event for the probabilistic PSA and PGA values of 0.45 for
the median and 0.84 for the 84" percentile deterministic PSA.
Several historic earthquake records, that were determined to be
representative of the above design events, were selected for
time history records include earthquakes with magnitudes of 6.0
to 6.6 in Helena, Montana; San Fernando, California; Imperial
Valley, California; Niigata, Japan; and L’Aquila, Italy.

Response to Comment CE-02:
Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to
Comment CE-01.

Response to Comment CE-03:
Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to
Comment CE-01.
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recent stidies of the faults in question. For & strecvere as large as the Y DT a thormgh mvestigation stookd
inelude LHIAR sirviva, serfase: mapping, and Ball resching 1o ook for evidence of pas eanh e
Badinmetric dating of trench sadimenis can reveal whon end how ofien the feults moved

Skhcerely,

;.-th '/Ef,']-r. ﬂ
pi:f ¢ er\j

Collew G Sllion, PR, 7 G

"The most recesi geolope data referenced in it Draft EFS and associated docummnts w “MEBS G, 30087,
which | preveme refers to "Ellicst, C.G, and MeDonsld, C.. 2009, Orologic meg and prohyam| azsessseal
of Silver Bow County, Monime: Momtane Beresn of Mnes and Geology Open-File Report 58588 p. ]
sheets, scoke |20, 16A0,"

Hazre are some other relevann seientific puhlkzarions
Femandex Ares, A, and Fahi, A, D013, Devalopmisil of probabeBeie sermmic hasn amlysl for

imermational sites, challenpes-and puidelies: Muelsir Engimsering and Design, v. 270, p 122-220,
gl 10, 1016 NUCENGDES 201 1.0 £24

Mulangia, F., Stark, P8, md Geiler, R, 2007, Why is Probebilistic Seivmin Hommd Aaalysis (FEHA)
gill used® Physies of the Forth and  Panewry  Imerdom, v 384, p 6375
ol 10, 1016 proge 2016 17002

Wipr, T, 101 |, Seizmec hereard woessmpnt Isswes and allematives Pure and Applied Owoplyss, v, [6E,
g L1=25, ol UL DTS00 401 0-0144-3

Response to Comment CE-04:
Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to
Comment CE-01.

Response to Comment CE-05:
Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to
Comment CE-01.

Response to Comment CE-06:
Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to
Comment CE-01.
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Btephicn F.aind Jalle A Wialsh
85 Majesiic Vigw

Bane, bosimsa 350

April [ 2000

Mir. Craly Joncs
Moniany Ersowrves Dmft LS
Depanment of Envienresersl Cualiny
ok oy 20004

Hehera, MT 396010

lie Pervonal Comments o Drali E15 for ihe Coafinenisd Mise Amenddent b Permits
Dizr Pelir, b

By wiry el isirpduction, [ e ihe Sseior Vice Presbdent of Operations for Monims Resoormes and hava bea erplad
b B fir oreer 3 -veeame of eminterrupted serviee. | have paricipmed In e Seskn, eoteruction. md menbonny of
e Vankes: Doodle Taillngs Stomge Faellity during this fong penod of employment. Ewory sspect insliled i the
mpmnerad sinyciure and marsgemedt of silngs Monge S MR hes Been condacred of complensd in o firs-claes,
responsible mnoer. Momanm Aesoaroes bas been and will ahsays ba mm employer who phicos safisty over predaction
and prodil, an excellent sewand of e envireamen and s coring, conponne citizen eslachve o Bume and Momaas

tveiwinly, 1 supguort The £xparsion of the Mosmen Resources’ openttion s Bune. Monm Resoaroos, with o iotal
wrmusl payred] of $23 millios sed over 5.6 million pand mmmlly n axes jo Buiic-5ilver Bow combined sifotounty
peversiniesl and 86 the Stme of Mg, provides the seamonmic engine that drives Buns ang Soathwoes Montans
The kep-term philarsaenpy (hat the fetin Operatio e pesespied and prendded b sigealicesl ond mpressive. The
"Ho Acilon Akernsgive” |isied in the Bt EIS, implemenied gither now or m the fifere, would precliiss eaiiies]
oporaiinn of PR mod e » devanialing clfeel on Bhe (ool Boonnmy. MRS continued operrhkn 1s orookal o the socinl
and censam ke health of Bume.Sdver Bow as kentified in the Dra B1S, Section 301 3.1, 397

SW-01

The et EIS provides a complese review of the Yonkoo Doodle Tedngs impomsdmem project el ths alizmatives
commidered, Becmise This amendmesl wiukl pxpaad s sxinting uilings Reege facllity tha ke teen n oxisence
sinoe 1963 thers would be 20 change in fae vement envimeemeninl effscts of milings sorape and sy s would resil
frem the eipession. The enviroamenal impas ssocimed with the Yankes Doodle Tallings Sonps Freifty hies
sesen bong estyblishod mnd are sxremely well known

SW-02

| have concams about the abamairee [hai she DFC) ks mdicstied i prefiered by the Agency, The Eastitive Semmiry
o the Dvaft EES oa pges ES-wvexd describes what mse sake place for this altormative to be acted upon, The DE(Q
prefmmad affemative provides uneertainte of csondiinilion and ioceptibes uiidsr te 20T BMFOL Canseel Decred
{in which | em signaiory for Mosizns Resources) snd bes the poleniisd b significinlly alier e tmellss ol tie
prinifiing procces. This shme: ke this allormaibee infemile

SW-03

The: Mlomtma Restunce's propussd alicenative was lowi (o be complinns with all of Montana's stricl s imamental
s undar MEPA and MMILA and the proposl was desmed comiplets and eompliear by The DECH on Asgest 31,
2074, The Dirufl EBS does oot dentify sy problems thatl would preciede dhe (8 from prmting. the permit
Amamdmant. | rempestiully requan e the DEG spprove dhe ME Propeed Alnsnative In the Amesidment in m
enpoulilous mnner.

Smoemty,

Son i L AAL

Saepiben F. Walsh

Response to Comment SW-01:
Thank you for your comment. Please also see Responses to BSB-
01, MMA-02, MMA-03, and MMA-04.

Response to Comment SW-02:

The EIS examined the impact from increasing the height of the
West Embankment to accommodate additional tailings and any
environmental consequences resulting from the expansion
proposed in the amendment application. Although the
environmental impacts associated with the current YDTI facility
have been evaluated in prior analyses, the MMRA requires DEQ to
conduct an environmental review under MEPA to analyze the
potential for impacts to the human environment from the
proposed expansion and associated activities described in the
amendment application before a final permit can be issued.

Response to Comment SW-03:

DEQ notes that Montana Resources' acceptance of the Preferred
Alternative is voluntary (DEIS pg. ES-xv). DEQ also acknowledges
the need for coordination among the agencies and parties to the
2002 BMFOU Consent Decree to realize the changes needed to
implement the Elimination of the WED Pumpback at Closure
Alternative. Please also see response to comment ER-01 related to
the relationship between the MMRA permit amendment
application review and the MEPA review.
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Drayne Allen

1 parrod casthe 5wl
Whitchmll MT 507549
NG44 1435

Draay fustis dud® gl com

Apd] 22 M9

Mombaza Depactment of Ervirnomental Qualily
PO B MK

Helenn, MT 52600

Alleiton Mr, Craig Jones

Preas NI, lones
Pleass mecoad my comsnE an e Desdt EIS for the Y asbes Daocadls Tallings linpoimsdmei

eRRmsin prejso.

aren. It chesely sbows Ehat Mootane Kesourees is an imponant cemiomie engine {or the
Silver Bow County region with 364 employess involved in the ixdustry secioe that eams
i Tabde 3,11-2)

|m.|—| Section 3.11 af the DEIS doed a 20od b of outlioong the socmeconomic eondifios of e

tiisarly diwilde ehe v ermge wage of ofher s ol
The I¥EIS alsn states thas undder the Mo Action Ahernstive the mine would eeass
aperations in 222 (Sectiom 301315 Table ES- L however, midscabes thal e would be
Mo Impacts' g0 the aren's socioscmnnmics it tis alernative was clioeen, hohis s

mastake? Cessatioa of minmg m 2022 would mean the loss of ot lenst 34 jobs, the lows of
awer S35 imillion por yess in direen payredl, the loss of 510 millan per vear (o poosds and
serrvicis purchiased frorm Moot bisimesses, the [oss ol gser 810 milboa per e of ox
revenue (| Talle 111 -4} and possibly loss of millians per vear in philasshropic
conizihutines atrfhuied i the Dinois asd Phyllis Washingten Foundadion (Sectim

A1 2% Page 5-593)

DA-02

O3 | 1 he Proposed Actsm Aliernatiee was submmiiced amd fommnd s be complae il complimi

"i' Ampued 31, 2018 (Section 2.0 1, Page 2-24), Uniler the Propoied Action, (be DELS
sk Hean * There swoild be o clanges oo persosine] duiring operstions, wlilch wenild e
exiendid through EE" (Tahle 28 | ) That means that under the Proposed Action the
[t Silviz Bow area wonild comiamie 1o benefit from the sconemic énglne of the mime's
apuriim

[ﬁﬁd\-—| Vol 8- states shol andur the Prefermed Allermlive (e soctocooommde impacts would be

tbemticnl o ibse Proposed Actiom, 1 geestion thal (eding sloee the disoussion of the

" Prefered Altermative fatly sinies thet adoption of this allermative woald reguine
“Uriscussivms and coorndimation with all pamies in ghe JEL BMICH Consent Pecree,

slim 1L, Pagne Thal apreement may mol be guickly or casaly amondid snee e

il the A aswd b dliscussson woild noeed o e ke ‘opiems sl

iLy [ i ircaling this walcer, i ratial usi ol existing o upgrad

Form Letter A:

Response to Comment DA-01:

Thank you for your comment. Please also see Responses to BSB-
01, MMA-02, MMA-03, and MMA-04.

Response to Comment DA-02:

The EIS has been revised to more fully describe the potential for
impacts to the economic conditions under the No Action
Alternative.

Response to Comment DA-03:
Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment DA-04:

Please see response to comment ARC-03. DEQ acknowledges the
need for coordination among the agencies and parties to the 2002
BMFOU Consent Decree to realize the changes needed to
implement the Elimination of the WED Pumpback at Closure
Alternative. Please also see response to comment ER-01 related to
the relationship between the MMRA permit amendment
application review and the MEPA review.
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eonecimie bensins of these sperstioos could b

Dayne Adlen

e smernipns] whils the Consem Decres

[OB8-05 | Sénee the Proposed Action has been roviewed mod foond b0 be complete and oomplan
1 bt EMELY, | st (hns motbon asd ask tha DECY o move- g gpaihly o pomaibile i bis
agrirrer il
Sancerely

try

Response to Comment DA-05:
Please see response to comment ER-01.

