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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:
Attachments:

"Payne, Kelly (KUGC)" <paynek@kennecott.com>
"Douglas Bacon" <dbacon@ utah.gov>
U2612009 2:17 PM
FW: Butterfield Creek Canyon
Final Report for Compliance Monitoring .doc; 102099BF.doc

From: Vinton, Brian (KUCC)
Sent: Thursday, February 26,2009 12:12PM
To: Payne, Kelly (KUCC)
Subject: Butterfield Creek Canyon

Kelly,

Doug left me a message asking questions related to Butterfield Creek
Canyon. Please lake a look at responses and add information as needed.

Butterfield Waste Rock area:

1 . Was any Butterfield Waste rock left in place during the 1992
removal effort? In review of pictures and post-removal sample map, it is
apparent that all waste rock was removed from the 1992 removal area. The
county road was re-routed after the removal was completed.
2. Was Lark Waste.rock used as a base for the county roads? KUCC
did not haul any Lark waste rock to make road base for the county. The
county/State did use Lark Waste rock as a base for portions of the
east-west portion of Highway 111 through Herriman and in some of the
Herriman side streets. No Lark waste rock was used by KUCC as a road
base during the 1990s Which means KUCC did not haul Lark waste rock to
the Butterfield Canyon waste rock removal area.

Revere and Yosemite Drainage Areas Soil Removal:

1. When did KUCC remove the two desilting basins that were
installed to catch suspended solids for the Revere and Yosemite soil
cleanups in/along Butterfield Creek? July 1999. Documentation attached.
2. How long did KUCC monitor suspended solids in Butterfield Creek
below the desiliing basins? April 1 997 through June 1999 and for two
additional sampling events before and after spring runoff in 2000 as
requested by the agencies. Final report documentation attached.
3. What analysis was performed? TSS, total lead and total arsenic.
See attached reoorts.

I do not have an electronic letter from the agencies regarding sign-off
but can likely go find it.

Thanks

Brian



FINAL REPORT FOR
COMPLIANCE MONITORING

OF
SUSPENDED SOLIDS

IN
BUTTERFIELD CREEK

Prepared and Submitted by:
Kennecott Utah Copper
Bingham Canyon, UT

January 18,2002



INTRODUCTION

The following Final Report is submitted in compliance with, and in satisfaction of, the
requirements concerning the Butterfisld Canyon (Site ID #58.01) Site Status for the
South end Environmental Onsite Assessment Sites. The purpose of this report is to
present data collected during the years 1997 to 2001 from Butterfield Creek suspended
solids compliance monitoring as required under the Butterfield AOC.

SITE LOCATION

Butterlield Canyon is located approximately 15 miles southwest of Salt Lake City, in Salt
Lake County, Utah, west and northwest of the community of Herriman in southwest
Jordan Valley (Map 451-T-2251). It includes the northern watershed of Butterfield
Creek Channel beginning at the Queen Drainage in the west to the point at which
Butterfield Creek is diverted into the Herriman irrigation system.

SITE HISTORY

Mining Operations for lead, zinc and silver ores began in and adjacent to Butterfield
Canyon in the 1870s and continued until the 1950s. From the 1870s until 1905 several
companies operated mills which deposited tailings directly into Butterfield Creek or its
tributaries. Much of the tailings material, as well as waste rock from tunneling, found its
way into Butterfield Creek and then downstream to be deposited in the flood plain of
Butterfield Creek near the community of Herriman. No known milling operations were
conducted after 1905 in Butterfield Canyon. Several small companies that conducted
these milling operations were subsequently acquired by either United States Smelting
Refining and Mining Company or Combined Metals Reduction Company (CMR).

During the construction of the Butterfield Tunnel between 1892 and I8g4, waste rock
containing low concentrations of lead and arsenic from the tunnel and related tunnel
workings was deposited within and adjacent to the south side of Butterfield Creek. CMR
continued its mining operations through the Butterfield Tunnel until about 1952. A
predecessor in interest to Kennecott acquired the Butterfield Tunnel holdings in 1955,
after mining through the tunnel had ceased. Beginning in 1962, and largely following
this mining activity, KUC or its predecessors acquired ownership of these mining and
milling properties.

Waste rock from the Castro dumps, owned by a predecessor in interest to Kennecott,
washed into Butterfield Creek in 1961 as a result of a partial slope displacement in l9l9 a

parlial slope displacement at the Yosemite waste rock dump caused 1200 feet of
displacement at the toe of the dump and a mudflow down the gulch at least an additional
1200 feet. The flow was captured by emergency dams located about 500 feet upstream of
the confluence of Yosemite gulch with Butterfield Creek. While each of the slope
displacements might have contributed lead to the Butterfield Creek drainage the amount
added was minimal and the concentrations low.
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In late 1996, soil characteization activities were conducted by KUC which identified two
sites in the lower reaches of Butterfield Canyon that exhibited evidence of historic
mining activity. These were the Revere Mill site at the mouth of Saints Rest drainage and
an area at the confluence of Yosemite Gulch with Butterfield Creek. Excavation activities
were initiated during the l99l construction season to remove historic contaminated soils
from the two identified sites.

