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'~minimum, removal and disposal of vegetation cover from ·fill
'slopes that would interfere with backfilling and gr.'ading
Operations, slope stability and source, backfilling and grading,
topsoil handling, disposal of concrete and asphalt, retnovaJ., pf
culverts and re-establishment of natural drainages,. sedim~nt <

control measures, and revegetation of the road sur£a,cesand
adjacent slopes.

XXIV - BONDING-UMC 805 and 806

Estimated reclamation costs are included as Appendix A
(revised 22 February 1983) in Volume III of the PAP. TheGe
estimates were based on the assumption that Valley camp ~o:uld~

. purchase topsoil. The applicant' s current rec1amat'ion'pla.n
inclUdes the use of substitute material from the loadout, arid.
portal areas as a plant-growth medium1 therefore, importation of
t.opsoil will not occur and the bond has been adj usted
~ccordin91y. In addition, OSM evaluated' and revised ~a

. 'app1ican,t 's assumpt'ions regarding backfilling and gr:ading costs.
The revised bond for the Belina Mines Complex is estimated by OSM'
to be at $1,521,214.00 as documented below: .

R~~almation Bond Calculations

Portal Reclamation (PAP Volume III, Appendix A)

1. Belina No. 1
2. Belina No. 2
3.' Utah No. 2
Total Item A

$ 13,500
11,700

9,982
$ 35,182

===========

B. sturctural Removal (PAP Volume III, Appendix A)

1. Concrete Structures
2. Steel Structures
3. Conveyors
4. Misc. (Waterline, Sewer, Powe'rlines)
Total Item B

C. Grading and Topsoil Application

Cost to move and spre~d 76,858 yds3
of topsoil @ $1.60/yd
Total Item C

$ 10,638
71,252
30,500
40,600

'$152,900,
===========

$122,973
===========',=:

$ 36,618

~:;". . ~~":,

D. Revegetation (Total Acres=79.1, PAP Volume III, A~pendix A)

1. Area Preparation (Rake and Clean)
462.94/ac x 79.1
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United States Department of the Interior
OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING··

Reclamation and Enforcement
BROOKS TOWERS
1020 15TH STREET

DENVER, COLORADO 80202

MAY 8 1984

MEMORANDUM

Recommendation for Approval of Valley Camp of Utah, Inc.
Belina Mines Complex Mining Plan and Permit, Carbon and
Emery Counties, Utah, Federal Leases: U-020305, U-044076,
and U-017354

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

Director, Office of Surface Mining

Allen D. Klein, Administrator, Western Technical center~

I. Recommendation

I recommend approval with conditions of the Valley Camp of Utah, In~.

Belina Mines Complex permit for an underground mining operation. The
Belina Mines Complex includes the currently active Be1ina No. 1 and
No. 2 mines and the loadout facilities at the Utah No. 2 mine. No
mining is being permitted at the Utah No. 2 mine. In addition, the
once-proposed conveyor associated with these mines has also been
dropped from this permitting action. The mining plan and permit,
excluding the Lower O'Conner Seam, were approved under the Federal
lands and State interim programs. My recommendation is based on the
technical analysis and environmental assessment of the complete
application.

The applicant has proposed to continue underground mining on Federal
coal leases U-020305, U-044076 and U-017354, during the five-year
permit, and later to develop additional portions of Federal coal
lease U-020305, U-044076 and U-017354 as well asU-47974,U-47975,
and U-067498 and private fee coal and State coal dur~ng the remaining
26-year life-of-mine. The permit with conditions included with this
memorandum will be in conformance with the applicable Federal
regulations, the Utah State Program, the cooperative agreement and
the Mineral Leasing Act, as amended. I also recommend that you
advise the Assistant Secretary, Land and Minerals Management, under
30 CFR 746.14 that the Valley Camp of Utah, Inc. Belina Mines Complex
mining plan is ready for approval. I concur that a performance bond
in the amount of $1,521,000, which includes the cost of haulroad
reclamation is adequate.
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The Utah Division of Oil, Gas and Mining (UDOGM) and the Office of
Surface Mining (OSM) identified elements of the applicant's proposal
which require conditions to comply with State and Federal law. The
State permit ACT 007 and ACT 001 and conditions are incorporated into
the proposed Federal permit UT-0049 and UT-0013. The State
regulatory authority will issue this permit concurrently with the
Federal permit.

My recommendation for approval is based on the complete mining plan
and permit application, updated to March 9, 1984. I have determined
that this action will not have a significant impact on the human
environment.