Additional Sources of Form Letter A are listed in Table 9.2-1.
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Candyn Hlalr

1T MLy Way
1SuiL, MT 3970
i M ]

4 beaie 47 el coim

Agetd 141 110

Mumans Dhepastnest of Bvamosmntal Chealin
ALY, B SEERAN

Hatlena, MT ¥l]
Aniesiam: e Draly Joms

wrapa ot ofmssd ion ol
mrimal puyrod] of mr

[EEDE ] | bave o

nfesinible. Shouldn’ this alternative be meboded i e
ol Bt 1 From Jurthes Anslysis” soction af &

FEAE | e Momtamn Resounce's proponal alivrmative way founid le be compliant witk all of
o | Msrmnna's strict envirommental lavs sml | supevet ol regmest, e DED memse e VIR
" Propesed Alimmative oy quickly as poasibl

Carodyn Hlair

Form Letter B:

Response to Comment CB-01:

Thank you for your comment. Please also see Responses to BSB-
01, MMA-02, MMA-03, and MMA-04.

Response to Comment CB-02:

The MMRA requires a MEPA analysis for major mine permit
amendments (ARM 17.24.119(2)). As the administrative agency,
DEQ determines the level of MEPA analysis appropriate to an
action. The EIS focuses on the ways in which elements of the
Proposed Action and alternatives, such as raising the West
Embankment, would affect the human environment. Since the
proposed amendment would extend the life of the mine and
change some of the operational attributes, the EIS evaluates
potential effects including, but not limited to, extending the
presence of the mine, extracting additional materials, changing the
elevation of the YDTI and its capacity, raising the water level of the
YDTI pond, and delaying the reclamation of the area.

Response to Comment CB-03:
Thank you for your comment

Response to Comment CB-04:

DEQ has reviewed the alternatives for their relative effects on the
human environment. DEQ has also been in consultation with the
USEPA. Please see response to comments ER-03 and SW-03.

Response to Comment CB-05:
Thank you for your comment. Please see response to comment

ER-01.

Additional Sources of Form Letter B are listed in Table 9.2-1.
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Fess Fostis

11 AL GENLCH R0

WHITEHALL, MT 59750
Tl 8 carihiink_nel

Apdl 212019

Mumtans Dy pacrtment of Envimomeatad Quality
P Bha KM

Helenn, ME 59501

Adiemitom Mr, Craig Jones

Me. fones

T O Oh WIEHEIER

| approciste ihe comploion of the Trait B15 and the
wspects ol the ¥anker Doodle Tailings Frpoundimas

Ciomlamimng operation within the footpemt of (he existmg mine I\-'.|I| allow Monlana
Beesourees o nemain a sigaificant eoom e i Slver low Couty. Silver Bow

( ounty alresdy has 15 5% of v population bose living in poverty - 0 nomber that 15 205
BitEher tisu estler Momiana’s o il ol jos's s { |,.n'||| 1.1 1= 1, page 3958 Fallupe wy
muwit Farwand vn this pooposel exqeamson &8 mely maemer puls 364 of e county's a6
natural rescuree jobs ot risk, (Table 3.01-20 The familyv-wage joba ot sk are 2lso smong
b Highest paying in the aen (Table 3.11-X)

'—[FF 02 | Moniam Resources was extremely suppostive of the passzpe of the most stringess

with Ihird pacty neview o probect (ke pubfics’ sulely anel lubiligy is. commenclshle,
Earg | Therelome, the expassion I--:Il u dlimgs i ratment '\-h:lllhj he b very sasy decisiom for
DBED b make, The desipn of the YTYTT ox r
Indepemdent review ruul fualiills all the new staodands IJ| i Moptans putin place.

EEo4 Since the Proposel Actun, e reviewsd and found o bhe complete and oompliang by the
IVECY, ety all samdards aisd gunilelsmss ol Moslanas Mot Mine Bechismatbon Avt iES-

wvilh [ suppart this sction and ask the DECH 0 move Ftrconsly i dbedr approdal
process. Apain, thask you for eoducing & eomgiete and Sieroagh Eavionmesstal lispeat
Sy,

Regands,

Iess Fisber

reguilaiiis any tslbmgs impoamlmosis Ther commitment v proper inmposssdmen deslgem

Form Letter C:

Response to Comment FF-01:

Thank you for your comment. Please also see Responses to BSB-
01, MMA-02, MMA-03, and MMA-04.

Response to Comment FF-02:
Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment FF-03:
Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment FF-04:

Thank you for your comment. Please see response to comment
ER-01.

Additional sources of Form Letter C are listed in Table 9.2-1.
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Rothemt Audams

112 hlaryland ove

Bt MT 59701
AOSAS0RAS

Dralulreak T ® gl com

Apdl 15, 209

Momtans Depactment of Envimomeatad Quality
P Beo KM

Helenn, MT 59501

Adiemitom Mr, Craig Jones

Dieas ¥Ir. Jones:

Plesse emer my coumment (o ithe puble fecead in sippan of the plans for Momasa
Resourves Yankee Doodle Tailings Impoambment (T cupansion

I am plessed thal Montam Resoarces has offered s Proposed Amendment (Secton 24|
thai the PG deiermaned was compleie und in compliomes with Mantans's sirict Metal

Mme Reclamation Act {Section ES-| and 121 on Aagust 30, 2018, Tam pleased that the
I (sexi of m Ialt Pormii baseid Lapay liai lmiling o el dhe exbersive aml e gl
review ol the propsoaal bas been oifiered 1o the puble Tor comsmiml

Theis sulvmission marks an imposant mikestooe in modern minicg in Momiooa, 11 is ool
liwsa cm o dhat ehe Entiy muh"lu s o s :|r-_"||||':|l o, Wlorgann Resuisees, s
displnyed lesdership i asyuring that e stnie has some of the sizictest txilings
|r|||sm.1|1.||m-n.| i revpulremerds m ke warld

Under the new rules for desipmng the YDTT expaision, Secticn 2.1 sxplazns thm “Tn
acconfinee with ®2-4-377, MCA, m IRT i contracted with the aperator or permit

.'|_|'|||| eare io review 1) ghe desipn dicumssit, 1) the ||.11|-r|:. W .1|:.||}':m_ Vi assumpibngns for
consisterecy. and 41 assess the practicable apphoation of curme echoology b proposed
dewign of @ mine wilings sierage vy, The pane] sebmiis fis revicw uml @y
revonmmnrled mioskiRcations to the operstor or permil applicast and DECE The panel’'s
deterimnulbn i comluke.”

Afer e pael's eview i oompleted motbe kevel of peview of those fioslligs s
complried ax addressed n Soction 2.2, page 2= whach slabes thal *An applecation for x
nermi or 4 permit amendment for & new wilings gorige Gacility or expensian of an
exeting tailings seorape Tacilisy omst inchode the designation of an BOR snd contac
irfcemnmien,” As deseribeil m BI-4-375, MO A, the respisibilaies of e BOR inelude the
{allowing!

17 Heview ihe destgn ond siber dooinpeods pertamme o the talmps slomagne faciliy;

21 Cortify ond senl dicsigns or ogher discumemnis pertaiming do the aificees storape Gacility
submimed 1o BEQ;

33 Uomplete an avmmal mspection of ihe tailmgs siceage facibiy

Form Letter D:

Response to Comment RA-01

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 Engineer of Record.
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Additional Sources of Form Letter D are listed in Table 9.2-1.

41 Notiffy the operalor when erodible evideosoe dicoles the =lings s Tocilily oo
performang as mnitergled: and

51 bl ity potidy b operabor and DG whon crodible evidenee indivstes that (B
Rl torape Tecility presents an immicom threal or 8 high pedeatial foc oot thrcal

cillh o s envin

The ngor with which analvsis of plannieg = completed an @dings impoundmenss s
unpamlieled mywiere vbe imthe workd, This is pocd news for Meotanans whoe wis o be
asumed thal mederm-miring is providing the pablic with wirkd-clss designs thsl posect
both hemans sl the enviomment.

14 i Ui background of nnnlysis and review thal gives me the oecessany conifdeooe 0

enomirnge te I o jssue an approval of the YT¥TT Bxpansion Plan Propesad Acton
Vary Trully ¥ours,

REohen Adams
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LGE-DT |
* West Emtunkment Drain Pampheck AL Closare should have b

L. CHail Banks

Rox 39

Twin bridges, MT 59754
ASABAS0

Dhage sk & Bolmail com

Al 5. 2018

Mumtans Dy pacrtment of Envimomeatad Quality
P Bha KM

Helenn, ME 59501

Adiemitom Mr, Craig Jones

Dieas ¥Ir, Jones

| aam wrmisp 1o
tailing pord expansion neclamstion {Sectioms 2310 2. 11E Lapprocisie all of the exim
analysis and review thit has wenl into the éxpamsion of this mifing inpoumd mem

with the various allemativos bedng comsbdered for the

155 MY ST

e D003 righlullly disemissesd ull but two abiomstives - the Proposed Action {Sectmn 245
andd the alternative to Eliminste the West Embankment Dhrain Pumpback At Closure
L THE AT ()

The I¥ED) stanss thiar on Augusi 21, 2918 Monesns Resonrees perma amendmem
application wa foand b be ‘comglele aml compdian” and the ageccy isswod ndmii peomil
amendment {Sectaon 21T, Page 34 Mmoo Resoninees devervas appluiss Fe ool omly
advrentmy for stncter tilioe mpoumbment dessgn stamdands i our state copiol, e also
bieing ihe M b comply witdy them omaoe they wene sdipisd

autive t Eliminate the

o dfikanissedl ax well. The
D3RI} stmies. that dhis is dhe Prefereed At - b i rel roigrs assneianed with the
Superfund progmm m Bubte to neview the abicmative aod modafy the X602 B M
Flvosting Oiperable Vpil agrecmend (Section 2,10, page 245 50, ihere an' an age % [
plaviter oy allow (s omiticom G o forwend, the possible crsis s saind with this aplio have
mid iz et e, e srossible time 1wl Lk 1 ancdileve e milli-pany agreeisel b
nid stidied or revealad - and this is the alvemative that i Prefermed? 1 disagres with ihe
g isioe bt deis phermative shoukd be copsidered 2 an epion, :

Since the Proposed Acticn 15 ‘complete and complia,’ e ahen

o]

In ennchasicen, thee review process that this impoandment 1 hies sndergooe i guie
impressive, Mowbime e in the woekil are taifings facilities given this much scrutiny e the
destgn and risk msesement phases. Hats ol i Mopena Resounces For s gommament o
modern engimieenng prachboes

I i ghal EQ will proces this amendiment as rapidly us prasilo s o oo
leteverion bn aperabons

Rezarnla

|.. EFall Hanks

Form Letter E:

Response to Comment LGB-01

Thank you for your comment. DEQ acknowledges the need for
coordination among the agencies and parties to the 2002 BMFOU
Consent Decree to realize the changes needed to implement the
Elimination of the WED Pumpback at Closure Alternative. DEQ has
also been in consultation with the USEPA regarding the Preferred
Alternative. Please also see responses to comments ER-01 and ER-
03 (above) and EB-01 and EB-02 (below).

