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Jean,

Received your FAX. The additional information clears up possible confusion on ST- 1. (M-l.).
Could the paragraph you've added to page 7-3 include similar information on these springs (if
what I'm assuming is correct)?

Note: I'm not thinking of any kind of detailed information on these sites, just a basic or
simple explanation that will help clear up possible confusion or questions by a reader as to
why some baseline-data sites listed in Table A-1 in Appendix 7-1 were not monitored for
baseline data in 1997 and 1998 and are not shown on the PAP maps.

Below is a paragraph from my TA as it now reads; I'm still trying to simplify and clarify it. It is
regarding springs S-4, SP-5, SP-7, and SP-10, which appear to be in the same category as ST-1
(M-1); I've made that assumption in writing this.
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Springs SP-4, SP-5, SP-7, and SP-10 are not being monitored by the applicant even
though they are listed with the baseline data in Table A-1 in Appendix 7-1. In a monitoring plan
prepared in 1996 for BP Minerals, JBR consultants renumbered S-40, S-39, S-22, and S-1 of the
Kaiser surveys as SP-4, SP-5, SP-7, and SP-10, respectively: sites SP-7 and SP-10 were
discussed in the JBR plan although they were not marked on the JBR maps and the
recommendation was that they not be monitored. The current applicant started monitoring in
1997 and decided to use the JBR numbering scheme rather than create a new one, even though
not all the sites identified and numbered by JBR would be monitored. Mayo and Associates
sampled S-40 (SP-4) for isotopes in 1997 and its location, which is just off the west edge of the
Chapter 7 maps, is shown on Figure 8 in Appendix 7-1. S-1 (SP-10) is shown on Map 7-5 and
Figure 10 in Appendix 7-1, but the locations of S-22 (SP-7) and S-39 (SP-5) are not identified
anywhere in the PAP.
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If my assumption in the following isn't correct, let me know.

The paragraph added at the end on page 22 could be taken to apply only to the Wells section
because of its location. Would it be better at the end of the introductory part of "731.200 Water
Monitoring" and just before the Streams section? Or is it just supposed to be the Wells?

The operational monitoring program will continue through reclamation until bond release
unless otherwise modified.

Baseline monitoring will be performed on the specified monitoring sites until construction of
the mine and mine facilities begins. Once construction is initiated, the operational
monitoring schedule will be utilized. Monitoring will continue through reclamation until
bond release.

Streams




