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8. Follow-up to Item No. 10:  The contour elevation line near the drainageway in the N½ of 
Section 24 is mislabeled on the Contour Map of Post-Mining Topography, Exhibit 3.5.3, as 
2050 when in fact it is 2025.  The Reclamation Division believes that runoff from the NE¼ 
of Section 24 should be directed to Pond 71 rather than towards Pond 52.  This will create a 
watershed break where the long flat channel is proposed and the pre-mine watershed for the 
undisturbed drainageway in the NW¼ of Section 24 will be more similar to the pre-mining 
conditions.  Please revise Exhibit 3.5.3 and all associated exhibits accordingly.  See image 
below.  The surface water PHC may also have to be updated as well.  (GAW) 

 

 
 

9. A discrepancy was noted in the mass balance calculations shown on Exhibit 3.5.3a for the 
void calculations for cross sections #41-42 and #42-43.  Our calculations indicate a much 
larger void than is indicated on the mass balance sheet.  Please recheck the calculations and 
cross sections.  (MDB)  

 
Section 3.7 – Time Schedules 
 

10. Follow-up to Item 14:  The amount of backfilling to be completed each year was increased to 
2.25 million yards; however, under this schedule, the backfilling and grading will not be 
completed for 4 years (2014).  Limited justification was provided for the proposed 
reclamation delay.  Please provide a more detailed justification for the proposed reclamation 
delay or revise the plans for completing the grading within 3 years as we previously 
suggested.  (DKM) 

 
 






