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Ernspgre
The Diviaion received an anendnent propoeal at the Salt Lake

office on Decenber 28, 1988, regarding eeveral diEturbed ereee that rere
addreeeed in Ten-Day-llotice *I(-88-O2-LO7-11TV3 and State Vlolatlon
fgg-30-5-3. The propoeal lE in reference to the treatnent of drainage
fron Enall dleturbed areae that do not paea through a eedlnentatlon pond:

l. outelope bank of upper etorage yard
2. aree north of l{o. I portal
3. ballpark/topeoil etorage erea
4. Blind Canyon fntake portal
5. Upper Bear Canyon Intake portal

For ereae *Lr 2, and 3, etlt fenceE rill be inatalled and
nalntai,ned aE alternatlve EedLment controle. Hovever, for the tro Lntake
breakoute (iternE *4 and 51, epecific controle uere not addreeeed elnce
the operator'e repreaentative felt that the Lnrard elope uould prevent
any diEturbed runoff fron leavtng the portal areeE.

iseIre!e
According to UlfC 8L7.42, alt Eurface drainage fron a dieturbed

area Ehall be paeeed through a Eedinentation pond or treatnent facillty
before leavLng the pernit erea. llorever, the Divleion nay grant
exenptione for enall ereae provlded the operator denonEtratee, by the uae
of alternative eedlnent control meEeuree, that all appllcable Etate and
federal effluent linitatLons rlII be net or that the dralnage uill not
degrade the quality of the receiving ratere.

The operator'e repreeentative hae connltted to inetalling eilt
fencee in etrategic locatione to treat the draLnage fron ereae ,Lr2, and
3 above. Although adequate, I feel llr. llangun ie belng too epeciflc,
eepeclally Elnce llr. HanEen haE made Errengenente to lnetall Etrer balee
at the bal lpark/topeoil  area (convereation r i th l l r .  HanEen on Ll6l89l.
Therefore, a nore generic approach Ehould be taken to liet eeveral
poeelble approved alternativee fron rhlch an approprlate method vill be
choEen.

Goncerning the tro lntake breakoute, l{r. l{angun has euggested
that the dieturbed drainage fron theEe area6 riII not co-nlngle rith anlt
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undisturbed drainage eyetem prinarily becauEe the gradient alopee 2-2 L/2
percent inrard tovardE the mj.ne. Horeverr ro reference haE been nade aE
to the extent of the dlEturbed erea ( iE there a pad preeentr or are the
breakoute at the face of the cllff?}. AIEo, rould the edditlonat lnflux
of uater hanper preeent nining operatione and neceeeitate further punping?
(hor nuch drainage vould paag through the breakoutE?l

Flnally' one other aree that rae overlooked by nyeelf and llr.
l langun ie the preeent topeoil pile acroea fron the nine offfce/ecale
house. Ae deffned, the topeoil pile lE a dieturbed area and ehould paae
through a treatnent facillty. The topeoil pile iE rell vegetated and iE
contained rithin a berm, houeverr dhl drainage that ehould happen to leave
the area rould flor directly lnto Bear Creek vLa a culvert. Therefore,
the topeoil ptle ehould elEo be conEidered for an SAE aB rell even though
alternative controlE are in place.

Further, lfr. l{angun ie reninded that alt arees approved for
SAE'8 nuet be naintelned untll it can be denonstrated thet the applicable
effluent linitationE and/or vegetatlon rate of BucceEE are Euch that
alternatlve Eedinent controrE are no ronger needed.

Eeeessssds!lese
A. I reconnend that a conditional approval be granted for areeB *Lrz, and
3 r l th the fol lor ing condit ione:

1. AddreEE the eedinent control nethode in a nore general faehl.on
unleEE eilt fencee are to be inatalled throughout the eite

2. Supply an updated Hydrology nap depicting the placenent of the
nevly conEtructed eedLment control etructuree.

B. I aleo recoumend denial of the proposal for areaa t4 and 5. The tro
breakoute have not been adequately addreeeed, epecificalty regarding the
anount of drainage that vill be anticipated and the amount of dleturbance
that hae occurred. Croee eectionE and plan vlere of the areae ehould be
eubmitted Eo that a conaonant eolution nay be achieved.


