WHARF RESOURCES (U.S.A.), INC.
A wholly owned subsidiary of Goldcorp Inc.

December 1, 2010

BLM - South Dakota Field Office
Marian Atkins

310 Roundup Street

Belle Fourche, SD 57717

Certified Mail

Re:  Pre-submission Conference to determine post-mining land use for proposed
Wharf Permit.

Dear Marian Atkins,

A meeting is scheduled with the South Dakota Department of Environment and Natural
Resources for 11:00 am December 15, 2010 at the Wharf Administration Office to confer
and determine the post-mining land use of the affected lands. As a landowner of property
potentially affected by the proposed Permit you or your designated representative should
attend.

If you wish to designate a representative from Wharf Resources (USA) Inc. to confer on
your behalf please sign the post script on this letter and return to Wharf Resources (USA)
Inc. 10928 Wharf Road, lead, SD 57754-9710.

Sincerely

A7 - I/- /f:; //f
4 ;./,;i- %// LL’//
Bill Shand

By signing below I designate the Wharf Resources Staff to confer and determine the post-
mining land use of affected lands associated with the proposed new permit on my behalf.

Signature Date

10928 Wharf Road s Lead, South Dakota 57754-9710
Telephone (605) 584-1441 « Fax (805) 584-4184



WHARF RESOURCES (U.S.A.), INC.
A wholly owned subsidiary of Goldcorp Inc.

SGOLDCORP

USA

December 20, 2010

Mr. Mike Cepak

DENR — Mining & Minerals
Joe Foss Building

523 East Capitol Avenue
Pierre, SD 57501-3181

RE:  Determination of Post mining land use for proposed new permit for Wharf and Golden
Reward

Dear Mike:

Pursuant to ARSD 74:29:06:01 a pre-submission conference was held at the Wharf Mine on
December 16, 2010 to confer and determine the post mining land use for the area affected by the
proposed new permit for Wharf and Golden Reward. Certified letters were sent to the surface
land owners of record, including Black Hills Chair lift, the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
and Steve Slowey, inviting them to the meeting. The meeting was attended by you Mike Cepak,
Eric Holm, Mike Lees, Roberta Hudson, Matt Hicks, and Hannah Alberus-Benham from the
South Dakota Department of Environment and Natural Resources. Tom Marsing attended the
meeting representing the Black Chair Lift. The BLM indicated by phone that they would not
attend the meeting but would send a letter indicating their preferred post mine land use. Steve
Slowey sent Wharf a letter indicating that Wharf was his designated representative at the meeting.
The meeting was attended by me Ron Waterland, Ken Nelson, and Lynne Blackman from Wharf
Resources.

We agreed that multiple post mining land uses for the entire area was appropriate. They include
the following reclamation standards outlined in ARSD 74:29:07:  Rangeland (ARSD
74:29:07:20), Recreation (ARSD 74:29:07:23), Industrial Use (ARSD 74:29:07:24), and Home
Sites (ARSD 74:29:07:25). It was determined that the industrial use category would be used for
property developed for commercial use property. A conceptual plan would be developed but it
would be for discussion during permitting and subject to change with developing mine plans.
The rangeland category would be used for the alternate post mining land use required for the
home sites and industrial categories. All concurrent reclamation would be completed towards the
rangeland category as it is best suited to maintain sediment and erosion control.

Please contact me at 605-584-4155 should you have any questions.

Sincerely, g _

Ronald A. Waterland
Environmental Manager
Wharf Resources

Xc: Bill Shand, Wharf
Jim Schaffer, BLM
Tom Marsing, Black Hills Chair Lift
Steve Slowey

10928 Wharf Road e Lead, South Dakota 57754-9710
Telephone (605) 584-1441 « Fax (605) 584-4188



WHARF RESOURCES (U.S.A.), INC.
A wholly owned subsidiary of Goldcorp Inc.

HGOLDCORP

UsSHA

December 20, 2010

Jim Schaffer

BLM- Field Office

111 Gary Owen Rd

Miles City, MT 59301-0940

Re:  Pre-submission Conference to determine post-mining land use for proposed
Wharf Permit.

Dear Mr. Schafer,

A meeting was held with the South Dakota Department of Environment and Natural
Resources on December 15, 2010 at the Wharf Administration Office to confer and
determine the post-mining land use of the affected lands. We determined that multiple
post mining land uses were appropriate for the area affected by mining. The attached
letter lists the categories that we agreed on. If you are in agreement, please send us a
letter indicating so.

If you have any questions please feel free to contact me at 605-584-4155.

Sincerely

Ron Waterland
Environmental Manager
Wharf Resources

Xe:  Bill Shand, Wharf Resources
Mike Cepak, SD DENR

10928 Wharf Road e Lead, South Dakota 57754-9710
Telephone (605) 584-1441  Fax (605) 584-4184



WHARF RESOURCES (U.S.A.), INC.
A wholly owned subsidiary of Geldcorp Inc.

SGOLDCORP

December 20, 2010

Tom Marsing

Black Hills Chair Lift
21120 Stewart Slope Rd.
Lead, SD 57754

Re:  Pre-submission Conference to determine post-mining land use for proposed
Whatf Permit.

Dear Mr, Marsing,

A meeting was held with the South Dakota Department of Environment and Natural
Resources on December 15, 2010 at the Wharf Administration Office to confer and
determine the post-mining land use of the affected lands. We determined that multiple
post mining land uses were appropriate for the area affected by mining. The attached
letter lists the categories that we agreed on. If you are in agreement, please send us a
letter indicating so.

If you have any questions please feel free to contact me at 605-584-4155.
Sincerely

T, Witelin )

Ron Waterland
Environmental Manager
Wharf Resources

Xc:  Bill Shand, Wharf Resources
Mike Cepak, SD DENR

10928 Wharf Road e Lead, South Dakota 57754-9710
Telephone (605) 584-1441 « Fax (605) 584-4184



%ﬂ@ DEPARTMENT of ENVIRONMENT
and NATURAL RESOURCES

PMB 2020
JOE FOSS BUILDING
523 EAST.CAPITOL
PIERRE, SOUTH DAKOTA 57501-3182

denr.sd.gov

(AT e, CReAT PLACES
December 30, 2010

Ron Waterland
Environmental Manager
Wharf Resources

10928 Wharf Road
Lead, SD 57754-9710

Dear Mr. Waterland:

During the December 16, 2010 pre-submission conference at the Wharf Mine, we discussed the
proposed post mine land uses for the area affected by the proposed new mine permit. In
accordance with SDCL 45-6B-44 and ARSD 74:29:06:01, the department concurs with Wharf
Resources and the other surface owners that the multiple post mine land uses of rangeland,
recreation, industrial use, and home sites are appropriate post mine land uses for the proposed
affected area.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

Eric Holm '
Natural Resources Engineer
Minerals and Mining Program
Telephone: (605) 773-4201

FAX: (605) 773-5286
E-mail: eric.holm@state.sd.us



WHARF RESOURCES (U.S.A.), INC.