Mining wastes left along the banks and watershed of Butterfield Creek and its tributary
gulches can wash downstream especially during flood events. On June 9, l99l a

significant precipitation event occurred in Butterfield Canyon which transported lead and
arsenic contaminated material to downstream areas. Sampling indicates that sediments
transported in Butterfield Creek during this event exceeded 500 ppm lead.

REGULATORY ACTION

Kennecott Utah Copper entered into two Administrative Order on Consents with the
United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to provide for the performance of
two removal actions in Butterfield Canyon. Butterfield Waste Rock Site No. R2
CERCLA VIII-91-18 provided for the removal of waste rock from Butterfield Tunnel and
Butterfield Canyon Site, SSID No. 08-R2 CERCLA VIII-97-09 provided for the removal
of lead contaminated soils from the confluences of Butterfield Creek and the Saints Rest
and Yosemite Drainages (451-T-2252 and 45L-T-450).

The objectives of the Butterfield Creek Waste Rock and Butterfield Canyon Site removal
actions were to relocate the visible mine waste rock, and other lead contaminated soils
from the Butterfield Creek drainage, to mitigate the potential of direct public contact with
the material, and to reduce the potential threat to creek water quality degradation (KUC,
1997 andKUC, 1991).

Removal criteria for mine waste and associated soils from Butterfield Canyon were based
on elevated concentrations of lead identified from total metal analysis. Lead was chosen
for the following reasons:

o Elevated concentrations of lead was the most common metal identified durins site
charactenzation;

o To remain consistent with soil investisations and removal actions at similar sites
on KUC South end facilities;

o Local arsenic concentrations are associated with elevated lead; and
o When soils with elevated levels of lead are removed, past experience and current

studies have demonstrated other metal values, if present, have been reduced to
acceptable levels.

The mine waste and affected soils were removed on a visually guided basis and using
survey data, and confirmed through post-removal sampling. KUC conducted post
removal sampling in the areas of excavation once an area was designated "clean" based
on field observations, removal depth, or other information. Post removal samples were
analyzed for total lead and arsenic.
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Approximately 1.4 million tons (800,000 cubic yards) of waste rock covered nearly 15

acres and was relocated to Castro Gulch (EPA, 2001). A concentration of 1000 parts per
million (ppm) lead was established by the EPA as atarget clean up level (KUC,1993). A
total of 37 composite samples were collected over the Waste Dump Foot print. One
sample exhibited a lead level greater than the target level (1000 ppm lead) (KUC, 1993).
This area was re-cleaned and re-sampled which showed a lead level less than 1000 ppm.
Four samples were also taken in miscellaneous cleanup areas in lower Butterfield
Canyon. One sample exhibited a lead level greater than the target level (1000 ppm lead).
This area was also re-cleaned and re-sampled which showed a lead level less than 1000
ppm (KUC, 1993). The actual post removal surface averaged 174 ppm lead. All post
removal data can be found in the Final Report for Kennecott Work Activities Related to
the Administrative Order on Consent for Removal Action Site No. R2, Butterfield Waste
Rock Site Removal Action.

A total of 25,050 cubic yards of contaminated soil was removed from the Yosemite and
Saints Rest areas and transported to Bluewater I Main Repository (KUC, 1998b). A
concentration of 1500 ppm lead was established by the EPA as a target clean up level
(KUC, 1998a). A total of 5l composite samples were collected over the excavated areas.
Eleven samples exhibited a lead level greater than the target level (1,500 ppm lead)
(KUC, 1998b). Seven sample sites were deemed clean after additional excavation was
conducted and the area re-sampled. The four remaining sample sites were capped (KUC,
1998b). The actual post removal surface averaged 632 ppm lead. All post removal data
can be found in the Final Post-Removal Sampling Report of the Final Report for
Kennecott Work Activities Related to the Administrative Order on Consent for Removal
Action SSID No. 08-R2, Butterfield Canyon Site Removal Action.

SUSPENDED SOLIDS CRITERIA

As part of the requirements for the Butterfield AOC, Kennecott Utah Copper instituted a
sampling program at Butterfield Creek to determine the lead and arsenic content in the
total suspended solids (TSS) carried by the stream. A concentration of 500 parts per
million (ppm) lead had been established by the EPA as arnget clean up level (KUC,
1999). The sampling was initiated on April 4, 1997 and continued through June 1999 on
a weekly basis. After the EPA and UDERR reviewed the final report, it was requested by
UDERR that Kennecott collect two additional rounds of total suspended solids samples
before and during spring runoff in 2000 (KUC, 2000 and UDERR, 2001).