Additional Sources of Form Letter E are listed in Table 9.2-1.
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Eric Boanbslee

Helena, M 59508
igemigon: Mr, Cratg Jones

Me. fones

| wpprociste neceiving the DILES ac
¥ankee Dhoodle Tailings lmpoumnidmen. cxpans

The: review process tht this inpoundmens Ll ks
else m the world are tailiogy dums given this ach the design and risk

assessment phases. Hatx ofT t0 Moeatana Rescources for iy commitment to modem

Clp Iy Ry

lEE_uz || lir porl supper e preferred allermanve (Elnmmtim of ihe Wesd Embankmont Draan

e {WEL Pumpback ot Closse), This abiemtive sl pe =5
ihai Momin Fow Teafist

exlimaie i i

i Kessees
¢ whisd L weouml

lin1 g

EB-03 T am eomceried Gl Sie Bl o e ooes along wotl e wbs i omvades ma be ot ik by
il yuniE s i ilberailly e Ll Fe vy i iisg parts ihal fmay be
impoasible 1o pul dogether, | Fully saproot the project and ook ferwonld to o speedy
veriheripting of the Proposed Action
Regard

Form Letter F:

Response to Comment EB-01:

The amendment application, which described the Proposed
Action, was found to be complete and compliant under the
requirements of the MMRA. DEQ reviews all amendment
applications for completeness and compliance with 82-4-337
(amendments to a permit) and 82-4-336 (reclamation plan), MCA,
and the rules implementing that section and all information
necessary to initiate processing. The MEPA review and analyses of
potential environmental impacts evaluates whether there are
ways to reduce environmental impacts while still meeting the
purpose and need for the Proposed Action.

Response to Comment EB-02:

DEQ acknowledges the need for coordination among the agencies
and parties to the 2002 BMFOU Consent Decree to realize the
changes needed to implement the Elimination of the WED
Pumpback at Closure Alternative. Costs have not been prepared to
evaluate the Preferred Alternative; however, cost savings would
likely occur if reclamation is completed sooner than under the
Proposed Action. MEPA requires that alternatives considered,
“must be reasonable, in that the alternative must be achievable
under current 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 economic
strength of the specific project sponsor (75-1-201(1), MCA).

Response to Comment EB-03:

The Preferred Alternative would not affect the sequence of mining
nor the timeframe of active operations, but it would instead
shorten the reclamation timeline and modify the management of
impoundment water at closure. DEQ has been in consultation with
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the USEPA regarding alternatives evaluated and the selected
Preferred Alternative.

Additional Sources of Form Letter E are listed in Table 9.2-1.
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D Baber

pis b 5051

philigwhirg, ST SUR5SE
206 21T 40
drowh | SHEE pmail som

Al LI, 2009

Mumtans Dy pacrtment of Envimomeatad Quality
P Bha KM

Helenn, ME 59501

Adiemitom Mr, Craig Jones

Dieas ¥Ir, Jones

hank you
Impoumdhinen) K unssm )

eith T S peeond oot Y askes Diooadle Tallings

‘B0t | [ support the Prapesed Actson as outfined in the Executive Summsry, Pages iv and v The
I draft of e Proposed Action was revsewed by the DEG, i requined by e Momtnn
Environmental Policy Act, and itwas detenmined that the propasal m complets and im
gy lsaimen willy Moosaa's strsct Mot Mine Reclamatin Aot (Secbon B5=4 and L

BB Exen though the Propesed Acnon was determined 1o he complete and comgilian, the DEG
hims ailfered n prelisred altemative (Elimimtion of e Wiest Embandome ol Drain WED)
Pamsiheck i Closure) that “peesencs a diflferen sconssio for YINTT water 12 TR T
closare.." {Sectinn 211, Page 2-24

The: Prefermed Alemative soems & Ty = the Teee ol Seciion |
Proposed Amesdmenss, wivich stmes th *
muzsl b consistend with the W02 Caonsers
direct manapemest wighon tees BAWH
require mmending thee 2 Consenl Decree (Sect 2
comsislent’ wiih thal agreemuent and showlil have beam dismissal

3.3.3, i

Aliernailve woield
§ | maraurs thas it is oot

| s gly encournge the 1EL) molwmmiss s Prefemed Altemstive and approve the
Proposed Action

Very Truly Y oum,

Drew Haber

Form Letter G:

Response to Comment DB-01:
Thank you for your comment. Please see response to comment
ER-01.

Response to Comment DB-02:
Thank you for your comment. Please see response to comments
ER-01 and ER-03.

Response to Comment DB-03:
Thank you for your comment. Please see response to Comment

HM-02.

Response to Comment DB-04:
Thank you for your comment.

Additional Sources of Form Letter G are listed in Table 9.2-1.
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Tien Byl
18 Grarfield
Badle, MT 59711

JulTery bowbo & bodmuleom

Al 19, 2009
Mumibiana
P B

Helenn, ME 59501
AdiEion W Cralg Jomes

Department of Eunvirnomentad Quality

Dieas ¥Ir, Jones

Te-01 ||I| ik v
B-0 1'-'

Thax

ure off tse mine. This Is recogmizned o
L, it ababes il “The

iy il is necessary bor
and any akiernstives or sripsalatons.” That same
i Ehe Saperiund staias of the BMPOU acd DECF s
st R 4 ey (0 e NHEE sl Do meijueres that any petions propesad ot ihe
Combzmnental ¥ime et be consmstent wigh the 2002 Conserst Dvcres and oiber decision
dhewusnenis bl abiect managemese wathim e BB

section states clearly tl "k

The applicant o ths peoposal, Moatann Resources, completed thear Propnsed Amendmen
amil presengedd i ioofhe DEC) fior review as requiived by the Mootena Fnvimommental Palicy
At The DEC} deiermined thag the propess] was coamplets and i complascs with
Mumtam's strict Mctal Mine Heclamation Act (Sectien ES-3 and i oo Augast 31, 318
ardl sitend & Lvadt Permit

PR ] e Propused Actson (Seotion 145 b combient wih e 2007 Comiett Decsine ns ritguirad
'-'-'Il:- . (hen. did the DEQ decide by offer, o omiBned m Section 24wl ns selectad by the
apency ns the Preferod Altesmtive, “ELIMINATION OF WEST EMBANEMEN]
IIH.{I'\I'I. MPRACK AT CLOSUKE ALTERNATIVE™ In tho oo ssivos of
alternatives Tabde 2K 1 i1 states thal “pgradess in w i
under Superfund may necd o heo ¢ ol I.--\..ll.u af e wabe
el o i m"|I|||.|I|'|I wills aviby partics i e 2N [ '\.'Il THIT I} il amnermeis 1

i may be meeded ™ This vells me that the Preferred Altemative s no

wlh ehie 20002 Consesl Decres as meguireil and the aliemative shoold have en

iy

Form Letter H:

Response to Comment TB-01:

The amendment application, which described the Proposed
Action, was found to be complete and compliant under the
requirements of the MMRA. DEQ reviews all amendment
applications for completeness and compliance with 82-4-337
(amendments to a permit) and 82-4-336 (reclamation plan), MCA,
and the rules implementing that section and all information
necessary to initiate processing. Please see response to Comment
HM-02.

Response to Comment TB-02:

The MEPA review and analyses of potential environmental impacts
evaluates whether there are ways to reduce environmental
impacts while still meeting the purpose and need for the Proposed
Action. DEQ also acknowledges the need for coordination among
the agencies and parties to the 2002 BMFOU Consent Decree to
realize the changes needed to implement the Elimination of the
WED Pumpback at Closure Alternative.

Response to Comment TB-03:
Thank you for your comment.

Additional Sources of Form Letter H are listed in Table 9.2-1.
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Rtherd Hall

170 Tammany
Actacenda, MT 5T1
Eip e

ol o b o, Com

Apdl 19, 209

Momtans Depactment of Envimomeatad Quality
P Beo KM

Helenn, MT 59501

Adiemitom Mr, Craig Jones

Dieas ¥Ir. Jones:

| i wrming (o expross my suppart (o Mostans Resourees’ plon o expansd ibe ¥ aokes
Drowsdler Tailig Enpoundinen, keeping Bulie spermstions gaing for e foneseeishle (o,

The mmpbriance of i expavtion canned be overgtaled. Section 3,11 3.2, Pape 3-97, sbates
that with BEC approval of the Proposed Action the mine will be sble o cperale el 7051
The M employvees that carrectly have Family wage joba that pay hogher than any other
gl ey iy Silver Bow Coursty (Talde 30 0-20 s o the oly poople who benefil
[renm this meanee. Bchoals amd pervemmmienl services alse benofi by ihe mooe Uhen $10
muilbirn in cavey paid each vesr by Monmam Resouarces { Takle 30143,

I:R_B:(_H_]l hovve lesoked o bk i drade BIS sl Moptasa, Besonees applicatan and | sm cordieseil
Thee D) statey Huat the Prosoved Allernntive reviewed by the DIECH and was complete )
grnmgilied wiil ibe MMEA azd e EC) seisal o draft peomii somenlment (Seotlon ES-svib

If Moptnna Resnurces’ application is in complinnes wigh Mantana's nules and regulatans
why waoukd Use sinle of Momtana decide anoiher plan is hetter, marticulardy when the newly
prapaesed nltesmarive ‘nocessitges’ e biosn of L'SEPA'S muihani ¥ owes long-tesm wales
management acd treatment ab the sie under the BYEA0U aml " Descussions and
sourilinaticn whih all puriies inehe 2062 BMPOL Conent Brecnee wosild be necdsl.”
{Section ES-avil, 1do oot think fhat adding anodhir Tevel of complciny thal requins
il eiitives Lo Egee e meeded whei e Propeoed Action e all iedmiieed
regulagons. The comudimgion required m the Prefemed Allermbive muy threaten the

|k ibwerd s of 14 Pnndlles

RE0z | Fam plessed 1o wee that the design of ke expamaom oo the wwibmg pond has been reviewed
by cxperta, | thizk this roview gives a grest deal of eonfidesce m (ke stabdlity of the
taitings wnd the olosurs

1 Tk foowand to wieing & posiuve dec s an Mootass Resources’ Proposed Action by
he IMES) in suppoert of thn project moying forsand nibe commy weeks

Vory imally wonirs

Redhert Dall

Form Letter I:

Response to Comment RB-01:
Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment RB-02:
Thank you for your comment.

