
 Coal Remining BMP Guidance Manual

Appendix C

Appendix C: Interstate Mining Compact Commission 

Solicitation Sheet Response Summary



Coal Remining BMP Guidance Manual

Appendix C



 Coal Remining BMP Guidance Manual

Appendix C C-1

Interstate Mining Compact Commission Solicitation Sheet 

Summary of Responses Received from 20 States
Prepared by DynCorp, I & ET

______________________________________________

On September 3, 1998, the Interstate Mining Compact Commission distributed a Solicitation

Sheet to member states in support of continuing efforts to collect data and information required

for proposal of a remining subcategory under 40 CFR 434.  The Solicitation Sheet was intended

to gather information required to assess current industry remining activity and potential.  The

Solicitation also was intended to target sources of data and information available for the

development of BMP guidance. 

Twenty-two responses from twenty states have been received, and are summarized in the tables

included in this Appendix.  The information has been used to develop a profile of the remining

industry, determine the potential for remining activity, and provide an indication of the types and

efficiencies of BMPs currently being implemented during remining operations.  

Specific questions that were included in the solicitation are outlined below:

1) Types of remining permits issued: Number of traditional Rahall permits

Number of non-Rahall remining permits

Other remining-type projects

% total permits characterized as remining

State’s definition of “Remining”

State’s interpretation of “Pre-existing discharge”
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2) Characteristics of remining operations:

Coal refuse piles, surface mines, underground mines

Permits with discharges not meeting BAT standards 

Geographic distribution of remining sites

Recent remining permit issuance (12 months)

3) Characteristics of potential remining operations: coal refuse piles, surface mines, 

underground mines, discharges

4) Range of BMPs used in remining operations

5) Indication of available data or information regarding implementation of BMPs

6) Indication of state’s experience with BMPs in terms or success or failure

7) Stream miles impacted by abandoned mine drainage

8) Industry profile of remining operations: mining companies, employees, annual 

production, potential coal reserves for remining 
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Question 6: What has your state's experience been with these BMPs in
terms of their success or failure of implementation?

State Response
Alaska None.
Alabama No response.

Colorado
Generally successful.  Failures have been in some of the details which were corrected with one-time 
maintenance.  Water treatment projects have shown limited success.

Illnois No response.

Indiana

While several BMPs have been employed effectively they have not been allowed as an exception to 
normal NPDES limitations as provided by Rahall Amendment.  Majority of applications have been in true 
AML projects and not "remining" senarios.

Kentucky (1) - 
(SMRE)

Success or failure of BMPs for both Title IV and V programs is indirectly reflected in the "closure" of AML 
projects & the approval of complete bond releases in this state.  These final actions would not occur if the 
above-utilized BMPs were unsuccessful.

Kentucky (2) - 
(CWA)

The issuance of a KPDES permit does not require specific knowledge of the types and number of these 
defined BMPs.  Therefore, the division of Water cannot provide non quality related data.

Maryland Just beginning to implement.
Missouri To date the constructed wetlands have not obtained the desired water quality.
Mississippi (1) - 
(CWA) Fair to good & site specific results.
Mississippi (2) No response.
Montana Silt fencing, bales, matting has worked well.
North Dakota No response.
New Mexico No response.

Ohio

Application of PFBC by-product during reclamation has proven successful.  We applied 125 tons/acre of 
by-product, plus 50 tons/acre of yard-waste compost to the mine site.  Vegetation has been established. 
pH of interstitial pore waters is near neutral (6.5-7.0). Ne elevated concentration of As, Se, Hg, or Pb were 
detected.  However SO4 + B concentration have risen, which may be of concern. (Same as Pennsylvania)

Pennsylvania

Regrading of old spoils: highly successful. Often will promote runoff and reduce infiltration.  Daylighting of 
deep mines: successful when alkaline overburden is encountered in daylighting or surface runoff is 
restored. 
Alkaline addition: a mixed bag. Can work, but often there is not enough alkaline material added to be 
effective.
Special Handling: can reduce acidity, but cannot produce alkaline water in the absence of calcareous 
materials.
Revegetation: an unqualified success.
Biosolids: very successful in promoting vegetation.
Hydrogeologic controls: jury still out.  We're looking at it.

Tennessee
The most successful BMPs implemented in TN are: limestone drains; surface diversions; geochemical 
amendments; and special handling of acid forming materials.

Texas No response.
Utah No response.

Virginia

Generally, when BMPs are used, we see an improvement in water quality.  This can be documented 
through water monitoring reports that are submitted to the Division on a quarterly basis and then 
compared to baseline data.  Only in a couple of instances did we observe no change in water quality.

West Virginia Too early to tell.

Wyoming
BMPs have been sucessfully implemented.  In Wyoming the primary water quality concern is with 
sediment.  AMD problems associated with coal mining are virtually non-existant.

Information reported as submitted by State.
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Question 7.  Does your state maintain a listing or inventory
of the number of stream miles impacted by AMD.
(i.e., EPA 303(d) listing)? If available, please provide mileage.

Stream
State Miles

AK 0
AL 65
CO Yes
IL NA
IN No
KY(1-SMRE) 600
KY(2-CWA) 600
MD 430
MO 52 miles classified,  87 miles unclassified
MS(1-CWA) No
MS(2-SMCRA) 0
MT --
ND --
NM 0
OH 1,500
PA 3,000
TN 1,750
TX 0
UT 0
VA No
WV 2,225
WY 0

Total 9,709
Information reported as submitted by State.
NA  = Not Available.
--    = No Response.
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Question 8. What is the industrial profile of your state's remining operations?
  If exact numbers are unknown, please provide estimates.

Number of Total employment Annual coal production Estimated coal reserves
mining companies at remining operations from remining sites that could be remined

State with remining permits (number of employees) (tons) (tons)

AK 0 0 0 0
AL 20 Unk Unk Unk
CO 0 0 0 Unk
IL 35 70 200,000 10,000,000
IN 2 N/A 720,000 N/A
KY(1-SMRE) --- --- --- ---
KY(2-CWA) 4 Unk Unk Unk
MD 13 150 650,000 Unk
MO 2 0 0 Unk
MS(1-CWA) 0 0 0 Unk
MS(2-SMCRA) 0 0 0 0
MT 0 --- --- ---
ND --- --- --- ---
NM 0 0 0 0
OH 3 Unk Unk Unk
PA 50 2,345 17,530,000 100,000,000 +
TN 10 75 - 100 3,000,000 50,000,000
TX 0 0 0 0
UT 0 0 0 Unk
VA 3 300 3,000,000 + Unk
WV 8 Unk Unk Unk
WY 0 0 0 Unk

Totals 150 2,940 - 2,965 25,100,000 160,000,000
Information reported as submitted by State.
Unk = Unknown.
N/A = Not Applicable.
---   = No Response.
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