March 30, 2004

Re: Responses to Comments on the Supplemental Programmatic Environmental
Assessment and Approval of the Proposed General Quarry Permit

Dear Reader:

On February 1, 2004, the Montana Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ)
published the Supplemental Programmatic Environmental Assessment (SEA) for
the proposed General Quarry Permit for standardized plans of operations for
multiple-site quarry and rock collecting operations. During the 30-day public
comment period ending March 1, 2004, DEQ received seven comment letters,
phone calls, and e-mails (Appendix C). DEQ’s responses to these comments are
attached in Appendix D. None of the comments resulted in substantive changes
to the SEA. Section V.1 of the General Quarry Plan of Operations in Appendix A
of the SEA has been revised to address concerns from the State Historic
Preservation Office:

“The Operator will contact the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
and request a file search for previously recorded archeological sites in the
permit area. Attach a copy of the SHPO response.”

This letter is being sent to the same people that received the SEA. If you would
like another copy of the SEA, or if you have questions on the environmental
assessment process, please contact Patrick Plantenberg, Operating Permit
Section Supervisor, at DEQ, P. O. Box 200901, Helena, MT 59620, or call (406) 444-
4960 or e-mail at pplantenberg@state.mt.us, and one will be mailed to you.

Based on the analysis of potential environmental impacts and the lack of
substantive comments received on the SEA, DEQ has determined that the
Proposed Action as described in the SEA will not have any significant impacts on
the human environment, and the preparation of an environmental impact
statement is not required.

The SEA for the General Quarry Permit, the General Quarry Plan of Operations as
modified by the SHPO comment listed above (Appendix A in the SEA), and the
Application for Operating Permit form (Appendix B in the SEA) are hereby
approved. This permitting process for multiple small quarries or rock collection
sites would be more efficient than the standard process that is currently required



for multiple sites due to restrictions placed on small miners in the Montana Metal
Mine Reclamation Act (MMRA). There would be minimal impacts to the
environment during operation at sites approved under this General Quarry
Permit, and there must be no potential for acid rock drainage. No impacts would
be allowed to affect surface water or groundwater, wetlands, archeological or
cultural resources, or threatened or endangered plant or animal species during
operation. Soil would be salvaged and/or protected to prevent erosion and
facilitate reclamation. Storm water controls would be required to prevent erosion
and possible sedimentation of nearby streams outside the 100-foot buffer zone.
Each site would be reclaimed immediately following quarry closure. Any sites
that could not meet these criteria would have to be permitted through the
standard operating permit application process.

As of the date of this letter applicants may apply for this permit for multiple small
guarries or rock collection sites meeting the required criteria summarized above
and described in the SEA. Applicants must complete the General Quarry Plan of
Operations and Application for Operating Permit form attached to the SEA as
Appendices A and B. The forms are available electronically on the DEQ web page
as listed below. If you have any questions pertaining to the permitting process,
please contact Pete Strazdas at (406) 444-4962, Ryan Harris at (406) 444-4330 or
Patrick Plantenberg. The SEA is also available on the DEQ web page at
http://www.deq.state.mt.us/ea.htm.

Sincerely,

Warren McCullough, Chief

Environmental Management Bureau

2 Appendices

g:/p&c/mepalealfinalquarrysealtr.doc



APPENDIX C

COMMENT LETTERS



F'|a|'lbul1l;|uml Pat

From; Lynine Dickman [Mickmani@ifs fed. 1s)
Sent Monday, March 01, 3004 455 PR
TS pplanienberpiisiabs mbos

Subject: Ganaral Qusrmy Parmmik

I li-:llr.'-. have any problan with che formab of the suppleme=ntal programatis
snviroomental analysis ehat you mailed sut for compent, bac I 4o have an
immiae with che Ffaece that it ik ney be reguired st all oo Hational Forase
Syaten land.

We require all patankEisl gquarcy oparsators en the Natioonl Porest to subsip
n plan of ocperacions, An sovirccomotal analyei= appropriate to Ehe lawal
of aotivity is eamplated/or spproved by Forest SErvice specialists. In
pome cases, & bosd is placed. What you ares proposing 1m0 unnacsanary
paper work im that [t duplicates what we already do.