SGOLDCORP

usA

January 26, 2011

Sarah Eggebo

District Conservationist

Belle Fourche NRCS Field Office
1837 5th Ave.

Belle Fourche, SD 57717

Re:  Proposed Seed Mix for New Permit Reclamation Plan.
Dear Ms. Eggebo,

As per my email and your response on January 4, 2011, I need a letter from you
indicating that we conferred on the selection of our final seed mix for reclamation of the
proposed area affected by the area we are proposing to permit for mining. I have
attached the final seed mix table along with a table showing the nurse seed mix that will
be used in conjunction with the final seed mix during reclamation.

If you have any questions please feel free to contact me at 605-584-4155.
Sincerely

(R Wasde N
Ron Waterland

Environmental Manager
Wharf Resources

10928 Wharf Road » Lead, South Dakota 57754-9710
Telephone (605) 584-1441 « Fax (605) 584-4184



WHARF RESOURCES (U.S.A.), INC.

Whait Reclamation Seed Mix

Final Reclamation Seed Mix

Species Pounds PLS/ACRE
Alfalfa

White Dutch Clover
Slender Wheatgrass
Thickspike Wheatgrass
Hard Fescue

Timothy

Western Wheatgrass
Russian Wildrye
Canada Bluegrass
Pubescent Wheatgrass
Blanket Flower
Black-eyed Susan
Rocky Mt. Penstemon

——WwWuhuooowhwoowuunn
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g
=

TOTAL

Nurse Crop Seed Mixture
(*PLS = Pure Live Seed)

Species Pounds PLS*/ACRE
Spring Wheat 40
Siberian Millet 7
Annual Ryegrass 4
TOTAL 51

10928 Wharf Road e Lead, South Dakota 57754-9710
Telephone (605) 584-1441 e Fax (605) 584-4184



United States Department of Agriculture

ONRCS

Natural Resources Conservation Service
1837 5™ Ave S Helping People Phone: (605) 892-3368, Ext. 3

Belle Fourche, SD 57717 Help the Land Fax: (605) 892-6189

January 31, 2011

Ron Waterland
Environmental Manager
Wharf Resources, Inc.
10928 Wharf Road
Lead, SD 57754-9710

Dear Ron,

| received your letter and the final seed mix for the proposed reclamation site. | approve the
seed mixture. | believe that the seeding mixture will provide adequate cover.

Please contact me at (605) 892-3368, Ext. 3 if you have questions or need further clarification
on this matter.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Eggebo
District Conservationist
Belle Fourche Field Office

The Natural Resources Conservation Service provides leadership in a partnership effort to help people
conserve, maintain, and improve our natural resources and environment.

An Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer



‘ﬁ@; DEPARTMENT of ENVIRONMENT
and NATURAL RESOURCES

PMB 2020
JOE.FOSS BUILDING
523 EAST CAPITOL
— PIERRE, SOUTH DAKOTA 575013182

EHERT FAE[S GHW PUMS www,state.sd.us/denr

April 7, 2008

Carol Koerner

Environmental/Governmental Affairs

Wharf Resources

10928 Wharf Road

Lead, SD 57754

RE: Technical Revision to Revise the Forage Production Performance Criteria for the
Postmine Land Use of Woodland Grazing

Dear Ms. Koerner:

Staff review has been completed on the technical revision submitted January 17, 2008 and
supplemental information submitted January 22, February 19 and 27, and April 3, 2008. The
technical revision would allow Wharf to revise the forage production performance criteria at the
Wharf Mine for the postmine land use of woodland grazing. Based on our review, the
department grants conditional approval for the technical revision. This approval is contingent on
Wharf complying with the following conditions:

1. The useable forage production criteria listed on page 9 in the February 19, 2008 revision
to the “Revegetation Monitoring and Bond Release Program” document will be one of the
criteria used by the department to determine whether areas are eligible for reclamation
liability release. Wharf shall insert the new forage production criteria into the
Reclamation Performance Criteria document with the American Eagle information during
the next update.

2. Wharf shall submit a map showing revegetation units and sampling locations at least 30
days prior to sampling.

3. Wharf shall notify the department at least 10 days prior to the commencement of
vegetation sampling.

This letter serves only to approve the above-mentioned technical revision. This letter in no way
is to be construed as agreement to, or approval of, any plans associated with the project.



If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

Eric Holm

Natural Resources Engineer
Minerals and Mining Program
Telephone: (605) 773-4201

FAX: (605) 773-5286
E-mail: eric.holm@state.sd.us

cc:  Mark Keenihan, Rapid City Regional Office
Stan Michals, Game, Fish, and Parks



WHARF RESOURCES (USA) INC.

REVEGETATION MONITORING (SECTION |) / BOND RELEASE (SECTION II) PROGRAM

By:
CEDAR CREEEK ASSOCIATES, INC,
Fort Collins, Colorado

(970) 223-0775

January, 2008

Revised February, 2008



WHARF RESOURCES (USA) INC.
REVEGETATION MONITORING (SECTION |) / BOND RELEASE (SECTION Il) PROGRAM

Section L. Site-S ific Procedures fo toring of eget e Facilities

1.0 Introduction

Reclamation moniioring includes several elements including the monitoring of vegetation
establishment, plant community composition, and soil stability,. This document describes the
revegetation evaluation procedures to be used by Wharf Resources (USA) inc. (Wharf) for
monitoring and analysis of vegetation establishment (revegetation} of permitled disturbances.
These procedures support the process leading to eventual financial guarantee or assurance

release in accordance with permit requirements for documentation of successful revegstation.

It is the intent of Wharf to establish a reasonable and effective program 1o track the progress
of revegetation on areas generally closed to active ming operations. This program will track
progress both during the period of vegetation establishment and development (approximately 3 to
4 years after planting) and during the period thatl follows (after 4 years) until the financial
assurance is released. When implemented, this "plan” will provide a scientifically defensible
means to determine when units of reclaimed land have met reclamation success criteria and can
be identified as “ready for sursty and liability release” {releasabls}). The procedures will also
identify those areas, or substantive portions of areas, that are not responding sufficiently to be

releasable.

