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pH Trends in Hewett Fork
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Hewett Fork Net-Acidity 
pre-(11/12/2004) & post-(6/21/2004) Doser
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Hewett Fork Species Richness
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Big 4 Hollow Reclamation Project











Acidity and pH Trends
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Cost/ton of Acid Removed Over 20 Years

Project Cost Tons / 20-
Years

Cost / Ton

Grimmett $155,641 2,853 $54

Carbondale $1,201,622 6,665 $180

Mulga* $441,283 6,479 $68

Big 4 $322,124 1,234 $261

* (Results likely skewed by effects of remining)
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