Additional Sources of Form Letter | are listed in Table 9.2-1.
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Jaybymm Cloalti
10901 Cedar Lake 1
Btz MT 59701

Ty by et mai ] com

Apdl 15,209

Mumtans Dy pacrtment of Envimomeatad Quality
P00 B MK

Helenn, M 59501
Albeibon: Mr, Cralyg Jones

Dieas ¥Ir, Jones

wlimtend 1% & greal axamgl
fedd naficly. Under M :
sts have thoreughly annlyzed this impoundmen making the DECHs
railee fm Muis very siraighiifosweind

The propreed chisges oo the wilin
desien docsimen
Pazged (TRP) wy

g= impoundesn are swpponed by an spanorved cenafiesd
sl
vened ik feguied &

red off an de on

sccoriamce w

Tase anil
o of the

The operatmg pemil boandary wimld incresse by 4%
chape i Tmpacts be

ienpeuand inenm nedd oihesy’ mine facilibes

Far e propesesd sction, and thens
thime thal have slready heen created by the @ilmps

ahiomld

Ihe fooaprind of the Condinental Mne Pieowill nog change smder this amsembmeni as o
resemrves within the currently peemiited Grtprod of the Pit are swchedalod o fasd for ooy

Tl Y YrErs

Lt s, the Propsssd Sctson woshl pitl wondeeriee Uie denabenee of aay sddiiial sl
is pemmikied within Chpe g Prermal (R {5 ES~iv), Mo impmcts
proumd water will aeeur due o miteal comiliismne und engineered mitigubion messues
{Fable ES-1)

The Prefermsd Akemative is differedt than whn &5

it
ES-avi, the alier uniscriainty Ly
wt Wil doses o L

proposed o
the Propaoms
i) why
ihe project applicant, can't accept the alvns

I, 364 diroct emloyos ko
rogjuimed by law [(Hcc
Lt

Form Letter J:

Response to Comment JC-01:
Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment JC-02:

The amendment application, which described the Proposed
Action, was found to be complete and compliant under the
requirements of the MMRA. DEQ reviews all amendment
applications for completeness and compliance with 82-4-337
(amendments to a permit) and 82-4-336 (reclamation plan), MCA,
and the rules implementing that section and all information
necessary to initiate processing. The MEPA review and analyses of
potential environmental impacts evaluates whether there are
ways to reduce environmental impacts while still meeting the
purpose and need for the Proposed Action.

The design documents for the YDTI were prepared by a team of
engineers and specialists, certified by the engineer of record
(EOR), and submitted to DEQ as part of the application review
process. The Independent Review Panel (IRP) consists of three
engineers or specialists, as required by 82-4-377, MCA, who are
tasked with reviewing the design documents for the YDTI including
the proposed changes to the West Embankment and increased
operating capacity. See Section 2.2 in the DEIS for further details
on the role of the EOR and IRP in the amendment application
process. Please also see response to comments ARC-01.

Additional Sources of Form Letter J are listed in Table 9.2-1.
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m, Moniam's new design standands hiave requaired that o techmacal review paned
thomonighly amalyee this nprsmdmini and the promusad expmnsiom, ani tis sh
the DFECYs mile i this very amightioraant spprove the
il operations importnit o Stver Bow County fnmilses oo

Ploase expedite the progess of grinting & perind foe dhe project
Vo drully wsiirs

Juyhynn Cloott

I ik
1 Actenn and makes sare
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Jnscph Fuller

2120 West Mennsy vanin

Actavonda, MT 57T

2SR

Jre (Ul 547 gmail.com

Aprl |5, 2009

Mumtans Dy pacrtment of Envimomeatad Quality
P00 B MK

Helenn, ME 59501

Adiemitom Mr, Craig Jones

Dieas ¥Ir, Jones

Plesse inebade (o the prblic necend my support for Mootnon Resourees plan to expand the
¥ankee Dhoaxdle Tailing brepousimend

I apland thee jobs done by Momtaca Resounses, the DEG), tunl-panty cantradiors asd an
Independerd Review Fanel in revieswimy this proposed expamsion,  The propossd action
hny undergoie an incredible ameant of scrubiny thoowagh oar siate's pew impourdment
desgEn peigeiments {Secton 220 o sisiee il e eopaizg being propesad pecis de
now, wirhil-chiss, stancards e disign salely

[ =
e
H

Ulnder the Proposed Action, thik expansion will allow the mine @ costioue operaling
uninermpad uncl 2081 (Sechon 31042 Mape 3-9T) This s m‘\.n| e e thee Silver
Baw nren as is the desoussion found in Section 13, page -2 wiids stales *The Cantnenial

sluee e Tor m eagess

=
n

Pl e site o seive meming opemiiemns, [s camrendly permsticl §
OF W vesms arid oo reseryes may excesd thase reporled i Mooiarn
Mlam (Pebhmary 20081,

0 Fessnreos Chperaluns

ot thiose: 350 1o 2400 dlipect emplovees and eostracton engagnd ning ai Mot
Resouroes | Secoon 2.3 4. Page 2- 114 and thowe that benefl from over 310 milion i xes
hal suppi sehids and other government funseiors (Tahle 3,0 1-4) tha s gooil neas

8

TE-Oa | [memirtaiiil, s jolv cn be miaatied shile implemeating o wdem i
amendment that. when implemented. "will Eall within the extling permil boundary”

{Kectag 242, Page 2-145),

e Finalty, sinee the Propracid Actinm was fnumd (o he complete and ool by the 1EQ in
F August of 20018, rere i no reason o consdder other allematives, sach as the Preferned
Altermative, espevaslly when the sliermutive woull] reguire smending the 2002 Craersem
Diecree (Fection 2, 11, Page 2-24) and couhl threxten the timeliness of movieg forwond with

APCrlL

| ask it A poaiciy e devidion o Motdinn Restuiees's Propesed Acton by asmiooed by
ther IDED oo afler public coammemi & conchudedld

Viery tmally yomrs,

Form Letter K:
Response to Comment JF-01:
Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment JF-02:
Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment JF-03:

Comment noted. Regarding tax revenue, please see response to
Comment MMA-04.

Response to Comment JF-04:
Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment JF-05:
Thank you for your comment.

Additional Sources of Form Letter K are listed in Table 9.2-1.
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Framc Bab Andersar < RAN DERSONES by rometricscom>
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Pl Yam e Dol Talliugs Impacmd mant wokt arrsarkmand Trom S405 leet ta #4850 te maleh tha cur
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amend merd will be probective of human health and the envrorerent. Approval of The prooased armendment wil aliow
e Cantirental Mine to cordinue aperasians inta the Tubure, providing 8 cfitical rescurce Tor the United Statey and
saveral Purdned igh patying Jebis for Mantara cyer (e rex soveral yoan | hope s seseesgful mind g, Speeanon &
alowed o cantirue wall iqto the futars

nilly peerritTas

BA-01

Thari you for the cpporfuniby o comment.

Fah Anarios, A6
MHydrometfnrm,

3000 Barawwan Ay

Comment BA-01: Thank you for your comment. Please also see
Responses to BSB-01, MMA-02, MMA-03, and MMA-04 regarding
Montana Resources’ economic contribution to the area.
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Donald M. Blackketier
1300 West Park Street
Butie, MT 59701
#l6-496-4] 2%
dblackketteriilimtech.adu

May 2, 2019

Morans Department of Environmental Qumlity
PO Box 200901

Helenn, MT 55601

Arention: Mr. Craig Jones

BE: Montana Ressurces Deafl EIS - Suppont for Proposed Action Altemative,
Denr Mr, Jones:

Plense gegepl this Eetler a8 my strong support for the Proposed Allermative in the Dt EIS
a5 mhr_mtu.-gl by Monduna Resources {MR) in its permit amsendment application. While 1
approciate the DECY's best intent in selecting its own Prefermed Alemative, | bive seriows
concem with its potential effects on MR's operations, if selected, Afier having served in my
capacity a8 Cliancellor st Montana Tech for the past eight vears, | have developed o '
relationship with M hut gives me complete confidence in the adequacy and technical
merits of their operntions. The Butte commumity and Momang is fortunate to have o
homegrown mindng comprny among i eiks that respects and suppoarts its own, while

aL_!; phr:;_-idm,g teahnical, safety and environmentsl lesdership on a much geeater, industry-
wide basts.

F'm sure yau've recesved plenty of comments speaking to MR's eennomic importance for the
community, and Mentinn Tech is pant of that commumity. The Credigaers enjoy much

auppart from MR and its eonjunction with the Dennis & Fhyllis Washingtion Foundstion in©+° psig-04
the form of scholarships, donntions and support of on-campus events, like the Southwest

Muortana Regional Scaence Fair fior our area’s youth, among others. But it is the

professitial opportunities for our students and the mutual benefits that both the university

and the mine enjoy through working toegethier thut are as important o not more s for

Montana Tech,

Stdents stid graduated in our Enviremmenital, Mining, Metallurgical snd other enineering
programs, as well ns OSHA, Industrinl Hygiene, Chemdstry, Biology and Business
programs have learmed valuable fessons through internships snd found carser employment
and advanceenent at MR, respectively, Top-notch professionals fom MR serve on our
boards and comemittess, teach classes and lectures and ecme to our many events, Mot
Teeh’s world-class STEM faculty and Busesu of Mines und Geology stif provide eapertise
tor and suppart MR in ils commiiments to beading Montama's mining, safaty and
envirommieenal industry. These relationslips are what underscore my confidence that the
Proposed Allemative is the best alternative for allowing MR to contime its thriving
xﬁ;ﬁ"a and for our invaluabie relationship o continue without infernuption of cause for

' ; ; :
The world's demand for copper will continue to increass with ndvances in renewahle

Comment DMB-01: Thank you for your comment. Additional
information on Montana Resources’ economic contributions and
philanthropic activities is included in Chapter 3 under
Socioeconomics. Please also see responses to BSB-01, MMA-02,
MMA-03, and MMA-04.
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emeryy lechnolowy, development of electric trameportution and sther societal
mmprovements, Responsible development of our naural resources will ensure this demand
is met sustainably, Montann Resaurces will gontinue to be & leader and play its part, while
Stontann Techno il |.'I'Ii'|.'\.5.‘§i|__l.- looks forward 1o our cominued support in I1-.".p|n|: them

Tulfill that role. Please suppon this ndvancement as well with DECY's selection of the
P‘ru-pnr.e.ul Allernmbive,

Sincerely,

Donald M, Blockketier
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James Eddleman

PO Box 1%6

Wright, WY BZ732

T -abfiel (12000
weslermneifcollinscom.net

April §, 2019

Moiitana Department of Envi rossieninl O
PO, Box M0 i e
Hedena, MT 59501

Aftention: Mr, Craig Jones

Woestern Cable LG
P Bax 365
104 Comenercial Drive
Wright WY, 82732
307 A8 00g
Fax Mi7-464-0774
westermoiontlinscong i

T whom it Y SOmEeHL.
IEM
: H1.w_1|.'u-.r ur__murm. has been & oustomer of Weitern Cible 1 C it over 200 venrs. They
F:;"-\L na.rn an |r.|r.:n..-|j||:-_||: Conmpany bo work with, Thes wall poi anly iffict '.,1-.,.,[_2-,, i
exourees, bul abso Westem Cable TLEC. as & while, We bpe that you teke fino

ciwsiderstion of all the o 1 TR iy 4
s necimie i ¢ companies thas will affect and choose 1o rant Montang Resourees

Sitcerely;

Tames Eddlleman

Tames Edlleman

response to comment BSB-01.
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Cnsey Erckson

4% Conyon Ve Comment CE-01: Thank you for your comment. DEQ is working

Hed Lacs, ML 59001 within the one-year timeline imposed by the MMRA for the MEPA
perickson(fisibanyestillwiler.com environmental review (82-4-337(h)(iv), MCA). The culmination of
Agedl 12, 2019 the MEPA process is the EIS and the Record of Decision, which

Montana Depastenent af Envismmestal Quality would issue the draft permit amendment as final to Montana
F.0), Bax 200501 Resources.