Lymoe Diciman
Bitcerroot H_F.
497 777 7415




PJIntaniL-:rE Pat

From: Halt, Marhin

Sanl: Tuasday, March 08, 2004 1:11 PM
To: Plaienkerg, Pat

Sulject: smak guamyeng

Patrick, just & nate, T om engaged in various rock pleking activities around this area. Mosthy I get stone eut of 15th
Century gronite quarries. Buf also from surfoce pickes T pesd the SEA document. and T thisk i it okoy, There
ere twe (tems I think ere questicnable. One ig the potential impect an MT caunties Mest poonties would see
wirfuolly ne impact, end those that might, would experience them more in the sense of o small commenity sieging o
kncmark destroyed. This ig a very problematic situation besause i1 i highly localized and persanal, Still, why
should o autsider, or even an irsides, be allowed %3 go info o ploce and remove features that o neighbar regarded
nf @ fotem or shisheek of some kind. Moy stone miners e sblivieud to the beauty of retural formations,

Certanly mast would grab a stene they werted without thought to its imgact on o neighbar, especially if that
neighbor hod fe wete power over the operotion

5o in that culfural area, is where the greatest patential far damage exizts, If pesple will pry petroglyphs frama
cliff foce, they will disfedge o mosay granite boulder to houl sway ta decarate a site fifty miles awey, krowing thot
someane st there will pay for i1, but they farget that some e next doar may heve slis apprecioted the objest
far the same reasan, [ honestly donot think thaot the stones themselves care, but people de end athe people ore
totally ingenditive. T do not have on answes for you, o this dilemma, bur T weuld be gled fo consider it with yeu, if
vou need another vigion.

Ditharwest, I think the chonge will meet a growing commerciol need. Ultimatiely you mey need on oversight steld whe
ten preview a site to identify landmarks and other special features that should not be disturbed. For excmple,
there is a beautiful Boclder and Juniper that site out west of town by that eritique mall necr the Bauskendale Fire
House. I heve often thought it ought #o be protected, a Stete Park or something, Se far, If remaing undisturbied
v though there is seme develspment happening around it. T azsume the locols there recognize (15 unique beauty,
But some merchant contractor could just come in there with on excovetor and keul it off on his loboy ond set it
dewn in Billings for big bucks and If would burt us. Yours, Mertin

Maortin Holr

Envircnmental Speciohst

Dept. of Envirorerental Quality
(406) 4440485

miho l# e tat e mt i
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o angf:f ﬁ:’:m RECEIVED

25 Falmuary, 2000 @ @ E) W FER 2 7 2004
FaErs, Pats Straedas,

Fatrick Flanisnberg & ERT, ENVIROHMENTAL CLALTY
Warren HsCulloug,

FEontana TEQ

SL'L'E;

EE1 Your supflezsntal EA for o quarsy Fermit and Eropesals;, T would 18Be +o maks

o faW oormecta, And thask you for the chanom, i

I first got lovalved dn the querry buelness back in the "Pim shen I staked 10 claizs
That becass the Puchwatar kussry, I disaoversd the mita dn the sarly "7Oe sod mtakes
in 1978 & 1979, ipdwlally. As you can =83, there has been 2 great ess—changs in

the quarry & oining bosinass, I tried to medsl ny operations aftar th= graal and
bighly scoceseful quarer o Heos 1o Tdaho and frizoma, scas of which becars paterted
uncder the mipieg laws of 1%?. & 1892, &nd thai crastsd e great damnd for hudlding
stane that We oee todsay, I ctrove to crests sach & naw indistcr haro in Feotena,
Durlng the recessicn of tha early 19808, Sanders county apd Minecsl Coumty experiencad
mmatficially, 458 and 45% mesployent, Tt was Eeglaning 4o look 1iks another depression,
shich thapk God, ﬂlnﬂmm.ﬁmﬁmmmdmlﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂwﬂ?
Lemoresce of bow governoent waris, by the pestrictions of state & feceral Sovermoand,
mﬁ-mmmmauwmmiiﬂmdwum of 2 barmage of epvivomantal
Iagielaticn, And we =an oo lopger petent Etons Quarries 1a srdes to pEotect Fradnotien
& salee from outslde interests, Whether fhat WAS CECASGArY ar not le & moot quastion,
By operatice was definntely limited and T leat captrnl eff the markets I develaped ip
the nare of bueiness sslf insgrast. Suppessdly capltalisx works oo thet sslf intarenz,
Alsa in the lats "S08, I could ges tha eni of buge stands of glant ald growth tinber,
thhﬂ;hmqg.ﬂut savmllls, The valume Just was not going to te theze,