2.0 Revegetation Monitoring Procedures

2.1  Step One — Organization of Existing Information

The first step in the overall monitoring process is to collect and organize all existing
information regarding each unit of currently revegetated land. A revegetated unit consists of a
defined area based on management criteria {e.g., areas with common revegetation procedures,
initiation times, defined functions such as a waste rock area, or areas with other unigue
designations or segregation). Often, segregation will be made based on slope, aspect, change of
revegstation technique or practice, or other informational basis. Necessary information includes
mapping, to document the extent of applied procedures with respect io the permit area and all
applied revegetation specifications as indicated on an “as-built” sheet (illustrated below). Once all
currently existing revegetated units have been documented in this manner, an “as-built” sheet will

be completed for each new revegetated unit forward.

CEDAR CRERE ASSOUIATES, INC. Page 1 Wharf Resources {USA), Inc, Bond Release



Example “As Bulit” Sheet

IRevegetaﬂon Unit IUnit Code
Locabion of Unit:
Reclamation Supervisor: Revegetstion Contracion: Unlt Acreage:
Topography: Isoll Amendments:
Aspedt: I % Stovo: How Applied:
Subsuriace Material:
Regrading Holes: When:
__[Firet Pass Included:
[¥opsoli: Yes / No Seed Mix / Fediizer / Muleh / Tackiiar
Depth of topsoll | Mo/r of Placement: Pass inchided:
Surfwe.Preperatlon: Seed Hix / Fediifzer / Mulch / Tackilier
Fertllizer:
Alt. Growth Media: . Yes/Nao . Matenal Applied Lbs/Ao.
Depth of AGM: { Ma/Ye of Placement:]
Surace Preparation:
Seeding 7 Planting:
Bource of Seed Mix: Tshrub Plantings (Tubelings) Mulch:
Method of Application: Method of Application: Materlnl Applied Lbs/Ae.
Mix Name: Acreage Applied To:
WMIN: When Applied:
1Species Seeded: |bs of PLS Species Planted: Total Humber
: Tackifier:
Waterisi Appiied Lbs/Ac,
OPTIONAL Growth Medla Sample Resulis
Paramet D-12" 12- 24"
il
Total: [} {E. Cond.pmmcurn;
15AR o,
{Other Motes: [CEC
% Org. Mat.
THON ypm)
Hy ppm}
P tpowy
| L.
[Potasn
Juime
feecos
)
fre e
| LY.
| L.
[
Jha ey
=)
_ Tolal: 0.00 180 pey
[Fost-Flanting Trestment: S om
Surfecs Treatments: fsangcn)
% Sand
.. Supplementat Fesiifizer: %Sl
% Ctay
Other: [Texture

CEDAR CRERK ASSOCTIATES,Inc.  Page 2 Wharf Resources {USA), Inc. Bond Relsase



2.2 Step Two - Monitor Existing Revegetated Units

Existing revegetated units should be evaluated and assessed for expressed conditions and
“raleasable” status. |n this regard, Year 2 monitoring protocols {see Step Four below) would be
implemented on all exésting revegetated units as deemed necessary. Resultant data would be
analyzed and interpreted and recommendations proftered with regard 1o these units as discussed

for the overall protocol.

2.3  Siep Three - Slte Reviews

it is anticipated that site reviews of revegetation by the agencies will become a regular event
as concurrent reclamation matures and becomes releasable. It is Wharf's proposal that such site
revisws be scheduled during the late Spring / early Summer following sampling for release of any
given revegetated unit as opposed to a visit prior to sampling. In this manner, any areas
unsuitable for release will be identified by Wharf and have treatment plans developed prior to

review by the agencies.

An opportunity will be provided to agency representatives for field review of areas which
have met reclamation success criteria and are ready for parlial or complete release. Any
remaining concems can be discussed and addressed at this time. W substantial work
requiremenis remain, submittal for release can be postponed until subsequent evaluations

support moving ahead with the process.

24  Step Four — Revegetation Monitoring Scheduie

With the exception of existing revegetated surfaces, revegsiation efforts will be subjected 1o
the following monitoring proceduras during post-planting Years 1, 2, and 3. For revegetated units
older than 3 years that have not been identifisd for release, a protocol for Post-Year 3 monitoring
will be implemented to provide a means to ensure against adverse impacts to reclamation {e.g.,

weed infestation, overgrazing, etc.).

241 Year 1 Monitoring

During the first growing season following seeding, a revegetated unit will be subjected to a
relatively brief evaluation to docurnent plant establishment. This evaluation consisis of a qualitied
observer traversing the subject area and evaluating vegetation establishment. Approximately 1
hour of qualitative review time per 50 acres will be expendsd. During the traverses, the observer
will note, among other items: 1) poor seedling emergence, 2) pervasively weak or stressed

seedlings, 3) indicators of soil fertility problems, 4) noxious weeds or invasive plant infestation, 5)

CebAR CREEE ASSCCIATES, INC. Page 3 Wharf Resources {(LJSA), Inc. Bond Release



evidence of unintended livestock grazing, 6) excessive erosion, 7) evidence of acid formation, 8)
evidence of structural instability (stress fractures, piping, etc.), 9) “pockets” of the aforementioned,

and 10) any other similar revegetation / reclamation related problems.

In addition to this qualitative evaluation, the surveying observer will collect semi-quantitative
samples to document the emergent density of seeded species. This procedure will occur as
follows. For areas less than 10 acres in size, a total of 5 samples will be collected, For areas
between 10 and 100 acres in size, a total of 10 samples wili be collected. For areas between 100
and 500 acres in size, a total of 20 samplss will be collected. Finally, for areas larger than 500
acres in size a total of 30 samples will be coliected. Each sample will consist of a group of five 1-
ft* quadrats distributed in an unbiased manner. The number of emergent plants rooted within the
perimeter will be recorded accordingly into one of six classes: perennial grass, perennial forb,
shrub, tree, annual grass, or annual forb, This procedure typically takes 2 to 3 minuies per
sample point (5 quadrats) yet yields valuable information on the success of the seeding effort.
Efforts that result in less than 1 perennial emergent per it* are considered 1o be poor and may
need remediation. Efforts exhibiting 1 to 2 perennial emergents per #t? are considered to be fair,
while 3-4 perennial emergents per fi* are considered good. Finally, 5 or more perennial

emergents per ft® are considered to be very good to excellent seeding efforts.

