Bjornsen, Alan

From: | Bob Budd [bbudd@state.wy.us]
Sent: Sunday, June 13, 2010 9:25 PM
Ta: _ Brian Rutledge; Bill Hill: Chris Keefe; Mark Wintand; Jonathan Madill; Paui Uirich; Clint

McCarthy; Peter McDonald; Brian-Kelly; Pat Deibert; Rene Braud; Doug Thompson; Helen
Jones; Jason Fearneyhough; Ryan Lance; John Andrikopoulis; Donna Wichers; John
Emmerich; Penny Beliah; Xavier Montoya; Carol Bilbrough; John Corra; Susan Child

i Ce: : Bob Harshbarger; Chariey Dein;. Dave Appiegate; Tom Clayson; Gregg Bierei;. Wendy

5 Hutchinson; Sandy DaRif;. Barbara Dilts; Sherlyn_Kaiser@Barrasso.senate.gov; Barbara

. . Chase; Bruce Lawson; Bob Green; Jessica Baldwin; Lyndon Bucher; Dru Bower-Moore; Nick

] Agopian; Sandy Tinsley, Nate: Ferguson Alan Edwards; Lauren Furtney, Scott Benson,

. Jennifer Hartman; Lesley Roth; Jack Palma; Alan Rabinoff, Bill Vetter; Karyn Coppinger,;

i Jackie King; Johnnie Burton; Bjornsen, Afan; Mark Taliman; Matt Grant; Cheryl Sorenson;

: . Mike Smith; Dave Lockman; Jay Jerde; Jon Kehmeier;, Garry-Miller; Renee Taylor; Bobbie -

. Frank; Charles Kelsey; Paul Goss; Wayne Heili; Marion Loomis; Lynn Welker; Richard '

i Zander; Erik Molvar; Dan Heilig; Dary! Lutz; Mary Flanderka, Tom Christiansen; Brian Reilly; -

: -Holiis Wold; Ken Hamilton; Christy:Hemken; Don McKenzne Dick Loper; Sophte Osborn; Jim

Magagna; Scott Streeter; Mike. Fraley
Subject: Fwd: Final Draft, Mining Stips
Attachments: MineStips 5-20-10 UraniumBentonite Mods (06-08-10) Final Draft.docx

These are the comments and suggestions from the mining folks.....

Bob Budd, Executive Director
State of Wyoming

Wildlife and Natural Resource Trust
500 East Fremont

Riverion, Wyoming 82501

(307) 856-4665 (OFFICE)

(b)(6) (CELL) . ,
(b)(6) ¥HOME) _ N
bbudd@state.wy.us | S

>>> "Donna Wichers (USA - Casper)" <Donna.Wichers@uranium1.com> 6/8/2010 8:30 PM >>>
Bob, :

Attached is the final draft of the mine stips. | believe that | have everyone's comments incorporated. Please
let me know what the next step is prior to next week's meeting. Again, the industry offers to discuss these -
stips during a conference call with you, WDEQ, WGFD, etc. to gain some sort of consensus prior to next
week's meeting. We can always agree to disagree on-any issues we cannot work out, and will leave those to
you and the SGIT.

Thanks for everyone's input and solid advice. [f there is something that | missed, iet me know.

Donna

Donna L. Wichers

Senior Vice President, ISR Operahons

Uranium One Americas, Inc.
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907 North Poplar, Suite 260

Casper, Wyoming 82601

Tel: (307) 234-8235, ext. 333

Fax; (307) 237-8235 ’ ‘ .
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MINING STIPULATIONS INSIDE CORE AREAS

No Su>rfacc .

Occupancy definition
(WGFD definition)

No Surface Qceupancy” (NSO), as used in these recommendations, means no surface
facilities including roads shall be placed within the NSO area, Other activitics may be
authorized with the application of appropriate seasonal stipulations, provided the resources
protected by the NSO arc not adversely afTected, For example, underground utilities may be
permissible if installation is completed outside periods specified in applicable seasonal
stipulations and significant resource damage does not occur. Similarly, geophysical
exploration may be permissible in accordance with seasonal slipulations.

the PIM ‘concept; and:there are no” .
NS definitions of “nonfunctional”; nor * ;urroundmg
o projecis/dctivities. . :

R,
1 Deleted: ASSUMPTIONS from SGIT )