Hellenn, MT 59601
Adtembion! Mr. Cring lones

Dz M Jones

T am fully in favor of Mostana Resource's plan o expand the Yankee Docdbe Tailings
"|'IFn.'|I.II11.‘||TI|:1'I| and i continue with mining oporatons ot the Confinental P

Phesse approve the Froposed Action and make sure that operntions important te Silves
Bow Coundy familics continue.

=21
Plense expedite the prosess l.l-"glilll'"ﬂiﬂ u permit for the project

Very tmaly yours,

Cnsgy Erickson
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Comment KDF-01: Thank you for your comment. The final

From: NI2 Fusbinch « bbbk v sy determination will be provided in the Record of Decision.
Sadnik Moy, Agdl 22, 2019 707 A8

T DED BT Rescunces MEPA

Subjects Montans Resoanes

Tiear Mr. Jomnes:

KOF-01p,, Departmont has completed a thorough and properdy detailed environmental amalysis of the
proposed MR amendment allowing expansson of the existing Yonkee Doodle toilings
impoundment. This important modification es st forth in the prefernsd oltemative shoold be
implementod.

Hegands,
KD Fedmack

Tooe & Fersoy, FLEC
sz Maim Strect

T Bk a7

Lincoin. Montns st
Phowe: [0 sspes
Taoc  Cgoe) poa-gacm
!llllfl.l'll'\i-_!_j.l'mﬂ.llﬂ

This e-mall bs conifdentisl and mav b privilegel. Use or desclosars of it by anvose other thas o designabed addresser s
mnnithorioel, I von ene pod an intesdal pecipient, pleass delete this e-mmil from the comgniter an which vom peosiveal 5t
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1G-01

TuHi Ciress
S12 Wea filh 3
Amnconds, MT 5711

ubiepress & hotm | com
Apal 22, T01e

Montama Depariment of Eovimonmental Chaalioy
PO, Beax 200001

Heelenn, MT S

Atenbee Mr, Craig Joves

Dizar Mr. Foewrs:

| write thas leter m suppart af the Yankee Doodle Tailings lmpoundment expansicn. 1 am
careanly an employee of Manfans Resturces snd thie pemit decision will allect my Hie
treieesloshy, Mot only will tvis deefuson affect my family and | bt gloo the Risie
commueity and swmouneing commurities

Wontara Kesonrees has g sigeificans ompact o the econnmbcs in §ilver Bow Coanty
Swpping the existing miming would ave 5 negative impoct on the commmaniy. Tt s
entromely bard o Tind pood emplovment, especially o natiral resauece gobe T ain one of the
et poople wheose s 1s 8 sk | have beesn esisemely (orlmmsie io lave had one of die
bighest paying joby i this anea for ever 20 years, [ gy not 1o think of what | would do il [
iy bomper had this job. Asa single mother of four 1don't knw - how T sould provide Gor

iy [mnaly.

Muntam Resournces bz always commaticd (o regulations aml b osafety, | ve st iy
sanprhower B comme B abvide by cepalnioes. 1 oot my empboyer willl prosoct mmy salety
anil protect die piiblicy’ eafety, Moslino Bessiress las o wiry Eenpocinle saldly oo
and safery Boehacated comimually, | belsve this core vabae of safety las been shian i the
oy commitmenl o proper impoatdoment designs,

Montam Resources permi application meets all the requiremensis for the Metal Mine
Reclmmubien Aal. The design of the expanszon fulfills all the now standarnds Ch Moabien
ul o place

I mugpipaint ihis action and ask the DI} b move evpeddtios]y i therr apprmosval process.

Regands,

Tulie Geeea

Comment JG-01: Thank you for your comment. Please also see
Responses to BSB-01, MMA-02, MMA-03, and MMA-04.
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EA-D1

EA Andy Johmsom
EAT Dnncy

BUTTLE, MT 59701
- AUE RG2H

vy T ) o v

Apcil 32,2019

Mirtana Dvpanmcl of Envisonmentsl Cusbiy
.0, How MM

Helena, NT Sl

Attentine: Me Craig Jones

Dhear Mr. Jones

1 supporl Monlans Besources' plan e evpand the Yankee Doonfle
poaded (or combimiag VE's Bu

desipiied by MB eiEineens, |1

w1 I criticnl o oneit

nued prosperity of Butte and o
suppugts fiscul schi
w in tawes poid ench vear by Mooiam Resource

|5 snid amud

DE seeims coillicted, 11 Mantana Resoiinces’ appdcalion B om e
| sy wokild PHECY dhocbe aniodli £ DAY

propasead altemative adis an anoecessary level of complexity dhat regquines multiple entities
vinew o peeky pois when tse Proscmed Action alresly meets all sequired regulatinns,

In my vwrw, this seoms unwarrangeil

MIR's destgn of the exmnsion b the triling pood by boen meviewed by owtside oxperts
Thits remlers prosler confslencem e stabibty of (he tar ] thir ¢ lsiine

Viery buly youms,

EA Andy Johmsim

Comment EA-01: Thank you for your comments. The amendment
application, which described the Proposed Action, was found to be
complete and compliant under the requirements of the MMRA.
DEQ reviews all hard rock mine amendment applications for
completeness and compliance with 82-4-337 (amendments to a
permit) and 82-4-336 (reclamation plan), MCA, and the rules
implementing that section and all information necessary to initiate
processing. The MEPA review and analyses of potential
environmental impacts discloses the potential for impacts to the
human environment and evaluates whether there are ways to
reduce those impacts while still meeting the purpose and need for
the Proposed Action. The Preferred Alternative identified ways to
reduce environmental impacts and shorten the reclamation
timeline. Please also see Response to comment ER-03.
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Hill Krppachne

VKT Bouth Main Stroel, Suire 350
Kalispeil, MT 59901
4064070070

bilkgpac-tmd.com

April 19, 2016

Maatana Depanment of Bnvironmental Quality
0. Box 20000

Helons, MT 594601

Altention: M l."r.l.ng'nnm.

Dear Mr. Jones:

1 mm writing i suppart of the Preferred Altermative plans for Mostsnn Resources Yankee
Doodle Toilings Impoundment (YD) expansion, as contaimed in the March 2019 DEIS
foe proposed Amendments to Pernsits 00030 and 000304 for the Continental Mine which
ratise the West Embankment elevation to match fhe Esst-West grd North-South
embankments to faciliae farther tatlings deposition and extend mining operatbons Buite,
MT.

[ um comforted that the DEQ detemined fhat the Proposed Amendment was complete and
ins compliance with Montana's strict Metal Mine Reolamstion Act {Section ES-i and 1) and
isdiee] @ Drafl Permit based upon that {finding

Uhver the years, Montana Resosrces, has displayed remarkabile envitotimental siewardship
and |endership in assuring that the warkl's most modem mining practices are followed in
their operations

The: new tailings design rules for the YEFTT expaision state thai fhe OperRior o permit
applicunt must contract with an IEP io review: (1} the design document, (21 the undertying
analysis, (3) assumptions for consistency, and (4) mssess the practicable application of
current tochoology in the proposed design of § A Lailings storuge facility; and, this
review is submitted to the DEQ and if's determination is conlusive

After the panel's review i completed anoiher level of review of e findings is
coimpleted as addressed in Soction 2.

1 am eonfident in the snalysis and review process, 5 well as MR's dedication fo do things
the "right way," thut | encourage the DEQ to bssue an approvad of the YDT] Expansion
Flon Proposed Action.

Very Truly Yours,

Bill Krippashne

Comment BK-01: Thank you for your comments.
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Karen Malkoughoey, B3N, RN
2304 Miles Crossing

Ramsay, MT 56748
dDG6-TR2-44K5
hru':r‘malnu.;glmcy{t_e_gmu:l.nclm

Apeil 22, 2019

Montana Department of Enviroamental Cuality
P.O. Box 20051

Helenn, MT 594641

Attention: Mr. Cruiy fones

Dhear Mr. Jomes:

[ v wrating to express my suppoat for Montana Resources” plan 1o expand the Yankes
Dondle Tailing Impoundmeni, kecping Butte operations poing for the foresceahle fitune.

m'i!hl‘:lll:lpurtmm of this expansion cannis be overstaled! With DEQ approval of the
Proposed Action the mine will be able o operate imtil 2001, There are 365 emplovees that
currently have family wage jobs that pay higher than amy other econontic sector ln Silver
Bow County,

Buthe is o muning commumnity and is known as “The Betining City™ and “The Richest Hill on
Earik." 18"s been that woy for over & century, | hoave lived in Butte-Silver Bow my entire
life. My family history has generations of miners on both skdes of my family, My
liushane 1= a fih generzivn mimer himself, We ore raising our dmghter here and we e
proud bo do so. | have Hved throagh an era when the minss were shat down. Buite failed
o thrive and nll hope was fest. 1t was & challenging time, to say the Lot

| kmorw buvw imnpostant Mastana Kesources is 1o our loca] econamy, Tax payments from
Maontann Resources account for reughly twenty percent of Buite-Silver Bow's tix hase at
nearly 510 million per year. Because they are good neighbors in our community, they
invest inour community. A portion of thelr profits wo to their philantheopic elforts and
they support countless somall busnesses throughout pur community with anmeal spending
over 522 million on goods and services.

| am abso o Repistered Nurse and the bealth of Buite-Silver Bow is very important o me
They are respomsible community partiers that care abowt the hesth and well-being of their
emplavess and the community they work, live nnd recreste in.

Becanse Montans Resources’ application 18 in complinnes with Montuna®s rules and
regulations acil the Proposed Action meets all required regulations, §'m againsg adding
unthes level of complexity that requires multiple enfities jo ngres and the coordingtion
required in the Preferred Alternative could very well threaten the livelihcods of 365
fumilica. This would be a devastaling blow 1o oos community end the dpple eflects
umninagnahle.

| am extremely pleased o see that this detailed plan was evalusted and approved by an
independent Eroup of world-class tilings damn experts and was also found o be “complete

Comment KM-01: Thank you for your comment. Information on
Montana Resources’ philanthropic support of the community has
been added to Section 3.11.2.3 of the EIS. Please also see
Responses to BSB-01, MMA-02, MMA-03, and MMA-04.
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und complinnl™ with applicabile Montann lows,

I ook ferward 10 secing o positive decision on Montann Ressuroces’ Propased Action by
the DEC in support of this project moving forward in the coming weeks

Viry truly yours,

Karen Malonghney, BSN, RN

From: Cindy Reynolds <ludndanw 1224 @gmail.coms
Sent Sanurday, April 0, 2019 G365 AM
T DEC MT Resauroes MIPA
Subjects Mirirg and aress alfected
CR-01

W & hoase on Farmeli sireet in Butte and is this going io affect ma? Thariks)
Sarl Pramm eny IPhons

Comment CR-01: Thank you for your comment. The EIS discloses
the potential for impacts to the human environment in the vicinity
of the proposed mine expansion in Chapter 3 of the EIS. The
proposed amendment would not directly impact individual
residences. The EIS describes the proposed changes to the mine
permit area expansion in Section 2.4.
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Mlike Melivem

GO0 Shields Ave

Bautte,, MT 54701

ANG-405-3207

MG E] Ve mOnAnnNresources. eom

April 3, 201%

Mlomtina Department of Envirommental Cunlity
PO, Box 200001

Helena, MT 35401

Attention Mr. Cralg Jones

Dear Mr. Jones:

PFlease enter my comment in the public record in suppost of the plans for Montann
Resources Yonkee Doodbe Tailmgs Impoumdment (Y DT expansion

Mgy 48 stated i the sociseconomic section, the Washinglon Foundaton with its philanthropic
support of Butie and the direct/mdirect jobs provided by MR us well as the tnx base are
incredible economic drivers for Buite's sooaniny.