The revegetated unit should also be circumnavigated on foot with a sub-meter GPS to field
delineate the unit boundary. In this manner, any discrepancy between planned and actual area of
revegstation will be documented. However, this activity is optional depending on the veracity of
planned vs. actua! rectamation.

The results of the qualitative and semi-quaniilative survey will form the basis for
recommendations for any future needs of the revegetated unit. For most efforts it is anticipated
that a recommendation to proceed fo Year 2 monitoring will be made. Other possibie
recommendations include:

1. Allow additional ime for seed to emerge and re-evaluate using Year 1 Protocols.

2. Reireat all or parts of a unit by reseeding, fertilizing, weed control efforts, addressing acid
generation or stability concerns, etc. An important concaept that must be kept in mind is that
precipitation is not always favorable for revegetation efforts in any given year, just as occurs
for agricultural practices. Also, species, growth form and depredation by granivores, mold
and fungus will be reviewed. Therefore, as indicaled above, & second growing season is
occasionally necessary to achieve the desired seedling emergence. If however, after two
growing ssasons emergence is still unsatisfaclory, reseeding may be necessary.

CEDAR CREEE AssqciaTes, Inc. Page 4 Whart Resources (USA), In¢. Bond Release



2.4.2 Year 2 Monltoring

During the second growing season for a unit that is progressing as expected, evaluation wil
consist of a rapid quantitative evaluation of ground cover to document the level of progression.
This effort will entail a qualified observer systematically establishing “ground cover” sampling
transec!s across the revegetated unit at the following sampling intensity:

Units less than 10 acres 5 Transects Units from 100 to 500 acres 20 Transecis
Units from 10 to 100 acres 10 Transects Units greater than 500 acres 30 Transects

These transects will be systernatically distributed as opposed to being randomly distributed,
In this application a systematic distribution of samples is superior because it ensures sample
representation from across the entire reclaimed unit. Also, this procedure better accounts for
heterogeneous expressions of mulliple seedings or revegetation conditions by "forcing" a
patterned distribution of samples which minimizes sample bias resulting from vegetated pockets
being either entirely missed or overemphasized. This “lorced” distribution also facilitates a

second overall look at the revegetaited unit for the Year 1 qualitative parameters noted above.

Ground cover transects will consist of 10-meter long 100-intercept “line-point transects”
(“point-intercept transects”). The sampling methods are described in Section 1l entitled: Site-
Specific Standards for: Deterrnination of Successiul Revegetation and Subsequent
Financial Guarantee or Assurance Release for Mined or “Mine-Related” Areas. As routinely
documented in the heavily regutated coal industry, this methodology, using modern laser
instrumentation, facilitates the coliection of the most unbiased, repeatable, precise, and cost-
effective” ground cover data possible.

Depending on the resulis of data analyses and interpretation from the quantitative survey,
appropriate management recommendations will be generated for the unit. For most efforts, it is
anticipated that a recommendation to proceed to Year 3 - bond release sampling will be
forthcoming. Other possibie recommendations include:

1. Allow additional time for ithe establishing community to mature and then re-evaluate using
Year 2 Protocols.

2. Retreat all or parts of a unit by reseeding, fertilizing, weed contro! efforts, addressing acid
generation or stabitity concerns, etc.

Y n typical revegetation, transects compleled with laser instrumentation can be implemented by an
experienced obsetver at a rate of 6 oz 7 transecls per man-hour of effort with a range of 4 to 9 transects
depending on the diversity of vegstation and size of the revegetated unit.

CEpaR CRREK ASSOCIATES, INC. Page 5 Wharl Resources (USA), inc. Bond Release



if conditions are such that a particular revegetated wunit is not quite ready for release, a
recommendation will be made to monitor the unit in Year 3 using Year 2 procedures to provide
verification that the unit has achieved ‘releasable” status. Thereafter, the revegetated unit should
be re-monitored on a 2-year cycle using Year 2 protocols to facilitate detection of vegetative
changs, either desirable or undesirable, until managerial or operational considerations allow for a

unit to be sampled for release.

2.43 Year 3 Monitoring

Year 3 is typically the first year of potential eiigibility for demonstration of reclamation
success and application for release of financial guarantees. if Year 2 monitoring has suggested
that a revegetated unit may be releasable and managerial / opsrational / other” considerations so
indicate, then release sampling may be initiated as described in the section entitled: Site-
Specific Standards for: Determination of Successful Revegetation and Subsequent
Financial Guarantee or Assurance Release for Mined or “Mine-Related” Areas. As
indicated above, If an area is not managerially or operationally ready for release, monitoring using
Year 2 protocols should occur in subsequent years to verify the status of the unit and insure that
no additional work needs 0 occur.

25 Step Five —Prepare Monitoring Report

Following collection of monitoring data; a monitoring report will be prepared. This report will
present the results of monitoring data analyses and any management recommendations. The
report will provide a detailed description and exhibition of the methodology utilized to facilitate
implementation of an identical protocol in subsequent years by independent observers. Resulis
will be presented and described, by segregated unit {Ireatments and/or reclamation units in each
area) in text, tabular, and as possible graphic form to aid interprelation by reviewers. For
example, comparisons with standards (shown as a "threshold value”) will {acilitate immediate

comprehension of a reclaimed unit's status.

In addition to recommendations relating to financial assurance release, additional
recommendations resulting from the monitoring program may include: recommendations to
modify revegetation procedures and/or seed mixtures for future revegetation areas,
recommendation for weed control and recommendations regarding future grazing management.

* Additional reclamation performance criteria must also indjcate that a vnit of land is releasable before
formal procedures can be initiated, These criteria are listed in Wharf’s Reclamation Performance Criteria
(March 2001) documentation and include standards for topics such as “slope stability on waste rock, spent
ore, and heap leach pads; and whether surface and ground water quality parameters are compliant.

CrDAR CREER Associares,Inc.  Page 6 Wharl Resources (USA), Inc. Bond Release



A summary section will be developed as a portion of this report that includes an overall
compendium and map exhibiting the revegetation status of all reclaimed areas. Field data will be

included in appendices to the report.

