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Final Response to Public Comments on August 2012 Draft Groundwater
Plans prepared by the Butte-Silver Bow and Anaconda-Deer Lodge
City/County Government
Section I. Introduction
In August 2012, Butte-Silver Bow and Anaconda Deer Lodge City-County governments
submitted draft groundwater restoration plans to the Montana Natural Resource Damage
Program (NRDP) for review and subsequent public comment. These plans were drafted based
on funding allocation approved by the Governor in the December 2011 Final Upper Clark Fork
River Basin Long Range Priorities and Fund Allocation Guidance Plan and on requirements
specified in the May 2012 Final Upper Clark Fork River Basin Interim Restoration Process
Plan. Following incorporation of NRDP input on the draft groundwater restoration plans,
representatives of these counties summarized their respective draft plans at the August 15, 2012
meeting of the UCFRB Remediation and Restoration Advisory Council (Advisory Council).
On August 22, 2012 the NRDP released the two draft groundwater restoration plans for public
comment through September 21, 2012. For outreach on this public comment period, the NRDP
sent notices of this opportunity for public comment to over 460 individual/entities on its mailing
lists, issued a press release, and placed two display ads in Butte and Anaconda areas newspapers.
A total of three individuals submitted written comments during the public comment period. See
Attachment A for a list of commenters and Appendix 1 for copies of the three comment letters.
This document further summarizes the comments received and provides the State’s responses
organized by these categories.
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Section II. Comment Summary and Response by Category
Category 1: Comments on Butte Draft Groundwater Plan
Comment: Tom Bowler, a citizen of Butte, submitted comments that were generally critical of
Butte’s plan and Butte’s management of its water system. He commented that treatment
upgrades were more important than waterline replacement, that there has been a lack of
accountability associated with past funded projects, that funding should be on a project-specific
basis rather than lump-sum basis, that the proposed improvements are based on unrealistic
growth projections, and that more water conservation is needed, such as metering.
Response: No changes were made to the county’s groundwater plan based on this comment.
The funding of water system improvements in Butte constitutes an acceptable replacement of
both drinking water services and the past and future use values as a result of the groundwater
contamination in the Butte Hill bedrock aquifer. Through the development of the 2011 UCFRB
Long Range Priorities and Fund Allocation Guidance Plan, an appropriate amount of settlement
funding has been allocated for water system improvements in Anaconda and Butte based on the
proportion of natural resource damage claims that were specific to injured groundwater resources
and associated lost services. Cost savings and efficiencies can be accomplished by planning and
implementing multiple projects than on a project by project basis. Funding will be on a
reimbursement basis upon receipt of proper accounting and progress reports.
Comment: Albert Molignoni, Chairman of the County Water and Sewer District of Rocker,
requests that Butte-Silver Bow’s groundwater plan include an allocation of $250,000 to replace
portions of the drinking water system lines in Rocker that are believed to be eroding due to acid
mine drainage and $60,000 to explore a potential alternate water supply.
Response: The 2011 Final UCFRB Long Range Priorities and Fund Allocation Guidance Plan
and the 2012 Final UCFRB Interim Restoration Process Plan adopted pursuant to the Guidance
Plan, require that the county’s groundwater restoration plans be based on locally approved water
system master plans. Butte-Silver Bow delivers water to a storage tank in Rocker and the
Rocker Sewer and Water District is responsible for further delivery to local users. The lines that
are proposed for replacement and evaluation of an alternate drinking water source for the Rocker
community are not covered in Butte-Silver Bow’s 2012 master plan update that is the basis for
Butte’s groundwater restoration plan. Thus, the requested funding is not eligible for
consideration at this time. The State recommends that the District work with Butte-Silver Bow
to address such replacement needs in the next update to Butte-Silver Bow’s master plan and
groundwater restoration plan. The NRDP will further investigate and report its findings to the
District regarding the possibility that such a replacement might be covered by remediation funds.
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Category _2: Comment on Anaconda Draft Groundwater Plan
Comment: Lee Snow, an Anaconda citizen, commented that he does not support funding for
meters and that low income citizens will not be able to afford to replace meters in the future.
Response: The Anaconda-Deer Lodge County groundwater plan proposes that $200,000 per
year be spent over the next five years for voluntary metering, which would cover the costs of
supply and installing about 150 to 200 meters per year. If a homeowner requests to have a meter
installed, the county will purchase the meter and install it for free. This program offers a greater
incentive than the current metering program, in which the county supplies and installs the meter,
but the homeowner pays for the additional plumbing necessary to install the meter as an
inspection fee.
No changes were made to the county’s groundwater plan based on this comment. The
State supports the use of NRD funds for water conservation and believes metering to be a critical
component in supporting the long-term sustainability and efficiency of the county’s water
system. By increasing metering and working towards a fully-metered system, the county will
become eligible for other funding sources that either require metering or give preference to
metering.
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ATTACHMENT A. GUIDE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS
List of Comment Letters Received

Letter No.
1
2
3

Organization
NA
NA
Rocker Water and
Sewer District

Author
Tom Bowler of Butte
Lee Snow of Anaconda
Albert Molignoni

Date Received
8/23/2012
8/30/2012
9/21/2012

Categorical Breakdown of Comments
Category No.

1
2

Category Title

Butte-Silver Bow Draft Groundwater Restoration Plan
Anaconda-Deer Lodge Draft Groundwater Restoration Plan
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Letter
Number

1, 3
2

Appendix 1
Public Comments Received

1

2
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