Be maihér naively, T thought that the stone indusiry in MNeptsans would paks a grasd
Eubsttute, You mes, T did howve SOKE visleo, Puidt was governmens restrlations, and
the dendal that thay did i+, that discowraged and 1imi<ed my tusiness, &and gave it
awy o coopetftors,

So plesse lat oo copment,

flrst, a lot of stats & Federal requlations are redindant, dnd the restrictins are Bo
great aa to severly 1iwt+ amd B111 an cperation, Well you Enow that, T: i Jaest abegt
iepossdbla 1o operats legnlly. Do wa Tedlly nasd tha MOBQ oo fadsral ar =lmta graimd
in 9% of the sites? Dosa not gevernoent paliclt the attentions of 5m oegitors who
dea't waot anythicg dens Emywinars, end probteblyinave it pede's

Jen’t faderal agencies bave & tresdsr cverviaw Whem it comes {o crsaticg jotm &nd

the sconcmy?

Hext, Bemaugs of intenmg eompetition, quarziers noed mere then ona slis i oxdex

to surrive g8 a baainass,

Ynua:unnnuc—tuntdmiumns roads &5 guarry mites a& pavi of the 3 mare
disturtonce. I was forced apt cf the Fuchmates REArTY on the bagls of inclnding the
min nils leag access Toad as claturtanes, that we gut in in 1980 & 'Sz,

That quarty atill retaine ane of the thinmest, hardast, Spectacularly bemstifol this
Stong 1n the West,I now ces Ta— locks on @y gate inic that quErry that I umad $3
develer natdicoal rartets, amd espacially Weatern parkets, andom whick I ptabpd homg
erlginal miping claips, This alite 18 pearly sut of teltd, and unknesn io zany of e
People Mbp pesidad §n that general ares fap UF 0 Twenly yeewg And the brish gres thick
mad tall Slong mch af the acsass read, along wlth the ETonces oo the road, maidns 14
lfnl: Iikw 1% hod besn thavs a fundzed yeers The lagt faw years the aorwer wea alaast
BaWays “Ho” when T apiked the povernnent for pamething in the guar—y, Tt DAY rat ha
popular, but 11 mfe ne 2 grest belisve ir patenting =n gperntion, Yayle wm ougnt

to econsfdes oyr opitlona an that,




£

in raclasition; in meny guarriss the stome 1iss Hght eo or 2t the mrfacs, Thaty

koW the sershaniablas stong wes discoversd, Bacaugs =ha gxaind da glways +11ted gnd
Whnaveo, and ¢omtzing boulders and eEpeclaliy rock ribs, gix Snches of sol] fs too thin
o save.lsually +xa or Siree fast S5 ton tough. I the gramd 1 steep, two faed of
aurlace cut dirt my only be 1% ipches ok, which 1a %80 thin a=3 mquires 180

5o paabing tlze and affoct 4o Sepermia the dirt from the rook amd set 1% asidg,

And by the =gy, lttam:.-mqf'mukhwiumgwm*.nu;dﬁf_'m tiat haavy sgulpmems
naeded L3 do paclasstipe,

Scaling back highwalls mey pet ba vary effactlve aliher, In oy kiod of Tlagatane,

e gtome s oot lscas, hn-rat‘lm-:i:bﬁdd:n*r:r_- 8elifly, Hemoe scaling bask tha
Flgmall only creates mars PeSEl ity for eregion,

Cur highwills ars hamily syvar cvar 12 oo f4 Fagt Bigh, It Eakes 3 1ot oo Eensa to
VS the Wasts rock ped it 4F 8oy can be semmrated om Lnitial flarTying, heck up
agRioet the high wall =nd tapered of f like & patursl aogtour,

Munrrving this kded oF stone 1a & leng, slow poving pracess, In our really fhin
material, oouadly aach indfviqus] Fléte mot be hand eapatntsd, cleaned, split amd
oy LI LE

Consequently little ground s ddstirbed aven in the lomg ©um, so 1ittls
in requived, T guarsisd i the suchwates yuarty far ahous TwEnty pemrs amd distestes
erly abeut ¥ gerps, Thers sag dittle sefl 1aft of put back eo O emioured wasts
mazarial, but we did o best, Hheo I weot into thet omeratipn 7 %old tha .5,
Porest Sarvios that I wanted te open up 10 2o 20 acres &g that the Taln 2 fresce/
thaw work of Bother paburs could ssparate tha rock for im. Ha never remched that fop
Becanne of tha e tificial restcictions fmpased By governmact agenaiss,