CEDAR CRERE ASSQCIATES, INC. Page 7 Whar Resources (USA), Inc. Bond Release



Section -  Site-Specific Protocols for: Determination o ful R etation an
Subse nt Financial Guarantee or Assurance Release for Mined or “Mine-Related”

Areas

1.0 Introduction

This document details sampling and analysis procedures and the revegelation success
criteria as proposed by Whar! Resources (USA), Inc. (Wharf} for evaluation of reclamation of
mine-related disturbances. These criteria and protocols are developed in accordance with prior
permitting documentation or sound scientific principals where modifications appear to be

necessary.

2.0 Revegetation Success Evaluation

Consistent with the requirements of DENR Permits 356, 434, 435, and 464, revegetation
success at the Wharf Mine will be evaluated by the following:

+ Comparison o standards representative of the pre-existing vegetation community(s)
a’k/a “Reclamation Performance Criteria;

* Plant species present in, and/or resulting from, the proposed (and planted) seed
mixes; and

* The post-mining land use (primarily woodiand livestock grazing with secondary
incidental use by wildlife).

Baseline vegetation surveys as well as adjacent area observation indicate that pre-mining
vegetation communities at the Wharf Mine were dominated by ponderosa pine dominated
woodlands, Occasional subdominant types include while spruce and aspen woodlands. Minor
communities include 1) talus slopes or rock oulerop (~ 5% of the permit area) and 2) herbaceous
meadows (~2% of the permit area). Because these communities ware in apparent equilibrium,
and arguably ‘late seral’ ecological staius, certain allowances must be made when comparing
these to early seral plant communities developing after reclamation treatment otherwise

comparisons would be sclentifically invalid.

Totat vegetative cover, composition, and camying capacity are imporiant factors in
determining the success of revegetation efforts. However, of primary importance to reclamation
success is the achievement of soil stabilization. Without soil stability, revegetation efforts may
regress along the successional continuum and thereby preclude the achievement of long-term
land use goals. If revegetation success criteria are achisved as detailed later in this section, it
can be reasonably assumed that soil stability will be achieved as well.

CEDAR CREEE ASSCCIATES, INc,  Page 8 Wharf Resources (USA), Inc. Bond Release



The fong-term goal of rectamation efforts at the Whari Mine is to establish self-sustaining
biotic systems with appropriate ecological resistance and resilience. This does not necessarily
mean that the reclaimed! area will exactly replicate the surrounding vegetation communities, but
that it will successfully support the designated post-mining land uses (woodiand grazing). In
general, it would be an undesirable condition that ihe reclaimed area match exacily the
surrounding vegetation communities, since community diversity adds significantly to the overall
wildlife and habitat diversity of the area. The seed mixtures designated by the reclamation plan
include & significant cormponent of species native to the region, with limited introduced species
that are designed to previde interim soil stability and forage value. The seed mixes conlain a
complement of grasses, forbs, shrubs, and trees to provide estabiishment of a diverse plant
community within the reclaimed areas. Plant species used in the seed mixtures are generally
drought tolerant, promote evapo-transpiration of soil moisture, and will provide forage for livestock

and wildlife.
3.0 Revegetation Success Criteria

Although the goal of the reclamation program is to return the permit area to a self-sustaining
ecosystemn that stabilizers the soil, primary revegetation success will be assessed against a
performance standard for both current annual production (carrying capacity) and vegetative
ground cover. Revegetaiion efforts will be considered successful when standards have been met

for two consecutive years following planting efforts.

3.t Vegetative Ground Cover Criterion

Live vegetative ground cover must meet the following criterion:

+ The total vegetative ground cover {exclusive of listed noxicus weeds) in the
revegetated unit equals or exceeds a lixed standard of 40 _percent {as currently
exists in permitting documents).

3.2 Useable Forage Production Criterion
The Wharf Reclamation Plan establishes a goal of revegetation as follows: “Beclaimed jand

must support a livestocls carryi i uivajent to that of the sur di rea...”. “The

carrying capacity is determined by the useable forage production of the land” under a given set of

climatic circumsiances. fore, in years of belo verage precipitation, useable forage
production shall be at least 180 pounds per acre (ADB or air-dry basis). In vears of average
o , , . . s of
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The determination of average vs. above average vs. below average will be made based on
the recorded precipitation over the past 59 years (1948 — 2007) from the NOAA station in Lead,
South Dakota whereby an average of 28.9 inches of precipitation has been observed. Where
precipitation from September through the following August is within about 20% of 28.9 inches,
then precipitation will be assumed to be average (60% of years). If precipitation over this period
is about 20% above 28.9 inches (34.7 inches) or more, then above average conditions will be
assumed (20% of years). |f precipitation over this period is about 20% below 28.9 inches (23.1

inches) or less, then below average conditions will be assumed (20% of years).

Lead. So. Dak, Preciphislion | By Scason) 1948 - 200/

Inchios of Beecipitotion

Weater Yeers (Scptembier - August)

The determination of “useeble forage” shall be based on the average percent palatability of
individual plant taxa (for consumption by cattle) based on ihe following publication:

Uniied States Dept. of Agriculiure, U.S. Forest Servige. 1937. Check List,
Palatability Table and Standard Symbol List of Colorado and Wyoming
Range Plants. Rocky Mountain Forest and Range Experiment Station, Fort
Collins, Colorado. June 16, 1937. 41 pp.

“This compilation represents both a revision and an expansion of ‘Palatabilities of

Colorado and Wyoming Range Plants found in the 1936 Forage Inventory' . “The
addition of spacies which occur on the national forests has greatly extended the list.
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This list applies specificaily to Golorado and Wyoming and in general to the Black Hills
of South Dakota and to the western one-fourth of Kansas and Nebraska.”

Although somewhat dated, this publication is still one of the best compilations of the
"usability” or “palatability” of forage planis available for the determination of specific estimates of
carrying capacity. Additional internet sources (U.S. government plant data bases) may be used
in a similar manner for certain “introduced” species that are often found in reclamation mixes. For
example, alfalfa can be readily assumed to exhibit approximately 80% paiatability, if not more.