 Deleted: 1, Project arca is considered anslogous to
i pady-

2 Huhunl rcndtrcd nunfuncnonal duc 0 surrounding
factivities are .

PEO)

1. Grandfathered

Areas alrcady disturbed or approved for disturbance in mine plans approved prior to the
Governor's Executive Order, dated August 1, 2008, are not subject to new sage-grouse
stipulations, cxcept that these mine operations may not initiate activities resulting in new
surface occupancy within 0.6 mile of the perimeter of a sage-grouse lek. |

2. Areas within 0.6
mile of an occupied
lek

No new surface occupancy may occur within 0.6 miles of the perimeter of an occupied sage-
grouse lek. Exceptions may be considered by the LQD, in_consubtation with WGFD, on a _
case by case basis

i Oomment [dIw2): This s & definition. If.we are |
- goin 10 have definition - ]
below the: mpulunons entitléd de

. | Deleted: Any cxisting disturbance wilt be counted
« | 1oward the calcuised diswrbance cap for » new

3. Overhead lines New overhead lines must be located at least 0.6 mile from the perimeter of a sage-grouse lek. ['.". | proposed activity
New lines should be buried where possible and raptor proofed where not buried. { Deleted: . J
4. Exploration Exploration activities in core areas may occur from July 1 to March 14, Exploration ( Deleted: WGFD and j

activitics in unsuitable habitat may also be approved for vear-round exploration (including
March 15-June 30) on a case by case basis. |

3. Development

For development drilling or ore body delineation drilled on tight centers_(fess than 100" x

Comment [dlw4].wWGFD hns no regulnwry or
cnforccmcnt power over, mmm;; opcrauons Thl! [T

‘that dug'to the

t 'deS]: We
- nuturc ofcxplorauon dnlhng (a very:smatl,
ct porarily. disturbiéd rea.that is immedidtely 121)

drilling & /Ore body | 100°), the disturbatice area will be delineated by the external limits of the development arca. B [’7 ‘
delineation

6. Initial annual All topsoil stripping and vegetation removal (initial disturbance) will occur between July 1

disturbance and March 14 in areas that are within 4,0 miles of an occupied lck. Initial disturbance in

unsuxtable habitat between March 15 and Jung 30 may bc approvcd on a case by casc basis.
L . womstil

gctalm
toposed

disturbance:area_then initial-disturbarice” mny oeenrbétweeniMarehil S Yune:30

If pests

1 or broods-are found during the survevsthen jnifial-disturbancé.will not'occuruntil, aﬂar June

30, |

* | Deleted: A ing a widely-spaced diswrbance
panern, the actua) Iboxpnm w.ll be considere 1]
[oeleced }

<
Co ment; [LBG] This was ¢ akey cancept fn'the
’ snps prcwously ngreed‘m'by WYGF“LQD o T3]

ment LB7] ‘A% indicated in olhcr sections,
WYGF has- no rcgulmory authority: 'Lenvmg 14]

7. Rollover criteria_for

new authorizagions |

Disturbed arcas can be removed from the disturbance cap when they have been reclaimed
through secding, the reclamation has been in place for at least two full growing seasons, and

agency inspection (LQDY, verifies that there is expression of the seed mix, that plants are.

establishing, and invasive plants are controlled. Reciamation thal]falH subscquem o
verification will be placed back into the disturbance cap.

On those acres where sagebrush establishment is prescribed, a temporary rollover release can
be achieved based on grass and forb establishment_if the permunent reclumation seed mix_for

’r ted: or WGF

";'u
IZEV

an be very subjective }

i thefes ure nu shmb slq ... ‘ 51 }

)

d: However, sagebrush establish }

the mine plan includes sagebrush. Adequacy of permanen! reglamation will Follow staory
requirements for mine permilg!

| Deleted: must be achieved within 10 5 years 1o !
achicve permanent credit. Acres where sageb{ - _16]

7
i

9. New permits and

other authorizations

The disturbance cap acreage for new permit actions must be less than or equal to 5% of
suitable habitat within the permit area plus any approved adjacent lands the permittee
controls. Larger disturbance acreage may be considered, bul in no case shall exceed 5% of
the suitable habitat within the Project Impact Assessment Area (PLAA). Additionally, the -
acreage approved for the disturbance cap plus all existing disturbance in the PIAA cannot
exceed 5% of suitable habitat within the PIAA. Unsuitable habitat occurring within the
project arca will not be counted toward the disturbance cap.