SAMPLE COLLECTION AND ANALYSIS

Suspended solids samples were collected at the mouth of Butterfield Canyon at the first
irrigation diversion by holding a one-half gallon bottle in the stream flow allowing water
and suspended sediments to fill the bottle. During low flows when the stream sediment
loads were low, a second one-half gallon bottle was collected at the same time as the first
to insure adequate sample size for analyses. Field duplicates were collected by holding a

second half-gallon bottle adjacent to the bottle of the sample to be duplicated allowing
the bottles to be filled simultaneously. The samples were sent to KUC Environmental
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Laboratory (KEL) to be analyzed for lead and arsenic concentrations. The sediment was
filtered from the water using a -0.45 micron (p) membrane filter, dried and digested
before analysis.

SAMPLE RBSULTS

Results from the Butterfield Creek suspended solids sampling prograrn were submitted to
the EPA and UDERR in the documents listed below.

o Kennecott Utah Copper Corporation Butterfield Creek Sediment Sampling
Report dated October 1999;

o A letter dated July, 31, 2000 sent to Eva Hoffman, EPA, regarding Sample
Results for Compliance Monitoring and Removal of Butterfield Creek Basins;
and

o I letter dated November 27,2001sent to Utah Department of Environmental
Response and Remediation regarding the South end Environmental Onsite
Assessment sites and project status.

Sampling results for 1997-1999 demonstrate that the creek at times exceeded 500 ppm
lead in the suspended solids (UDERR, 2001). However, the average concentration of lead
in the suspended solids dropped from 781 ppm for lead and T2ppmfor arsenic in 1997 to
342 ppm for lead and 61 ppm for arsenic rn 1999. The results indicated a decrease of 439
ppm(567o) in the average lead concentration and an 11 ppm (I57o) decrease in the
arsenic concentration from 1997 to 1999. Sample results and Butterfield Creek flow data
are presented in Table l.

Since the cleanup of Butterfield Creek there have been a number of significant storm
events. The average lead concentration data from 1998 and.1999 show that Kennecott
has continued to meet the EPA clean up goal of 500 ppm lead (KUC , 1997)(Table 2).
This trend continued through 2000 and 200I. Suspended solids data collected in 2000 and
2001 are reporled in Table l.

Table 2: Butterfield Creek TSS - Yearlv lead A t BTC-3- Iea erages a
Year Sample Results

Lead Arsenic
t997 7&r 1Z
1998 458 54
1999 342 6l
2000 361 53
2001'k 429 70

BTC-3 located in the canyon mouth in Butterfield Creek adjacent to the
access gate.
xThis is a single sample
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QUALITY CONTROL

Field duplicate samples were analyzed at KEL. The analytical results were compared
using the calculated relative percent difference (RPD). Field duplicate and RPD data are
presented in Table 3.

The data quality objective for the comparison is + 35Vo.Data that exceeds RPDs in
excess of 35 7o may still be considered usable if the analyte is detected in quantities less
than l0 times the detection limit or if both of the samples were well below the target
clean up level.

A high variability of the RPDs was expected due to the small sediment sample size,
medium of transport, preferred suspended solid transport and laboratory variables.
Deposition or transport of suspended particles depends on its settling velocity and the
turbulence of the flow, as well as the size, shape and density of the particle. Duplicate
sample weights ranged from 0.009 grams to 0.414 grams and sample weights ranged
from 0.10 grams to 0.415 grams. Under these circumstances it would be difficult to meel
a 9O7o completeness objective.

A break down of the RPDs calculated to compare the sample against the field duplicate
follow:

Lead
RPD value
0-35
>35-50
>50-75
>75- 100
>100

Fifty (947o) of the lead RPDs met acceptable data quality objectives.
Two of the lead RPDs are acceptable because the analytical results indicate lead
concentrations less than 455 ppm.

Arsenic
RPD value
0-35
>35-50
>50-75
>75- 100
>100

No. of Samples
50
I
I
0
I

No. of Samples
38
I
3

2

9

% of Total Duplicates
94
2

z
0
2

7o of Total Duplicates
72
nz
5

4
17

a

o

a

a

Thiny-eight of the arsenic RPDs met acceptable data quality objectives.
Two of the arsenic RPDs are acceptable because the analyticai results indicate
arsenic concentrations less than 23.3 ppm.

Final Report for Compliance Monitoring .doc
Ut\t02



CONSLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Kennecott's removal of the relic mine waste rock and other mining related soil from
Butterfield Canyon drainage has restored this site to better than original conditions. A
potentiai hazardhas been eliminated and the water quality of the stream has improved.

The EPA stated in the Record of Decision Kennecott South Zone Site that essentially the
Butterfield Canyon removal actions have "already satisfactorily achieved the remedial
action goals" by removing sources of potential contamination to Butterfield Creek (EPA,
2001).

Kennecott also believes, and the data supports, that the cleanup goals have been met and
is concerned that sampling resources (personnel and analytical costs) can be better used
in areas of higher risk within the project site. Therefore, Kennecott requests that this site
receive an unconditional NFA status at this time.
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