3.21 revious ard

Prior to the informaiion compiled within this document, the success criterion proposed for
Wharf's “useable forage production” was a generically derived 800 pounds per agre {(ADB). It
seems apparent that this value was based on the presumption that 50% of the total estimated
production (1600 Ibs per acre) occurring largely on small grasslands in the vicinity of the project
area was “useable” and that this value represented the entirety of Wharf's disturbance foolprint,
This “ballpark” reascning exhibils two fundamental misunderstandings that substantially elevale
the success criterion beyond that which would have resulied given a more specific and narrowly-

defined reasoning process.
3.2.2 Determination of Revised Standard

The first misunderstanding alluded io above involves the fact that native grasslands
{reasonably estimated to exhibit 1600 pounds per acre total production) are not representative of
the entire baseline area disturbed by Wharf, but rather only an estimated 2% of the pre-mining
acreage. “Affected land must have the capability to support a livestock carrying capacity that is
equivalent to that of the surrounding area...” not just one type in the surrounding area.
Fortunately, Wharf requested Mr. Thomas Quinn, District Conservationist of the NRCS in 2000 to
review several example baseline areas in the vicinity of the Wharf Mine and make estimates of

the production.

In this regard, Mr. Quinn made the following qualified estimates that appear to be both
correct and reasonable (see Exhibit 2 — Letter from Thomas Quinn to Kim Schuitz - 9/19/00):

Grass dominated baseline areas (2 sites) — 1600 pounds of total production.
Shrub/herbaceous dominated baseline area (1 site) — 1200 pounds of total production.
Woodland dominated baseline areas (1 site) — 700 pounds of tolal production.

Rock Qutcrop dominated baseline areas (1 site) — 0-100 pounds of total production.
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Exhibit 2- Letter from Thomas Quinn to Kim Schultz 9/19/2000

USDA United States Nalural Resources Belle Fourche Service Genter

e Department of Conservation 1847 57 Avenue, S

s Agriculiuse Service Belle Fourche, SD 57717-2086
{605) 892-3365 -~ Ext. 3

9-19-00

Kim Schuitz

Environmental Coordinator

Whar{ Resources

Lead SD 57754

Dear Kim,

1 apologize for taking so leng to finish this report of my findings from the fild survey
that 1 conducted with you and Carol Koemer on 6-14-2000. The field survey that we conducted
was to determine the livestock catrying capacity and the average production Jevels of the
surrounding areas. We did visual surveys of the Perkins area, LAC cabin area, Micro-Tower area
and Deer Mountain. At each area, we stopped and 1 walked through undisturbed areas and
visually estimated pounds of production. At the Perkins area, there was approximately 1600 Ibs
of total forage in the form of grass species, clover, forbs and shrubs. Using a 50% level of use,
there was approximately 800 ibs. of usable forage, At the LAC cabin area, there were more
shrubs and forbs and less prass. 1 estimated 600 Ibs of usable forage (1200 Ibs.total) in the open
areas and 350 1bs. usable (700 lbs.total) in the heavier timber. In the Micro-Tower area, we
found lots of sedges, Kentucky bluegrass, some ricegrass and Timothy, forby and shrubs on the
lower parts of the slopes. ‘The upper parts of the slopes were bare Tock ontcrop and pine litter. I
estimated 800 Ibs. usable forage (1600 Ibs. total production) on the lower parts of the Jandscape,
and 0-100 Ibs. usable forage in the rock cutcrop areas. We found a Jot of disturbed areas on the
Deacr Mountain sites that we surveyed, Smooth bromegrass had become established, which
increased production to approximately 1000 Ibs. usable forage (2000 Ibs. total forage
production). Becauss of the presence of Smooth Bromegrass on this site, 1 don’t feel that it is
representative of a native site in that geologic formation.

Carrying capacities or forage production is extremely variable in the northern Black Hills,
due to extreme variations in rainfall and other weather conditions from one year to the nex(. The
survey that 1 conducted followed 2 winter that was warmer and drier than normal, but Spring
1ains were about average.

Thomas G. Quinn
District Conservationist
USDA-NRCS

Belte Fourche, 8D 57717

The Natural Rescurces Conservation Sendce works hand-n-hand with the Amencan
peopla 10 consarve naturet resowrces on private lands.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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To more accurately compute the average (or weighted) total production for the “surrounding
area”, each of Mr. Quinn’s estimates needs to be weighted based on the acreage or percent of
original baseline area occupied by each community type. In this regard, and based on bassline
mapping, grassland meadow areas occupied about 2% of the pre-mine area. Shrub / herbaceous
areas were not mapped (i.e., did nol exist in sufficient size 1o form a map unit), and rock outcrop
areas occupied about 5% of the pre-mine baseline area. The remaining 93% of the baseline area
exhibited mature woodland communities, either Ponderosa pine, white spruce, or aspen

dominated.

Therefore, using Mr. Quinn’s qualified estimates of tolal production and the aforementioned
community composition of pre-mine baseline areas, the following calculation results in the fotal

weighted production to be expected from the “pre-mine baseline area” or “surrounding area”.

Grasslands = 1600 total pounds/ac x 2% = 32 weighted pounds / ac.
Shrublands = 1200 total pounds/ac x 0% = 00 weighted pounds / ac.
Rock Qutcrop = 100 total pounds/ac x 5% = 5 weighted pounds / ac.
Woodlands = 700 total pounds/ac x 93% = 651 weighted pounds / ac,

Average pre-mine baseline area total production = 32 + 0 + 5 + 651
= 688 total weighted po ac.

The second misunderstanding is simply that the “rule-of-thumb” propartion (60%) used to
determine the useable forage component of total production is typically erronecus when applied
o “woody" communities such as woodlands or shrublands. This 50% “rule-of-thumb” is more
typically applicaﬁle to open prairie {grasslandl communities. Therefore, a less simplistic
calculation is apposite. Since cattle are the targset post-mining livestock category, the assumption
of 50%, or even 60%, useable forage for the life form of grasses would be reasonably acceptable.
However, a large portion {typically 80% or more) of the composition of the "surrounding area’s”
native vegetation is comprised of forbs and shrubs that exhibit only 10% (or less) useable forage
for cattle. If sheep were the consideration for post-mining livestock, than the reverse ratio

between grasses and forbs would be necessary.

Even though less than 20% of the tolal production of average woodland communities is
composed of grasses, there are circumstances (e.g., aspen communities) where the grass
contribution to total production can be as much as 50 o 680%. Therefore, to be conservative, the
assumption will be made that 60% of the composition (by weight) of total production will be due 1o
grasses and 40% will be due to forbs and shrubs. Given this more refined life-form “composition”,

the overall astimate of the percent useable forage for communities in the area of the Whar! mine
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would conservatively be estimated at 40% of total production, not 50%. This conservative, yet
more refined and accurate value is determined as follows:
Assume 60% of the composltion {by weight} is grasses and 40% Is forbs and/or shrubs.