While providing jobs. taxes and donations are important, moe importantly = the
engineering design of the Impoandmsent and 1t being siocturally sound, Being this is the
firat Tailings impoundment o fzll under Montung's Tailings Impoundment low which may
|'|.rjl;'.||1l'||3.I he the most stringent m the world, it was interesting to see the process move
lorward under this baw. Under 82-4-377, the IRP and the BOR under 82-4-375 both foamsd
that the design documeni addresses all requered MO A documents,

This should give the DEQ and the public pasce of mind that some of the best Tailings
Impounsdmsent experts in the world have signed off on the desipn of the permit npplication

Wery Truly Yours,

Mike MeGivem

Comment MM-01: Thank you for your comment. Information on
Montana Resources’ philanthropic support of the community has
been added to Section 3.11.2.3 of the EIS.

Please see responses to comments ARC-01 through ARC-04 for
more information on the IRP.
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AO-01

Aunclinda Olsun

RS Plaillips A

1R, MT SV

Sl G 35
amnelindaamze?7 & hotreail com

Apcil 3k 2009

Mumtans Dvéparimedt of Enyironmentsl Cluakicy
0, Bog 2INEH

Helena, AT 5460

Advgniin! Mr, Cralg Jogss

Dear Mr, lones

Thank you for secepting my comment 0 suppost of ihe plaos for expansion of b
¥lontana Resources' opemtion in Butte. Those apemtions ane central to comtinamg the
rich irmlution of mming that has sezved os an ecomomge foundaton for te anen for over 5
cetliry

Montana Resources poow ey 360 hagh paying pobs; pays 300 ol e Bolld Sthaes Baw Ty
hgee gl reenomeibly mines the Comtinenial P The Yuokee Dondle Tailing Daim
exparision will pllow MR o contirme mining

e Superfumd partoership that is between ARCO and MR is another project that does oot
rely om the Dam permit. However, | am proad io leam thai this project will be cleanmg the
waters of the Beckedey Fi. This is a forst 1mporioed slep io nspomubly clean wp thie
Supetiuod sive. The waork baselais Stlver How' counsty greatly

| 0 elosing :l!-r;.-ul' corssler the permil o mmise the dam = that work con coptinue 81 ME
Smiderely

A melindn (=on

Amedidn Olson

Comment AO-01: Information on Montana Resources’
philanthropic support of the community and their tax
contributions has been added to Section 3.11.2.3 of the EIS.

The Purpose and Need for this EIS are addressed in Section 1.2 of
the EIS. As identified in the EIS, there are other activities in the
vicinity of the proposed amendment which are occurring to
address features that are not part of this amendment (e.g. water
treatment under the Superfund remedy).
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Brady Selle

135 Humminghird La
Truy, MT 59633
4052931027
brady.selleiiamail com

Apnl I8, 2019

Montana Department of Environmental Guuality
PO Bow 200901

Helena, MT 59601

Attention: Mr. Craig Tones

Dear Mr. Jones;

I spent manty years in butte and | am happy to see that mining is still going on in Butte, |
have scanmed through the drafi and everything seems to be done thoroughly. 1t seems 5
we almost go overboand in assuring that there are nit fisture problems from mining today
We can Jearn from our past mistakes and [ think this project does that. [supporithe
confinied mining in Butte and this draft Environmental Statement -
B5-01

I hope that DEC) will process this amendment us rpidly a5 possibile so there is no
interruption in operations,

Regards,
Brady Selle
Troy Montann

Brady Selle

Comment BS-01: Thank you for your comment. Please see
response to comment ER-06 regarding the timeline for the EIS and
the Record of Decision.
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aso

Stephanic Sarini

1000 Greorge Strect

Butte, MT 58701
405-TIR-31TY

marketinggi buttechember o

Molay I, 2019

Mostasa Department of Envinmemeontal Cuality
P.00. Bow HiFEH0]

Helena, MT 59601

Adtention: Mr, Craig Joocs

Dear Mr, Jones:

This letier fs 4o give my gappart fo Moomna Rescurces Droft ELS or thear continued
openatinns s proposed in their recent permit amendnenl. | the Executive Directar of
the Butte Chamber of Commeree. Montana Resources (MB) Is an important member af
our Chamber and o vital eontributor to Bute and Soaihwest Montana's economy. They
employ over 360 pecple with some of the highest paying johs io sur area ard adiitionally,
spend tens of millions of dedlars ench vear in goods and services provided by our locsl
busingsses, Thraugh their alfilistion with the Denrs and Phyllis Washington Foundution,
MR sl supposts many of pur community's major festivals and programs o the fune of
hundreds of thouseads of ddlars, nol to menticn multi-millon-dollor investmens in our
quaiity af ife with projects like Stodden Park asd the Three Legends Sapdiim, Oor
commurity 18 ool just lucky b havg them, we don't Enow ahat we'd do without them!

Rcgarding the BIS, plenss consider supporting the ahternative proposed by MR in its pemit
amnibment application. | do not doubt your depastment has put a lot of effort ond r:th-lg]ﬂ
i it preferred alemative, it my unsdersanding is that there is sot enough certainty i
sclpeted, thiat MR would be able 1o continoe its Opemtions in i timely mamner, Amy
ulternative that does pot provide 1007 certainty in MR's abality 1o operaie is not viable, in
my opinion, and shoult be reconsidered, Fusthermare, 1 have the fllest oonfidence m MRS
kenowledjpe of its cwn site amd the ability of its engineers and consultonts o desigs an
meeeptnble altermative,

1 1ok forwarel b vour approval of aliowing MR to proceed with it proposed sltemative
sl iherelore, its vita] opermtions for Bube ol Southwest Mongana,

Simoerely,

Stephamie Sarm

Comment SS-01: Thank you for your comment. Information on
Montana Resources’ philanthropic support of the community and
their indirect effects on the economy has been added to Section
3.11.2.3 of the EIS.

Comment SS-02: Please see response to comment ER-06 regarding
the timeline for the EIS and the Record of Decision.
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DT-01

Dum Thampism

218 Tiotem View
Victor, MT S98TS

4 531-31013
ki pa T il gam

Agmil 10, 2004

Montam Depariment of Environmesial Cuality
L0, Bl 200900

MIT 596411

= Mr, Craig bones

[hear M, Foaes

T'hank vom for myiling my comment for the record on the Yankess Doodle Tailmas
Impsnitadimest exXpanum projact

Aier concludmg ihal the application for the w@ilings expamion was cmmplete and
complianl. BDECH has offenad anoitber Advermative that wouhl nogquine, apon closunt, some
et el " imeht-party” conmdination. | am comosroed thal reguireient would croste o
buresuerstic and poliicul nightmare ths could impede and delsy closure octivities. And it
s Lo serve mo uwselul purpoee, othur than o altemg o placate a lew small bal vocz)
envipummesial calremiss

1 mrpe MDEQ i accept the Proposed Action as ssibmitied ax the Preferred Allermanve
Montam Resourves mine gperatins are an anportant soonomis vontriboter s the Bolte
aren. Pownbslly compromismg i mice opermtsos by ofTuring anollernmive (el regquines
muii-party coonbimion aod o Comset Decrse amendmend does ool muke sense

1 strvmply encourage (ve DECY to disoss ibs Prefoamed Adberostive aml approse e
Propaiseed Action

Wiy Truly Yours,

1 Thampsan

Comment DT-01: Thank you for your comment. Please see
response to comment ARC-03. The final determination will be
provided in the Record of Decision.
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DT-01

Dum Thampism

219 Totem View
Victor, MT S98TS

4ita 531-3103
ki pa T il gam

Agmil 10, 2004

Moomtam Depariment of Environeesinl Clualy
L0, Bl 200900

Halena, MIT 59641

Attemfion: Mr, Craig lanes

[hear M, Foaes

T'hank vom for myiling my comment for the record on the Yankess Doodle Tailmas
Impsnitadimest exXpanum projact

Aier conclodmg dhal the application for the @ilings expamion was complete ol
complinl. DECH has offered ar T Adlermative that wouhl noguine, epon closunt, some
i meht-prarty” eonmdination. 1 a corred thad reveilnement woulkd cieste o
buresuerstic and poliicul nightmare ths could impede and delsy closure octivities. And it
s Lo serve mo uwselul purpoee, othur than o altemg o placate a lew small bal vocz)
envipummesial calremiss

1 mrpe MDEQ i accept the Proposed Action as ssibmitied ax the Preferred Allermanve

Montam Resourves mine gperatins are an anportant soonomis vontriboter s the Bolte
arva. Potenbially compraninmg e mise opermbons by ofToring sn ollemative el peguines
mrh-party ocoribinaton s o Coosoint Decree amciohness] docs ool muke sense

1 strvmply encourage (ve DECY to disoss ibs Prefoamed Adberostive aml approse e
Propased Action

Vizy Truly Yours

1 Thampsan

Comment JW-01: Thank you for your comment. Information on
Montana Resources’ philanthropic support of the community and
their indirect effects on the economy has been added to Section
3.11.2.3 of the EIS. Please also see Responses to BSB-01, MMA-02,
MMA-03, and MMA-04.
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AN-01

Alicia ¥imoent

1 30 West Posplayry
Butte, MT 59701
565-7453
njlviickoml com

Agril 10, 2019

Musitenn Department of Envircomental Ouality
P.0, Box 20050

Helers, MT 396401

Atvention: Mr. Craig fores

Dear DEC and Mr. Jones:

| am writing o express my suppart for Montann Resources Proposed Action Albermalive
for expaseon of its Y ankee Docdle Tailings Impoundment, Thanks o Mongana's lvws

governing menes with tallings sorage focilities, | have great fuith that Momdane Resounos
adequnicly engineered U expansion, and that the panel of indepemdem expents overseving
their operations studied the design extensivedy. | nbso undersiand thas DEC) has abready

found this proposed action 1o be complete and compliong, which makes it puzzling to me a3
s why the departmeni has chosen a difleren *preferred altemnative.”

