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Dear Rick:

On behalf of Mining Remedial Recovery Company (MRRC), I would like to thank the
Water Quality Work Group for inviting representatives from mining imerests to participate
in thc UAI.FED procesa

Please accept the tbltowing comment~ rela~cd to documer~ts distributed at the November
20 meeting My comment5 arc limited m parametcr~ ~d action~ r,lated to inactive mines.

¢:AI,FED %’ATER QUALI’fY
ACCEPTABLE RANGES FOR FARA,~IETER.~ OF CONCERN’

(.’upper, cad[~lium and ~,.inr concentrations:

The Central Valley R~iu:lal Water Quality Cor~trol Plan (CVKW~.’P) ar, d Genera! EPA
304(a) guidelines each provide valuable goal setting criteria However. to develop a more
realisti~ set of water quality objectives, some of tl~e EPA and CVRWQCP standards may
require adjt~slments N the dra~ pro~gat, the EPA guidelines lbr these mcta!~ are applied
to the delta, San Joaquin River. and Sacramento River dewnstream of I [amilton City.
wNlc CVRWQCP limb5 are applied ups~r~m ofH~filtotl (~ As a result, acceptable
cadmium concentrations g¢ at~ order ofma~itude higher downstream of thc Highway ~ 2
bridge than upstream of the bridge. Similar discontinukic~ exist for copper, zinc~ and
other c~nstltuent~ of concern, I recommend a l~a~ arbltra~ and digital applicatio~ u~ these
standards to better rcfl~t the benefici!l uses oFthe bay-deha system.
I iuuk ibrwarfl to learning more about the churn concentrations for these meza~s st our
n~t meeting.

Footnme c is incorrect.

For copper, cadmium, ~nc and harG~lcss concentralions expressed in mg,~, the co~vect
tbrmulas are:

Cd = ~l. i~o~l, harda~s~-5.777 X l 0"~
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Plan for Analysi.~ of Propmed %’ater Quality Actions
Mine Drainage Remediation

Study Steps:

1. 1 recommend contacting additional repre~et~tatives fi-om active and inactive minln~
inte~st~. The C~FED pr~css could benefit signi~¢antly from additional expertise.

2. Consider expanding the review proces~ w include additiona! mine remediation
projects. Mining Remedial Recove~ Company (~’ARR(’) owns several inactive copper and
~nc mines in ~e West Shasta Mi~ing Distfi¢~ Currently, M~KC i~ consolidating a waste
rock area and constructing a lined su~a~ water channe! at the Balaklala N~e h] the West
Squaw Creek drainaBc. Plans for control measures at other mines are a[~o being
developed. In general, MRRC is focused on [ow ma[nte~ncc remedial actions that
gen~’aie high b~nefit to cost ratios. Additional remediation projects may also be
r~ommended for study ~’ the EPA and Control Board.

5.b. Ibis study step is net clearly written.

,’S,c. "Io effective[y design and implement retaliation measures, it is necessa~’ to identil~
and quanti~’ sources acid mine drain~e (A~). Ilowev~r, data and mod~l~ alone will
not improve the health of the Bay-Delta system, Pcr[bm~ mathematical modeling only as
n~essa~ or feasible. Moderate control measures including su~dace water divisions,
waste rock covers, and anoxic limestone can he congtmcmd ~qlhoul extensive modeling.

4. Con.,,ider I’up.dil~8 pilot ~tudics to cvakmte new technolosies

General recommendation; Supplement tiffs stud), plan with a timeline and budget.

1 look forward to working with you. Please contact me i~! car, be of further assistance.

Sincerely,

L~n6a Mercurio
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