Appliesito: New permils, amendments that are not contiguous with the exisiing pcrmn;

consistent withithe Grnndfmhcrms stipulation [8)

and suthorizations

( Comment; [dlwm] Thig stipulatians is NOT _4
. [8]

4 Deleted: &’ Disturbance caps for existing permits 1

Deleted: Once gnndfnhcrcd activity is completed, I
a disturbance cap will be applied 1o new dis(” 77
1 Comment: [dlwll] Exploration drilling, llccns,s
"1 to. explorc dozmg (who does this-anymore???[" 1§
VS .. ] Deleted: , new drilling novifications, and new
L licenses 1o explore by dozing

10. Suitable sage-
grouse habitat

Suitable sage-grouse habitat will be indentified and mapped using baseline surveys and the
WGFD sage-grouse habitat maps. Any habitat that is not suitable sage-grause habitat is
considered unsuitable habitat, '

" { oeleted: .
. { Deleted: 11. Unsuitable habitat

A

. | Deleted: Unsuitable habitat shauld be analyzed in
£ a seasonal and landscape context, ona case [ 10

h 2
Modified My 20, 20103clgan) and nodified 060710 by Lrapium, Benionile
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12, Sage-grousc,
sopservaiion plan

_The project proponent will work with LOD , during the:perr

i

itting process 1o establish a sage

grouse monitoring, protection, and habitat enhancunem plan, in coordination with \\ 3
This plan wxll be ﬁubmmed by the operalor for mclusxon in thc permit. Modifications o lhu

13. Monitoring

The mine operator will coordinate with LOD and WGFD to develop a monitoring plan. The

monitoring plan will be included in the sage-grouse protection plan, and will be incorporated
into the mine permit. Monitoring results wili be reported annually in the mine permit annual

report 1 LOD and 1o WGFD. Pre-disturbance surveys will conducted for at least two years.
The second vear of the survey may be conducted concurrent with LQD permit review,

14. Adaptive response

If monitoring results show a declinie in number of male grouse attending monitored leks,
using a three-year running average during any five-year period, that is not consistent with
statewide or resional results, the operator will review the results to evaluate possible causes,
Jf declines are gletermined to be caused by the operation, the operator will propose adaplive |

[management respanses 10 increase the nurgber ol birds. IF the operator cannot demgnstrale a

restoration of bu’d numbers to baselme levuls cstablnshcd by the two- ycar pre dlsturbance

three yvears operations wa cease unul such numbers are achlcved

( Deleted: protection i

) { Deleted: WGFD J

" { eleted: LD )

!

| icomi en. [d_l\fl, ‘2]"Agmn ‘WGFD has no legal

: Lneleted Garoma )

{mpulmons We ‘do:not see this requirement for oif

laté mining,
m WDEQ LQD

‘Cum'ment [dlw13] (This i NOT corisistent with
dfnxhcnng.' whcre any oxisting
permits’ wr!hm core“hre:not: :ubjcci to the sage grouse

~and g, or.other. developmems tht,are permitted.

Deleted: Operators with existing permits will work
with WGFD to establish a sage-grouse monitoring,
p and habitat enh: plan to verify
that sage-grouse counts are not declining, and to

I the permit with the objective of minimizing

15. Seed mixes

Reclamation seed mixes will be tailored to benefit sage-grouse and {o replace or enhance
sage-grouse habitat to the degree that environmental conditions are conducive to support
those sced mixes. Landowners will be consulied on seed mixes on private lands.

A

* . | impact on sage-grouse.

' {Deleted‘ and propose adaptive management

responses 10 increase the number of hirds.

16. Credit

Acieuge credit may be given pn an sere-for-ucre bagis for completion of habitat

enhancements,_or restoration of previously rectaimed tands 10 functional sage grouse

~\ ‘{ Deleted: likely

\P. 4

and

habital, as detailed in the suge erouse conservation plan. These habitat enhancements
or restoratiuns may be used as credit for rcclamauon that is slow o establish in order
to maintain the disturbance cap,

o
N (Ddeted: and/or reference arca surveys
( Deleted: Some credit

17. Exceptions

Exceptions to above stipulations will be considered by the WGFD and LQD on a case by
case basis. The company requesting the exception to the stipulation bears the responsibility
1o demonstrate the exception will not cause declines in sage-grouse populations.