Further, a5 it relates to the FEQ proferred alternative, [ find i alarming that the agenay
wosuld wand to tie the future of Balie’s biggest sconomie provider o something as
uiscennin as Superfond, | have lived In Butte my wholbe 1ife ond ehserved the problems and
luck of progress with the Superfund process. This connection s 30T comforting ag all
The mnendment being proposed by Monann Resowroe oeeds (o bappen now, in e mext
Fow months — oot in 20 years! [t's also undetermaned what parmpang water from the
Yamkes Doodle o e Horseshoe Bend tresiment plant would da ti the Beckeley Pit
remoly’s capacity snd effectiveness — nlso, NOT comforting

My Family of six depends on Moaiann Resources opernting for its livelibood, md s do
many, many athers oo in Butle and the surmanding aress. Plense do NOT move nhosd
with the "Prefermed Albernative” and put the jobs and lives of so many people at nsk.
Muonnn Resources hus proven its cnvimamendul respomsihlity with its actions in the past
nnd this propesed nction i no exeeption 10 that record of responsibility. They hove gone
ahovg anid beyvonid

I hope you will consider these comments and allow Meatann Resources anil its employess
ta contine its operations with certainty nnd without having o worry what will come pext
Plesse consider chamging voar preference to the Proposad Actron Albermative

Thask vou,

Alwcin YVimeent

Comment AV-01: Thank you for your comment. Please see
response to Comment HM-02 regarding the coordination among
the agencies and parties to the 2002 BMFOU Consent Decree.
Please see response to comment ER-06 regarding the timeline for
the EIS and the Record of Decision.

DEQ acknowledges the water management components of the
BMFOU remedy and the potential overlap with facility reclamation
and post-closure management of the mine permit area. The
following statement appears in the discussion of the WED
Pumpback Elimination at Closure Alternative (Section 2.6.3 and
elsewhere), and it is similarly discussed in the Accelerated
Drawdown at Closure Alternative.

“The Elimination of WED Pumpback at Closure Alternative
presents a different scenario for YDTI water management
at closure, which necessitates recognition of USEPA’s
authority over long-term water management and
treatment at the site under the BMFOU. Discussions and
coordination with all parties in the 2002 BMFOU Consent
Decree would be needed to review the options and
feasibility for handling and treating this water, the
potential use of existing or upgraded facilities and
infrastructure (e.g. HsB Water Treatment Plant), and to
amend the agreement accordingly.”
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BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY.
OF THE STATE OF MONTANA

FRAWSCEIFT OF PUBLIC HEARRING M THE
DRAFT ENVIRGHMENTAL TMPACT STATEMENT OF PROPOSEDR
MONTANA RESDURCES TAILINGS IMPOUNOMENT EXPANSLONW

Heard at the Clarion Copper King Inn
4655 Barrison Ave
Butta, Montana

April 10, 2019
6133 p.m,

REPORTED 8Y! CHERYL REOMIA
CHERYL ROM%A COMIAT REPORT TG
1 WORTH LAST CHANCE GULLCH, SUITE 1
P, 0. BOX 117H
HELEMA , MONTANA 0624
(E806) 449-5180

Please Note: Response are provided across from the comment
text in the transcript. The entire transcript from the April 10, 2019
meeting is included to maintain the context of each comment.
Therefore, there may be some blank areas in the “Responses”
column where the commenter included background information,
but no response is required.

To save space in this document, the transcript has been
reproduced with 2 pages per sheet for sections without
comments, such as the introduction to the meeting.
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MHEREUPON, The procesdings were had as Tollowsi
ME. JOMES: Good evening, and thank you faor
joining us hare tanight. We are halding this mesting to
recelwve QHD11E comments on The Draft CLavironmental Inpact
Statemant, or EIS, Ter tha proposed amended application
for the sxpansion of the existing Yankes Doodle Tailings
Impoundfment .

My name s Craig Jones, and T am with the Montana
pepartment of Environmental Quality, or DEQ. I'm the
MonCarna Envirenmental PoliCy ACE cooardinator oversesing
the Environmantal Tmpact Statéament Far DEGQ. Up hers with
m2 I have Hert Bolfes, who i1s with DEQ's hard rock
program. Also, we hawd other technical specialists Trom
pFq and folks from oor third-party contractor, and we're
all wearing These AWaSOomE RARE Cags.

PUblic participation 15 an Tmparcant Corpodaeir oF Che
EIS process. There ara two opportunities for public
comment, one is the scoping peried, which DEQ held for
this project Trom mid Sepréembas To the siddle of
ocraber d018, and DEQ held tha public meeting in early
ocrabar here 1n HButte. om March Z2nmd, 201%, DEQ released
the Drafe EIS Tor public review. The EIS evaluatés the
environmental impacts resulting from the project.

PUrsSUANT To The reguirements of The Mantana

Efvironientd]l pPalicy Act, this meering i3 to aTlow the

9-89




Chapter 9: Response to Comments

Image of Transcript Page

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17F
18
1%
0
21
11
73
24
25

pub¥ic to ask rescurce spacialists guestions and submitc
aral or written comments on the praft EIS. DEQ is charged
with ensuring the project complies with state law and
rule, we are neither an opponent nor proponent of the
proposed project,

and with that, 1°17 turn it over 1o Herb, who will
briefly describe the EIS alternatives.
Hello. welcome.

HR. ROLFES! My name is

Hert Relfes. I am the operating permit section suparvisor
for the pepartment of Envirommencal gualicy®s Hard Rock
Mining Bureau.

DEQ originally received an appiication from
ManTana Resources on october &, 2017, Review of che
application under the Metal Mine Reclamation act began to
determine if the application was complete and compliant,
arrer sewveral reviews and deliciency responses That
addressed DEQ concerns, DEQ deemad the applicatien
completa and compliant on August 31st, 2018, and issued a
draltt parmit.

The dreaft permit triggered the Mantana Environsental
Policy Act process, and a Draft EIS was issued on
March 2&nd, 201%, and that brings us to where we are
roday, with & public meeting on the deaft EIS under The

Montana Envirenmental Pollcy Act.

The amendment s to raise the elevation of the west

20
ba
22
23
24
25

embankment of the Yankes Doodla Tallings Inpoundmant from
che B405-foor To che G450-foor elevation, This woild
match the prosently permitted elevation of the north-south
and east-west embankments. The northern boundary of the
taitings pond wauld be externded from the B375-Foot to the
E4Z3-Toot elevation,

The amendment includes provisions regarding rock
disposal, reclamation material stockpiies, and roads. The
Tife af the iopoundment would be extended by up to
mifme years, rezching 1Us maxinum sStorage capacicy 1h
approgimately FO31, based on current prodection estimates.

Far reclanation, the Yankes poodle 7ailings
Impoundment seasopal transition zone, or the beach, would
ke rectaimed ‘ncrementally over an estimated 40-year
period following clesure, as the pond recedes and the
tafiiings swrface dries out. The péclasacton wdild Tnclude
cowering the beach with /8 inches of alluvigm and
establishing wvegetation. an initial 6-inch Taver of rock
would be placed as necessary for dust cantral concurrently
WiTh beach éxposure.

A weskt embankment drain weuld be constructed to
prevent wAler seepage from ledving vankes poodle Tailings
Impoundnent and entering ground water to the west,

Seepage collecrted by Che wesr embankment drain would

passivaly dratn to a lined extraction pond, whare it would
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be pumpad back ta the Yankee Coodle Tailings Iepoundment
during operations, The pumpback system would be utilized
following closure for appreximately 20 years, until the
Yankee Doodle Tailings Impoundment water elewvation is
Towered to bhelow the ground water efevation on the west
ridge .

Rock disposal sites would be reclaimed by reducing
slopes, regrading, placing 20 inches of alluvium on the
slopas and 28 inches of alluvium on the top and banches,
and establishing vegetatfon. & closure spillway would be
canstructed at the 6430-foot elevation ta limit the
maximum pond volume, The spillway would be designed to
raute a l-in-a-1,000-year precipitarion event To che
Cantinental Pit, 1f such an event were £o occur
immediately after a probable maximum flood event,

one alternative analyzed would be To route The water
coming out of the west embankment drain after closure of
the impoundment to either the Continental ®it or an
existing water Treatment plant., This alternative would
eliminate the pumpling of Che west embankment drain seepane
back to the impoundment for 20 years and the corresponding
treatment with Time to offset Yankee Doodie Tailings
Tmpoundment pond acidiTication. This alternative woidld

also reduce the amount of time, after operations, to dratm

down the ¥ankee Doodle Tailimgs Impoundment pond and

20
ba
22
23
24
25

therefore speed up reclamation of the tallings surface by
ﬂ.|:l|.1r'I:lA'|I1-al!E-|:|l Sevan years.

angther alternative analyred would be to directly pump
water out of the vankee psodle Tailings Impoundment pond
aTter closure and therefare spaed up reclanation of the
tailings surface by potentially more than two decades.
water removed by accelerated drawdown would be roused
gither o dn BxXisTing Tréatment plant or Lo The
Continental pit for sterage.

A third alternative analyred would be teo modify The
mill faciltties tn order to process allfuvium, and then use
the existimg tailings pipalines 1o discharge the alluwvium
as an initial é-inch cower on unreclaimed tailings
surfa<es., This imictal alluvium Cover may reduce tche
potential for blowlng dust prior to the placemant of the
Tinal cover by heavy equlprent.

under a1l of the alternatives, nother aspects of
reciamation relaved to roads, rock disposal sites,
eabankment s=lopes, and other facility disturbances would
¢ The same as uitder Che Prapoted AcTion.

If you'll Topk at the first slide, this s17de shows
the owverall view af the mine site dnd surrounding dred.
vou'll notice the Berkeley Pix; 1t shows the Berkeley PIt.
the continental PIt, exiscing embankment, and pond water

at the vankee Doodle Tailings Impoundment. The yallow
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border shows the permit boundary. The Yankee Doodle
Tailings Impoundment would expand northwards under the
Proposed action. The west embankment would be ralsed to
an elevation of 6450 feat to match the north-south and
gast-west embankments already approved height,

The blue bDoundary shows The extent af Che BuTTe Mine
Flooding operable unlt, and the turguoisefgresn boundary
shows the extent of the Butte Priority Soils Operable

ynit, Although not the primary focus of the EIS, these

areas are provided as contexr For the Superfumd regu1a:nry

framework that surrounds the mine permit area.

Next slide, please.

this slide shows the Proposed Action, with The west
embankment having a drain that coellects water from the
Yankee Doodle Tailings Impoundment, where the water is
preated with Time and then pumped back To the
Yankee Doodle Tailings Impoundment.
purple arrow.

The DEQ proaferred alrernative, shown by the pink
arrow, waould change The way seepage is handled Tollowing
the tmpoundment <losure. The collected water would he
routed to either an existing water treatment plant or to

the contipental Pt Tor storage. An additianal

alternative, which would 1nclude the accelerated drawdown

of the tailings pond at closure, is shown with orange

That is shown by the

20
ba
22
23
24
25

ArroEs .
Ralsing che embankment allows for additioenal tailimgs
storage capacity. Based on current production estimates,
the 11fe of the impoundment would be extended by an
additional nine years, reaching ft: maximen storage
capacicy in approsimately 2031, without approval of the
amandmant , the yvankee Doodla Tallings Iepoundmant would
reach 10 currently approved capacity tn Thrése years.