Assume 60% of grasses are useable forage, and 10% of forbs and shrubs are usabls.
Average useable forage would then be: (0.6 x 0.6) + (0.4 x 0.1) = 0.36 + 0.04 = 40%.

Applying this value to the estimate of 1600 pounds of tolal forage for native vegetation would
result in a gross total useable forage value of 640 Ibsfac. However, as explained above, the 1600
pounds of total forage is only applicable to & small percentage of the pre-mine acreage. The
weighted pre-mine total production was determined to be 688 pounds per acre. Therefore,
utilizing the revised value of 40% to modify the total weighted production (688 pounds per acre)
resuits in the more correctly determined value of 275 useable pounds per acre (ADB). Although
Mr. Quinn indicated that “Spring rains were about average” prior to his field estimates of total
production on June 14, 2000, the aforementioned NOAA-based precipitétion chart shows that an
average year (with a wet winter and spring) had actually occurred (28.24 inches of precipitation
fell from September, 1999 through August of 2000 in comparison to the overail average of 28.89
inches over the 53 year history). Therefore, the value of 275 useable pounds per acre should
apply for normat-year situations. To calculate a “dry-year” pregipitation standard and a “wet-year”
precipitation standard, typical NRCS “rules-of-thumb” could again be employed. However, rather
than again use such “rules-of-thumb”, Cedar Cresk has data specifically on-point from the
Rosebud Mine iocated in southeastern Montana {only 200 miles distant} in an area of Ponderosa

pine savannah.

Data coliected by Cedar Creek over a period of aimost two decades has resulted in
development of a regression curve that provides a reasonably strong leve! of prediction (¥ =
0.72). Calculation of the expected production for a 20% reduction as well as a 20% increase in
precipiation from normat values results in production values that increase 45% from dry to normal
years, and 20% from normal to wet years. Therefore, application of these relationships to
Wharl's normal-year standard (275 pounds/ac) would result in a dry-year useable forage standard
of 190 pounds per agre (276 / 1.45) (ADB), Similarly, Wharf's wet-year standard would calculate
10 330 pounds per acre of useable forage (275 x 1.2) (ADB).

4.0 Bevegetation Evaluation Procedures

Monitoring and eventual evaluation will involve sampling of ground cover and current annual
production within each revegetated unit under consideration for financial guarantee or assurance

release (and at least 3 years of age). Species diversily information will be calculated from the
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ground cover data and presented for informational purposes. Sampling for ground cover will be
accomplished utilizing the point-intercept procedure along transecls of 100 intercepts each,
preferably using modern instrumentation (e.g. lasers ar oplics). Sampling for production wiil be
accomplished by standard harvest techniques from within quadrats of specific dimensions (0.5m
x 1.0m) or 0.5m%

41  Sampling

The first step of the vegetation sampling procedure is to obtain ground cover and production
data from each revegetated unit to be evaluated. A revegetated unit consists of a defined area
based on management criteria, such as areas with common revegetation procedures and
initiation times, areas with a defined function such as a waste rock facility, or areas with other
unique designations or managerial implication. Sampling will occur approximately during the
peak standing biomass period of the year (late summer) and sampling locations will he
determined utilizing a systematic (bias-iree} method with a random start!. This systematic
procedure also provides proportionate representation from across each reclaimed unit for
additional characteristics such as aspect, slope, elc

4.1.1 Sample Site Location.

The systematic procedure for sample location in a revegstated unit will occur in the following
stepwise manner. First, a fixed point of reference will be selected for the area to facilitate location
of the systemalic grid in the field. Second, a systematic grid of appropriate dimensions will be
selected to provide a reasonable number (e.g., 20 or 30) of coordinate intersections that could be
used for the initial set of sample sites. Typically & minimum of 20 samples is collected from each
management unit. Third, a scaled representation of the grid will be overlain on field maps of the
target unit extending along north/south and east/west lines or other appropriate direction. Fourth,
the inilial placement of this grid will be implemented by selection of two random numbers (an X
and Y distance) to be used for locating the first coordinate from the fixed point of referencs,
thereby making the effort unbiased. Fifth, where an excess number of potential sample points
(grid intersections) is indicated by overlain maps, the excess will be randomly chosen for

elimination uniess it is later determined that additional samples are necessary to meet sampls

1 Systemalic sampling (with random initiation} is superior to other sample distribution procedures
because it forces representation from across the reclaimed unit. It accounts better for heterogeneous
expressions of multipla seedings or revegetation conditions by *farcing" a patterned distribution of samples.
This method thus minimizes the risk that significant pockels will be either entirely missed or
overemphasized.
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adequacy. If additional samples are needed, the eliminated potential sample sites will be added
back in revarse order untii enough samples have baen collected. Sixth, utilizing compass and

pace techniques or a handheld GPS, the sample points will be located in the fisld.

4.1.2 Ground Cover Determination.

Ground cover at each co-located sampling site will be determined ulilizing the point-intercept
methodology as iliustrated In Exhibit 1. This methodology will be applied as follows: First, a
transect 10 meters in length will be extended from the starting point of each sample site toward
the direction of the next site to be sampled. Then, at each one-meter interval along the transect,
a “laser point bar”, “optical point bar” or 10-point frame will be situated vertically above the ground
surface, and a set of 10 readings recorded as io hits on vegetation (by species), litter, rock
(>2mm), or bare soil. Hits will be determined at each meter interval as follows:

1. When a laser point bar is used, a battery 6f 10 specialized lasers situaled along the bar

at 10-centimeter intervals will be activated and the variable intercepted by each of the
narrow (0.02") focused beams will be recorded {see Exhibit 1);

2. | an optical point bar is used, intercepts will be recorded based on the item intercepted
by fine crosshairs situated within each of 10 oplical scopes located at 10-centimeter
intervals.

3. If a 10-point frame is used, sharpened needles will be used to determine intercepts at 10-
centimeter intervals. Care will be taken to NOT record “side touches” on the pins as this will
result in overestimation error.

The following sampling rules should apply during data collection. Intercepts wilt be recorded
for the first {typically highest) current annual (alive during the current growing season) plant part
intercepted without regard to underlying intercepts or attachment to a living base. Otherwise, the
intercept will be litter, rock or bare soil. Rock intercepls are based on a particle size of 2 mm or
larger (NRCS definition) otherwise it would be classified as bare soil. To distinguish between
current year senescent plant material and litter (including standing dead), the following rule
should apply: 1) if the material is gray or faded tan it should be considered litter; and 2) if the
material is bright yellow or beige it should be considered current annual (alive) and recorded by

species. On occasion, experience with non-conforming taxa may override this rule.