Bexoabar this: This otoge will be goerrled fom hunfrade and protatly thoumssds of
FeaTs,

Do reyaltfcs: Thoge ars o Feepedd tex op the goarey cpecitions, I do mob belisve tnat
yoU oan peally tax g u=inggs. Why? Decanss thres tases mlet bo parmpd =oht an 4o
tie whalssaler, the oontsssior and the comeunar, Ea here 18 & tax that goas up in

I went £o the coast end Vimitaed with Aim [ Cachas Tis & Stenm, S 1iGpd tha t4la,

izparied similer steme tls fron Indis, svectmally Milna and Brazdl, Semi pou gnol
Tere went my t1ie apd roof Hie mafnesg, Aod thamk weu Covarmnneni| "Tea*t ans you
ﬂ.tdduu't'hhmm.mmﬁmtnuarwm-m:mderuutz-ae"—km_-.rimgm

oesr Saxgs, I really beligye that twtas Have o cobs eut of lator, not camital, gnd 34
miﬂmm.'thlimdmrmiuﬁibﬂ !a:*.hnh.uktqlmdmj.mt.,nhi-:n
m:unuurmd:nuuiﬂupim.

& couTss you oan Afgoa that ther need the jobs overasas &nd that that pads ths product
mm.m:mmwdmtmuﬂuuhﬂ:miﬂmhfu
H'ud:.ﬁnumdudfu:uu_ptaiﬂmm.

HURSTY aferatians Abould ba irested 25 pivats FEEReIty when 16 pones to vigldors,

Wby shoyld a “orpatltar pretending 1o ba a recrmatlsnint be allowsd +o DPETUGG Wy aper-
&dien and steal xy meccet methods? Wy shoold a socreationist, whe 1s Blaying, be
A1Zqwed thacuczada of |

end eacaeay! I disorvered thas “hers are always feopls whe do not wept Aoything deme.

Z0 In simnger T want ts mps lems govempent  pad fore, less duplication. sed gees
Ilrnt.a-:i:in:-!-_: for the tusinsss. 8Ty peopls ar ddans the hardagt oo 45 o
dountry, i P proltaction, iF not by mining glaiz & mmtant, Sezothing very gipdilas
cARloy oleiog Have bean #factive sinop tha ficaan tipes, [atie fro
Spala, aod s foon Sexlcoo, Lat's meteot aur i-'iEil:"'-l--. s fo el Josrine f i

G D Ko
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¥ State Histo

MonTANA HISTORICAL SOCIETY

223 Merth Hobern + RO, Box 201200 » FHalena, MT 59620-1200
 [&00) $84-2004 « FAX (408) 444-2696 » wwrw. monsisshinsciclociny . ong »

Wednesday, Febraary 04, 2004

P;géc}; Plantenbserg RECEINED
Permitiing u.mlﬂmspii.m:z = Hard Rock
POB 200901 FER 03 004

Helena MT SS620-05(01
DEFT. ERVIRMAERTAL CLALITY

RE: Dvaft SEA Generall Quammy Permit
Mr. Plantenberg:

Thamnk you for requesting our comments on the propesed General Quarry Permit Drafl
SEA. [ apake with our Recards Manager Damon Muorndo aboud his experience with the
pastpresent Permit process involving small hard rock quarries and callecting slies 1t
was his belief that our invelvement has been limited to providing information oo
recorded archacological sites on state or federal lands, [f we have been requested to
provide information far DEQ permits on private bands in the past those requests have nat
been commuon.