The proposed west embankment drain pumpback system
would centinue For about 20 years after closure of the
imppundment . During that time, reclamation of the
tailiings, placement of a layer of rock and chen sail
foltowed by seeding, would take place, taking up to
40 years To complere.

Tha 0EQ preferred alternative woold reduce tha time
peaded for impoundment feclamacion by aboul Seven years.
There are additional alternatives that have been Topked at
and are detailed in the prafc £15. alvercacives chat
inwalve water managemant, foallowing impoundmont closore,
would need addicional coardination and approval with all
parcies invalved with Suparfund remedial requiremants.

the proposed closure plan Tor Che vankee Doodle
Tailings Impoundment 15 what 1s being proposed by

MOMNTANA RESOUFCES .,

Tife-of-mine plan hut rather a plan For axpansion of the

Please keep tn mind chat this is not a
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vYankee Doodle Tailings Impoundment and reclamation of the
vankee Doodle Tailings Impoundment.

in the future, MONTand ReLources can propose
additional amendments which may include expansion of the
Yankee Doodle Tailings Impoundment capacity amd therefore
extend The years of ming operation. any additional
amendaents would be independently reviewed and analyzed.

Thank wyou. &nd now back to Crafg.

MR. JOMES: ATl right, Thank wvouw, Herh,

we had provided a handour when you first walked in

with information on the Draft Environmental Impact

Statement, and it shows a variety of different ways to

submit a public comment To DEG. The purpose of the public

comment period is to recelve and respond to substancive
comments on the ODraft Environmental Impact Statement. A
subStantive comment addresdes a specitic issue in the
prafc EIS. DEG will respond to substantive comments in
the fimal EI5. oOnce the fipal EIS is published, DEQ must
wait I5 days boTore issulng the declisfon documents on The
projece,

If someone would Tike to submiT wriCTeEn COMMENTS TO
DEQ, please submit them on or before Wonday, April 2ind.
when yald First walked in rtanight, Thosé who were

interested in giving oral comment signed up and were

assignad a number. This portion of the meeting is not a

10

This portion of the page intentionally left blank
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quastion-and-answer session. This portion of the mesting
1% just to gather oral comments. ©Oral commants will be
recardad by the court reporter verbarim and will be part
af the administrative record.

Please sTafe your name and spell 1T and Ter ws knew 1T
wol are gFFilfaced with a group or organization. IT vou
have a prepared statement, give it to the court reporter
whan you are finished. Please address your comments this
way,. towards me and Merb, so the cowrt reparter can get
them clearly. and please do not engage in public debate
wWith apdieance mambers He respeccful of only using Che
allocated Time gliven sa Chal athers may be given a chance
o speak. &As a reminder, please be courteods with the
type af language used when submltting oral comments.

And with that, I'11 Eurn 1t over to Leanne and she' 11
call the folks who hawe signad up to spoak.

M5, ROULSON: Okay. 5o we hawve Just a few folks
signed up, and we randonly sorted them, 5o Wr. Gallagher,
vou are FIrstT ug,

ME. GALLAGHER: My name 13 J.P. Gallagher, and
the last name is C-A-L-L-A-G-H-E-R. The first name is. how
it sounds. I am the parks and rec director for
Butte-5iTver Bow, and I'm just up here as an advocate far
che expansion of the tailings,

I Just want To say, wasking Closely and krowlng many

Response to Comment Tran-01 (Gallagher); Thank you for your
comment.
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af the people who work for Montana Rescurces, I think
their record shows For themselwves, their proof of advocacy
for, you know, taking care of Butte and taking care af the
citizens of Butte., 1I°m fortunate to be affiliated with
Montana Resources working on projects in our parks and
alse am a schoal board member that 1% the bepeficiary of
working closely with Montana Resources and The

washington Foundation.

50 I'm Just hore as an advocate, T just know the way
that Montana Resources works with the public: that thelr
safety record speaks volumes for just the way that they
value the citizenship and stewardness of the community.

and so with that, I just wanted rCo, you Know, give a
comment up hers that 1t's important. Butte 15 a mining
town, TI°'ve never been a miner, I've never heen raised by
a miner, but I'm a mining ity kid. and iC°s imporcant To
my family and te everybody in this cammunity that we
remain a mining city, have the monicker of mining city.

M5. ROULSON: and I neglected to say that the
general guldeiing 18 Two minutes., BUT vou werse well
within that time, so thank you. we have plenty of time
tonight.

50 MP. Humter.

ME. HUNTER: Thank you. I'm Larry Hunter. I'm a

consulting engineer. I live in Butte., and I've done a

I}

Response to Comment Tran-02 (Gallagher): Thank you for your
comment.
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sipnificant amount of engineering work for
Montana REesources throvgh the years., 1I'm a Tormaer
professar at mantana Tech.

I strongly support Montama Resources' effort for their
expansion af the tailings for several reasons, one is
ecomomlc. Throughaut the community, without
Montana rReésources, there 1s mpot much left in Butte. Wwery
Tiztle. They have thelir employees, of course, thar Tive
hare, They pay their taxes here, They shop here. And I
see, every day when 1 go up To MonTana Resourcés when I
consult, the enormous amount of enginears 1ike myself,
contractors, steel fabricators, pipefitters, electricians.
we all live here and we al1 pay our rcaxés here. we buy
thimgs here. and without Montana Resources most of us
would be somewhere else. 5o the economic impact would be
SNOrMoLS .

on the other hand, 1F we look at the resources they
produce, the copper and molybdenum, they're industrial
materials and they waould ba produced here orf somewhere
else, and we have & disturbed mine S7te we Shodld keep
runming rather than start another one somewhere else.

In regards to WMontana Resgurces as a good neighbor,
thiey are tresendous. They have done a lTot Tor BuLte.
They're willing to help. I've seen thelr operation and

what they do at the mine. Thay're very conscientious and

13

Response to Comment Tran-03 (Hunter): Thank you for your
comment.

Response to Comment Tran-04 (Hunter): Thank you for your
comment. The EIS includes additional information on the
socioeconomic impacts in Sections 3.11.3, 4.2.9, 4.3.9, and 4.5.9.

9-96




Chapter 9: Response to Comments

Image of Transcript Page

TRAN:DS

rhmuurn

10
11
12
13
14
15

17
18
19
70
21
22
21
24
a5

vary first ratae.
50 I°11 state again I'm completely behind their
expansion of the tallings dam and T hope 1t goes through.
Thank you.
M5, ROULSON: Thank you,
Mr., Paffhausen, 17 I said that right.

MR, PAFFHAUSEN: clase.

M5, ROULSOM: Close. Okay.

WR. PAFFHAUSEN: 5o Mike Paffhausen. MW-I-%-E,
P-A-F-F-H-A-U-5-E-N. I'm just hereé as a privacte citizen,
formerly a professienal civil engineer. I still maintain
my Vicensure in water respurces enginesring and
environmental enginesring. L['we contracted with EPA in
the past and DEQ largely. How I'm a State Farm agent
extraordinaire hare in town.

You Know, everyChing Mmre. Hunter sald 15 absolutely

true. HAutte |s not ready to e a town without mining.

There may be a day for that, but it's not today. It's not

in the next decada. Economically, it would be crippling

for the mine toa not be here. These are autstanding

members of our COMBUNITY . '”'-E}' are big income earners and

obviously spenders as well, and the community needs them
to be here, Trankly, untf]l Butte can sustain without &
mining Tife, which 1s nowhere near ready.

The other thing that I'11 echo is just the way that

14

Response to Comment Tran-05 (Paffhausen): Thank you for your
comment. The EIS includes additional information on the
socioeconomic impacts in Sections 3.11.3, 4.2.9, 4.3.9, and 4.5.9.
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I Tive wery close to tha operable wnit. I Tock right down
o your goys's tailings impoundment, Mark Thompsoan and
his crew have been so respectful, courteous, Kind.

They've sampled at my request, They've continued sampling
at my request, provided me reports. They've just bean
nothing but a good nelighbor to us The whole Time That
they've operared, and I really den't ancicipate them
chanmging their pace any time soon.

And also, I'd just Tike to thank DEQ amd EPA in tThe
raom, You guys sometimes have a thankless job, 1
understand, with the public, but we appreciate what you're
doimg for Montana for working as a partner with our mines
to keep Them cperating and operacing safely and keep our
stare warterways safe. %o thank you.

M5, ROULSON: Mr, Markowvich.

MR, MAREOWICH: Hellg, My name 1s
Corey Markavich. cC-0-R-E-¥, M-A-R-E-0-V-I-C-H. I'm here
as a4 private citizen as well as a businass owner in Butte
in support of MA and thelr continued efforts to maintain
mintng aperations In The Sate manpner That chey ve done Tar
50 many years,

MR is a strong economic driver of our community, not
through just the nearly 400 jahs that they difect emplay,
but through hiring of contractors such as ocur company and

many other companies throughout the community and the

15

Response to Comment Tran-06 (Paffhausen): Thank you for your
comment.

Response to Comment Tran-07 (Paffhausen): Thank you for your
comment.

Response to Comment Tran-08 (Paffhausen); Thank you for your
comment. The EIS includes additional information on the
socioeconomic impacts in Sections 3.11.3, 4.2.9, 4.3.9, and 4.5.9.
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lacal area. The jobs and the economic driver are
important to gur community and important to wmy Family and
important to sa many other families.

I echo a lot of the same comments. MR 5 a good
mafghbor., You can count on MR to Tisten to concerns From
the community, and ¥ou can count on MR To support The
community. All you need to do 1s rake a drive through
Stodden Park to look at what the washington Foundation has
done through contritutions to our community.

Thanks.

W5. ROULSOM: So at this time, if there's anyone
else who would Tike to speak but who didn't sign wp ahead
of Cime, you can comé on up and Just STATE your nase Tor
the court reparter.

Ohkay .

MR, JOMES: Great, wWith that, we'11 ¢lose the
oral comments part of the meeting and we'1] stick around a
little while langer arcund the posters and answer any
guestions,

Thank wyou.

(The hearing concluded at 6:55% p.m.}

16

Response to Comment Tran-09 (Markovich); Thank you for your
comment.
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COURT REPFORTER'S CERTIFICATE End of transcrlpt

STATE OF MONTANA 1
55.
COUNTY OF LEWIS AND CLARK D

I, CHERYL ROMSA, Court Reporter, residing in

welena, Montana, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing procesdings werse reported by
me in shorthand and later transcribed into typewriting;
and that the foregeing -16- pages constitute a true and
accurate transcripriaon of my 4teéenotype notes of the

proceedings.
PATER Tthis 18th day of april, 2019.

fsfcharyl A, Romsa
CHERYL A. ROMEA

o
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