When using laser or optic instruments during breezy field conditions, the observer should
consistently utilize one of the following techniques for determining a hit: 1) record the first item
focused upon that is intercepted by the narrow lassr beam or cross-hair; 2) wait a few moments
and record the item intercepted for the longest time, or 3) block the wind and record the intercept,
When using a pin frame, the cbserver must wait for the wind to subside.
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Ground Cover Transect
{Set-up poinis at 1-meier intervals)

Laser/ Point-inlercept Bar
{Intercepts at 10 cm intervals -
note path of "beams” for " hits"
on ground cover)

Note; 10 sel-up poinis per
transect with 10 intercepls
per sel-up point results in

100 Intercepts per transect |

0.5 nP Production Quadrat /

{Situated to the side fo

avofd trampling of vegoltation). |
Quadral is also used for species
Frequency Evaluation.

; Potential 2nd flip of quadrat /
SS"tmr‘t’;e S;,te oy 10T highly variable types
{Starting Folnl) - resufts would be divided by 2)

Revegetated
7 Unit
N

Focused Beam {0.02' spot)
{Special A for Daylight Visibility)

Hit recorded as to item/species

[ -
D
Grid -
gand‘%m”:( & ’:_;//’I
oordinates ——
ta Fix Grid ~ ;"; d Point of
elgrence
Systemallc Sample Site {e.g. Fence Corner)
Location Procedure

Exhibit 1
Sampling Procedure at a Systemalic Sample Site Location
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With regard to gaps in the overstory, the point-intercept procedure nalurally corrects for
overestimations created by 2-dimensional areal (quadrat) or 1-dimensional finear {line-intercept)
techniques. In this regard, the O-dimensionai point is extended along a line-of-sight until it
“Intercepis” something that is then recorded. Frequently points simply pass through overstory

gaps until a lower plant pan, litier, rock or bare scil is encountered.

Regardless of instrument, a total of 100 intercepts per iransect will be recorded resuiting in 1
percent cover per intercept. This methodology and instrumeniation (excepting the 10-point
frame) facilitales the colfection of the most unbiased, repsatabls, precise, and cost-effective

ground cover data possible.
41.3 Petermination of Current Annual Procduction

At each co-located sample site, current annual production will be collected from a 0.5 m2
quadrat frame placed 900 to the right {clockwise) of the ground cover transect to allow avoidance
of vegetation trampled by Investigators during sample site location —~ see Exhibit 1. From within
each quadrat, all above ground current annual plant growth within the vertical boundaries of the

frame will be clipped and bagged separately by species.

Shrub production will be estimated by clipping a typical leadsr {by species) and counting all
remaining Jeaders of the species in the quadrat. If only & small portion of a shrub is encountered
the entire current annual production will be collected. Similarly, if only a very small amount of a
given species occurs within a quadrat (e.g., < 2 grams), it may be estimated and recorded

directly. Care must be made to note whether the estimate is green weight or dry weight.

All production samples wili be returned to the lab for oven drying and weighing. Diying will
acour at 105° C until a stable weight is achieved (usually after 24 hours). Samples will then be re-
weighe'd to the nearest 0.1 gram. Because the success standard(s) are presented on an Air-Dry
Basis (ADB), resulting Oven-Dry Basis (ODB) sampling data must be converted to be
comparable. In this regard, oven-dry data will be increased b or of 11% (typical rule-of-
thumb conversion between ADB and ODB data).

4.1.4 Sampling Adequacy.

Because the protocol calls for co-locating a production sample with each ground cover
transect (see Exhibit 1), a determination of sample adequacy is only deemed necessary for the

ground cover variable. Because of the co-location, there will be a minimum of 20 samplss for
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each management unit. If ground cover requires more than 20 samples for ground cover

adequacy, then there will be an equal number of production samples collected.

In this regard, ground cover data collection {and co-located production quadrats) will
continue within each discrete management unit until a statistically adequate sample has been
obtained. Adequacy of sampling will be achieved when, for each unit, the number of samples
aciually collected (n} provides a lavel of precision that is within 10% of the true mean (i) with 90%
confidence (Nmy), 1.8., when ngins N, and ny, is calculated as follows:

2 2 -
n =(s)/(01F)

= the number of actual samples collecled with a minimum of 20 in each unit;
= 1-tailed value from the ¢ distribution for 90% confidence with n-1 degrees of
freedom;

s 2= the variance of the estimate as calculated from the initiai samples;
X = the mean of the estimate as calculated from tha initial samples.

where: n
1

As indicated above, this formula provides an estimate of the sample mean to within 10% of
the true population mean (i) with 90% confidence. Calculations of the mean and variance will be
based on "total vegetation ground cover” exclusive of litter. Furlhermore; a minimum sample size
of twenty (20) will be collected from each discrete revegetated unit. If the initial 20 samples do
not provide an adequate estimate of the mean (e.g., the inequality above is false), additional
samples will be collected until the inequality is satisfied. However, in nb case will more than 40

ground cover transects be collected in any given sampling unit.
4.2 Comparison Process

After adequate ground cover sampling, the comparison process will be initialed by
calculating the mean ground cover value {excluding listed noxious weeds) for each revegetated
unit. The test for revegetation success for ground cover will be considered acceptable if the

statistically adequate sample mean is greater than or equal to the constant 40%.

With regard to production, the mean current annual production (excluding listed noxious
weeds) for each revegetated unit will be compared against the appropriate standard depending
on whether the sampling year is determined to be a dry year, normal year, or wet year with regard
to incident precipitation. The comparison will be made on an “Air-Dry Basis” (ADB) to one of the
following three standards:
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Dry Year 190 pounds of useable produclion (ADB)

Normal Year 275 pounds of useable production (ADB)
Wet Year 330 pounds of roduction (ADB

The determination of “the percent usable forage” will be made as indicated in Section 3.2 above
and/or based on the proportions of the various species as indicated by an analysis of composition
from the ground cover data. For example, the USDA (1937) indicates that the following taxa
exhibit palatability’s (usability) as indicated:

Agropyron dasystachyum 80%

Agropryron smithii 75%
Poa pratensis 75%
Agropyron cristatum 70%
Koeleria cristata 60%
Melilotus officinalis 35%
Linum lewisii 10%
Alriplex canescens 20%
Arlemisia tridentata 10%
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