We sugpest that a sbmple modification to Section V —Dther in the Plan of Opsraticns
epplication on page 7 would compart further with MEPA language and common state

lg:rh:}rp:udc:::. ‘ir': su;ggﬁiwordm: I.t"l’l mhasﬂpwfwm#mﬂgg_ﬂsjﬂi

This simple modification would also facilitnte DECQ) programmatic sssessment of possible
anm.u:md the goals af the Ceneral Permil 24 indicated tn s=cton 7 of the Programmatic
Analysis (page ¥ Please find attached o copy of our standardized fibe sessch request
form for your information. 1 yvou wish fariber comment or assistance please do not

hesi me knowy,

Stan Wilmoth, Fh.D.
State ArchasologistTeputy, SHPD

File DEG Hard Rock

RIC PRESEE'I-'A]]GH GFHCE & L4D0 % e @ PO, Beex 501 » Halena, WET 956201200

& A0S d4E-TTLE & PAK (40 ddda57
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Flﬂ‘lhnblml Pat

Frosm: Steve Perons [Shevs Parrone@iplumcnesi oom)
Sent: Thursday, Fabruary 05, 2004 7:00 AM

To: Hanning Stshing

{7+ pRlantenbergdlstate mt us; rehamsstaie, mi ua
Subject; Fa: rock querny orel SEA comment

Thanks for your ceieigue, I will pass it alons.  Pachaps Ehe word
"senaitive” cowld be senaved.

wap Herming Stabhisns 3/4/3004 10:48:431 AM 2233

Srmwe:

1 had che chasss £ look ower the Oraft SEA you seob. Looks geod.
HBowsver, I fowend ons poesible edit

The tern "sanpitive" ig used in the Binlogical Diverslty sectices whes
dlscuseing plants (eee belowl, Everywhers else in the document, only
threatened asd andangersd plantes are referred to. Perhapns this Es am
averpighe by Ehe DEGQT

Draft SEA:
horeon of page G:

*Eimlpgical Diversity

Yagetaticn on guarry sltes coosists of meadown, raogelands, formets,. or
agricultural orops, cupporting a typiloally array of wildlifs spaciss
including small apd large mammals, reptiles, ard kicsds., Sites
suppertiog chreatensd, endangered or sensicive plant speciss would oot
be permitted undsyr ehils gemaral permit.®

Call me if you have any guestions.

HCE




APPENDIX D

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS
ON THE PROGRAMMATIC SEA FOR THE
GENERAL QUARRY PERMIT

RESPONSE TO LYNNE DICKMAN'S COMMENT REGARDING THE DUPLICATIVE
NATURE OF THIS PERMIT ON FEDERAL LANDS:

Under Montana law all small miners are required to apply for a Small Miners
Exclusion Statement (SMES). Under the SMES they are limited to two sites of not
more than 5 acres disturbed and unreclaimed at each site at any one time. The
sites must be at least one mile apart. All hardrock mining operations that do not
gualify for a SMES must have an operating permit. The law pertains to all
operations on private and public (state, federal, or county) lands. Typically when
operations occur on federal lands, a joint environmental assessment is
conducted and the decision-makers make joint or separate decisions. For a
proposed SMES operation, the state is not required to prepare a MEPA document
because the SMES is not a state action. The federal agency requires a plan of
operations and prepares the environmental assessment (EA).

Sites that would qualify under the General Quarry Permit would be evaluated by
the state using the information supplied in the General Quarry Plan of Operations
and Application for Operating Permit form included in the appendices of the SEA.
Without the General Quarry Permit, the operators of proposed multiple small sites
would be forced to go through the lengthy permitting process for a standard
operating permit and incur greater costs and time delays in obtaining a permit.
There is nothing in the new permit or supplemental information form that would
preclude a federal agency from requiring a plan of operations and preparing an
EA as is typically done for state-excluded small miners’ operations. In other
words, the General Quarry Permit removes one layer of regulation for operations
that would qualify. DEQ would review and approve operations that qualify under
the General Quarry Permit contingent on approval from the federal agency.
Finally, DEQ believes that General Quarry Permit is not duplicative as joint
reviews are done now for all operations on federal lands that exceed the SMES
limits.

In addition, the MMRA does not require regulation of common use pits and
qguarries on federal land in those instances when the responsible federal agency
manages a pit or quarry for continuing occasional sales.



RESPONSE TO MARTIN HOLT'S COMMENTS ON IMPACTS OF ROCK PICKING ON
MONTANA COUNTIES AND THE POTENTIAL FOR CULTURAL/AESTHETIC
IMPACTS:

DEQ is aware of the varying level of impacts to various Montana counties from
rock collecting activities across the state. For this reason, DEQ copied the
County Commissioners in all 56 counties with a copy of the SEA. If rock picking
continues to increase to the point that impacts became problematic in a particular
county, and DEQ received many complaints, DEQ could reopen the analysis for a
new operating permit application under cumulative impacts under MEPA and
prepare a supplemental environmental assessment.