T { Deleted: or 1o improve nearby sage-grouse

\*v;/&_/L/;/\_.-——J

habitat.

T
:
()

Modified Moy 20, 2010 tclesn} and modified G0-07:10 by Urasiune, Hemonug

. fcommient: ‘[dIw14]): Are measuring noise levels |
at the perimeter.of a lek during this breeding period a
good:idea?.: Where does this standard conie from?

-We. havc NSO. .within 0.6 miles of the perimeter of a

il
[ Deleted: .

’:( Deleted: (8. Noise Resuictions ’

Deleted: Limit noise 1o 10 dBA above nawral,
amhient noise (approx, 39 dBA} measured at the

' | perimeter of a lek from Masch | 1o May !5
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lPagel,[l]Deleted C e T ~6/5/2010:8:40:00PM |

Assuming a widely-spaced disturbance pattern, the actual footprmt Wlll be considered the disturbance
area

| page'ii[2)Commient fdW5). . v . Ll - S mo . 6/7/20104:05:00 PM i

We assume that due to the nature of explorauon drlllmo (avery small temporanly disturbed area that is immediately

- reclaimed after drilling) that a disturbance area and PIAA is not required. If this statement remains, we would
recommend that “widely spaced disturbance pattern be defined as greater than 100” x 100°, consistent with
Stipulation No. 5.

[:Pagef1:[3):Comment [LB6] - .. . . _.Jdbuch. .. o . . . 6/7/2010.4:05:00 PM :|
This was a key concept in the stips previously agreed to by WYGF, LQD, and bentomte producers. Forcing all
topsoil stripping between July | and March 14 encourages unintended consequences of taking larger blocks of

vegetation out of production for longer periods of time and compromises reclamation success by stockpiling soil
rather than live-spreading. An operator should have the option of taking the extra steps to minimize impacts to the

bird

|:Page 1:[4) Comment [LBZ] . ..:5 0 lbuch | N 6/7/2010°4:05:00 PM " |
As indicated in other sections, WYGF has no regulatorv duthorny Leavmg bolh agencies in this document will
inevitably lead to a need to “consult and agree” bureaucracy. :

[Page1:[5)Commentfdiwd] .. - ... . . o5 ... . 6/7/20104:05:00'PM |
We are going against established state law .. there are no shrub standards for non-coal operations, but there are for
coal. We highly recommend that the SGIT approve stipulations that are consistent with current state law.

|:Page iDeleted:.. e o - o - 46572010 8:58:00:6M -,|

must be achieved \vnhm 10 5 years to achleve permamnt cr edlt Acres where sagebrush does not
establish will be placed back into the disturbance cap

|:Page:t:f7aDeleted: - .7 o oo T T T 615/2010.9:12:00.PM |
Once grandfathered activity is completed a disturbance cap w1ll be apphed to new disturbance in existing

" permits so that acres of suitable habitat-disturbed by mining activities is maintained at a constant level.
The pace of reclamation is maintained to balance the initiation of new activities. The number of acres
approved for rollover are applied to new disturbance. These rollover acres constitute the allowable

acreage for future disturbance.
Applies to: Existing Permits, Dnlhng Notifications, and Licenses to Explore by Dozing

[.Page:[8) CommentIdiwio] - g N i6/7/2010:4:05:00:PM -}
This stipulations is NOT consistent thh the Grandfathermg stlpulatlon above lf you have an approved mine plan
that takes you through 20 years of mining, that plan is approved and a company should NOT be limited. The
grandfathering stipulation clearly states that areas that are disturbed or approved for disturbance are NOT subject to

the sage grouse stipulations.
[iPage1:[9]iComment [diw11] , . 6/7/2010°4:05:00PM" |
Exploration drilling, licenses to explore dozing (who does thls anymore???) require immediate, permanem
reclamation after drilling and logging the holes. 1f the spacing for exploration drilling is the “footprint”, then how
do you determine the 5% suitable habitat? This will not work for exploration drilling.

A I e

[Page’1:[10):Deleted -6/5/2010 9:25:00:PM ]

Unsuitable habitat should be analyzed ina seasonal and landscape context, on a case by case basis,
~istnida tha N & mile hoffer aronnd leks. The primary focus should be on protection of suitable habitats
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