DEQ is also aware of the cultural/aesthetic impacts associated with quarrying and
rock picking activities. A lot of decorative rock is being recovered in these
operations and relocated to many parts of Montana as well as other states. The
MMRA does not give DEQ authority to impose restrictions on a cultural or
aesthetic basis. Impacts to significant Native American or historically significant
sites on federal land would be mitigated under federal laws and regulations. DEQ
does not have authority to require mitigations on private land, but would facilitate
a compromise between the operator and SHPO. Based on a comment received
from SHPO, DEQ has revised Section V.1 of the General Quarry Plan of
Operations listed in Appendix A of the SEA to read:

“The Operator will contact the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
and request a file search for previously recorded archeological sites in the
permit area. Attach a copy of the SHPO response.”

This will help address the cultural issue.



RESPONSE TO RALPH JACKSON'S COMMENTS ABOUT GOVERNMENTAL
REGULATIONS AND THE IMPACTS ON QUARRYING IN MONTANA:

The Metal Mine Reclamation Act was passed in 1971 and has regulated mining on
state, federal and private lands since that time. DEQ agrees that state and federal
regulations and environmental laws are sometimes redundant. DEQ and the
federal agencies have Memoranda of Understanding to limit the redundancy. The
purpose of the General Quarry Permit is not to create more government,
paperwork and redundancy. On the contrary, the purpose is to allow operations
that meet the requirements listed in the General Quarry Permit Application to
proceed without lengthy permitting and environmental review periods currently
required. On federal lands, if the operation meets the requirements of the General
Quarry Permit, DEQ would approve it contingent on approval from the federal
agency.

The second purpose of the General Quarry Permit is to allow multiple sites, which
is not presently allowed under the small miner’s exclusion statement.

DEQ considers soil salvage an important part of a quarry operation especially on
the flat staging areas. DEQ does not agree that soil salvage is too expensive. In
fact, DEQ contends that soil must be removed as part of the overburden in any
event. DEQ does not require salvage on the rock ribs. DEQ does not require soil
to be separated from the rock as it is being quarried.

Scaling back highwalls would not be required on all sites. In an area as you
described in your letter, DEQ would not require scaling back. However, DEQ
cannot predetermine requirements on Forest Service lands. Your description of
pushing the waste rock and dirt up against the highwall is what DEQ would
require in almost all operations with a highwall.

Bonding will be required based on the estimated cost to the state to complete the
reclamation. Bonds are based on construction estimates and include indirect
costs such as mobilization, contract administration, etc.

DEQ does not get involved with royalties.

DEQ would require fencing quarry operations only if there is a public safety
hazard. On private lands, the landowner or the quarry operator, as part of his
lease agreement could control access. On federal lands, access and restrictions
to public use would be controlled by the federal land management agency based
on public safety issues. If the operator on federal lands wanted to control access
for confidentiality issues, that would have to be worked out with the federal
agency.



RESPONSE TO COMMENT FROM VALLEY COUNTY ROAD DEPARTMENT ABOUT
APPLICABILITY OF SEA TO GRAVEL PITS:

The General Quarry Permit does not apply to gravel pits; the Open Cut Mining Act
regulates them.

RESPONSE TO STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE COMMENT ON
REWORDING SECTION V1. OF THE SEA ABOUT ARCHEOLOGICAL/HISTORIC
SITES:

DEQ has revised the section V 1. of the General Quarry Plan of Operations in
Appendix A of the SEA to say “The Operator will contact the State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO) and request a file search for previously recorded
archeological sites in the permit area. Attach a copy of the SHPO response.”

RESPONSE TO ANONYMOUS CALL ON SEA ABOUT BONDING:

DEQ uses construction estimation techniques to calculate bonds on all operating
permits and includes indirect costs to cover expenses such as mobilization and
contract management. DEQ would use the same bonding method for these sites
as it does for all operating permits in Montana.

RESPONSE TO PLUM CREEK COMMENT ON SENSITIVE PLANT SPECIES:

DEQ struck out the word sensitive in the SEA. That is one change made in the
SEA from the 1999 Draft and 2000 Final Programmatic EA.
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	“The Operator will contact the State Historic Pre
	This letter is being sent to the same people that received the SEA.  If you would like another copy of the SEA, or if you have questions on the environmental assessment process, please contact Patrick Plantenberg, Operating Permit Section Supervisor, at
	Based on the analysis of potential environmental impacts and the lack of substantive comments received on the SEA, DEQ has determined that the Proposed Action as described in the SEA will not have any significant impacts on the human environment, and the
	The SEA for the General Quarry Permit, the General Quarry Plan of Operations as modified by the SHPO comment listed above (Appendix A in the SEA), and the Application for Operating Permit form (Appendix B in the SEA) are hereby approved.  This permit
	As of the date of this letter applicants may apply for this permit for multiple small quarries or rock collection sites meeting the required criteria summarized above and described in the SEA.  Applicants must complete the General Quarry Plan of Operatio
	Sincerely,
	Warren McCullough, Chief
	Environmental Management Bureau
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	RESPONSES TO COMMENTS
	ON THE PROGRAMMATIC SEA FOR THE
	GENERAL QUARRY PERMIT
	RESPONSE TO LYNNE DICKMAN’S COMMENT REGARDING THE
	Under Montana law all small miners are required to apply for a Small Miners Exclusion Statement (SMES).  Under the SMES they are limited to two sites of not more than 5 acres disturbed and unreclaimed at each site at any one time.  The sites must be at
	Sites that would qualify under the General Quarry Permit would be evaluated by the state using the information supplied in the General Quarry Plan of Operations and Application for Operating Permit form included in the appendices of the SEA.  Without the
	In addition, the MMRA does not require regulation of common use pits and quarries on federal land in those instances when the responsible federal agency manages a pit or quarry for continuing occasional sales.
	RESPONSE TO MARTIN HOLT’S COMMENTS ON IMPACTS OF 
	DEQ is aware of the varying level of impacts to various Montana counties from rock collecting activities across the state.  For this reason, DEQ copied the County Commissioners in all 56 counties with a copy of the SEA.  If rock picking continues to incr
	DEQ is also aware of the cultural/aesthetic impacts associated with quarrying and rock picking activities.  A lot of decorative rock is being recovered in these operations and relocated to many parts of Montana as well as other states.  The MMRA does not
	“The Operator will contact the State Historic Pre
	This will help address the cultural issue.
	RESPONSE TO RALPH JACKSON’S COMMENTS ABOUT GOVERN
	The Metal Mine Reclamation Act was passed in 1971 and has regulated mining on state, federal and private lands since that time.  DEQ agrees that state and federal regulations and environmental laws are sometimes redundant.  DEQ and the federal agencies h
	The second purpose of the General Quarry Permit i
	DEQ considers soil salvage an important part of a quarry operation especially on the flat staging areas.  DEQ does not agree that soil salvage is too expensive.  I n fact, DEQ contends that soil must be removed as part of the overburden in any event. DEQ
	Scaling back highwalls would not be required on all sites.  In an area as you described in your letter, DEQ would not require scaling back.  However, DEQ cannot predetermine requirements on Forest Service lands.  Your description of pushing the waste roc
	Bonding will be required based on the estimated cost to the state to complete the reclamation.  Bonds are based on construction estimates and include indirect costs such as mobilization, contract administration, etc.
	DEQ does not get involved with royalties.
	DEQ would require fencing quarry operations only if there is a public safety hazard.  On private lands, the landowner or the quarry operator, as part of his lease agreement could control access.  On federal lands, access and restrictions to public use wo
	RESPONSE TO COMMENT FROM VALLEY COUNTY ROAD DEPARTMENT ABOUT APPLICABILITY OF SEA TO GRAVEL PITS:
	The General Quarry Permit does not apply to gravel pits; the Open Cut Mining Act regulates them.
	RESPONSE TO STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE COMMENT ON REWORDING SECTION V1. OF THE SEA ABOUT ARCHEOLOGICAL/HISTORIC SITES:
	DEQ has revised the section V 1. of the General Q
	RESPONSE TO ANONYMOUS CALL ON SEA ABOUT BONDING:
	DEQ uses construction estimation techniques to calculate bonds on all operating permits and includes indirect costs to cover expenses such as mobilization and contract management.  DEQ would use the same bonding method for these sites as it does for all
	RESPONSE TO PLUM CREEK COMMENT ON SENSITIVE PLANT SPECIES:
	DEQ struck out the word sensitive in the SEA. That is one change made in the SEA from the 1999 Draft and 2000 Final Programmatic EA.