II. B,ackground

The Belina Mines Complex is located in Carbon and Emery Counties,
Utah, three miles southwest of Scofield and twenty miles northwest of
Price, Utah. The existing permit area contains 2,428 acres of which
969 acres and 1,459 acres, are Federal and private surface,
respectively. The estimated life-of-mine operation contains 10,094
surface acres of which 1,618 acres, 7,517 acres, and 959 acres are
Federal, private, and State surface, respectively. The existing
permit area contains 969 acres, 293 acres, and 571 acres of Federal,
Carbon County and private coal, respectively. The proposed mine plan
approval area consists of 1,378 acres of Federal coal. The majority
of the operations will utilize room-and-pillar mining methods. Two
coal seams will be mined to yield a production rate of 1.93 million
tons per year. All surface facility operations are scheduled to
cease around the year 2010.

In a letter dated March 9, 1984, to OSM, Valley Camp requested an
extension of the present five year permit boundary, which would
extend mining in Federal lease U-17354 to the southern boundary line
of Section 36, and in the southeast corner of Section 35, Federal
lease U-044076. (See correspondence section) This extension of
existing permit boundary increases the SMCRA permit area from 2,428
surface acres to a total of 2,837 surface acres. Of this 2,837
acres, 1,378 acres and 1,459 acres are Federal and. private,
respectively. The extension would increase the acreage of coal
within the SMCRA permit area from 1,833 acres tof_,2~.L_~cres. Of
this 2,242 acres, 1,387 acres, 293 acres, and 571 acres are Federal,
county and privately owned coal, respectively.

The applicant requested this extension for the purpose of confirming
newly acquired geologic seismic data. This tentative geologic
information indicated that in this area, additional fault(s) up to
350 feet in displacement and another intrusive dike are present.
Valley Camp is concerned about the location of the faulting and the­
dike and how it may interfere with the present layout of the mine.



• Most of the water-quality impacts associated with the Belina haul
road and pad have already occurred. Levels of degradation have
continued to decrease since the road and pad were constructed.
Reconstruction of the road and pad outside of the Whiskey Gulch
buffer zone would not be prudent for the following reasons:
(1) construction of the road and pad would essentially cause the mine
to close since there are no feasible alternative access routes to the
portal area; (2) relocation of the pad would require closure and
relocation of the Belina No. 2 portal and truck loadout facilities,
creating additional disturbance; and (3) relocation of the road and
pad would create a new wave of sediment (3-10 years) into Whiskey
Gulch. Based on our analysis of the lack of environmental benefits
to be gained from removing these structures out of the buffer zone,
our recommendation is to authorize their continued existence in the~r

present location (see EA p. 7 and TA p. 16).

On April 20, 1984, OSM was informed that two slides had occurred on
April 18, 1984, on the downslope of the Belina ha~ road. One slide
was 40' wide, the other measured 125' wide. According to UDOGM, the
failure occurred on a natural slope below the side-cast material used
to construct the Belina haul road. The larger slide pushed
unconsolidated mud and snow into Eccles Creek; however, the stream
was not blocked.

A field inspection of the slide was conducted by UDOGM on April 19,
1984. The Utah Division of Wildlife Resources (DWR) had been
contacted and was working with the applicant to design a permanent
diversion, approximately 550' in length, around the toe of the
slide. Construction had been initiated on April 19. This action was
deemed necessary by the state agencies due to the continued failure
of the slope during the spring runoff season. According to UDOGM,
this portion of Eccles Creek had been previously modified when
improvements to the Eccles Creek road were made to access the Coastal
State Energy Company's Skyline Mine, located west of the Belina Mines
Complex. The proposed diversion, therefore, would relocate the
stream to its approximate original location, i.e., away from the toe
of the slope.

The UDOGM is treating the diversion and slope stabilization project
as an emergency remedial action and sent a letter to the applicant on
April 25, 1984 stating the requirements for compliance. These
requirements include the submittal of as-built designs demonstrating
that the permanent diversion construction meets the requirements of
UMC 817.44. A reclamation plan must also be submitted addressing the
requirements of UMC 817.111-.116. These plans are to be submitted by
the applicant to UDOGM on May 28, 1984.

The Acting Regional Solicitor, in his April 11, 1984 comments on the
Belina permit decision document, identified problems with the
existing haul road being within the 100' buffer zone of Whiskey
Gulch, a tributary to Eccles Creek. The solicitor's main concern was
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that the haul road creates impacts to the stream and riparian area,
i.e., the road may potentially restrict movement of big game
animals.. The solicitor has advocated in meetings with the Western
Technical Center staff that the road be removed and relocated out of
the buffer zone. Relocation of the road would not reduce the
potential for slides into Eccles Creek. The slide area is a natural
slope and the primary reason for its failure is the unusually high
snowfall level saturating the soils and the erosion of the slope's
toe. The haul road itself is stable and does not show any signs of
failure. The diversion of Eccles Creek will alleviate the problem of
continued erosion of the slope's toe, thereby increasing slope
stability. The technical analysis (p. 16) has found that relocation
of the road would create new impacts in an undisturbed area with very
little environmental benefit to be gained.

Because of the limited topsoil salvage that occurred prior to SMCRA,
the applicant has proposed that substitute topsoil materials be
utilized for reclamation by taking material from the pads in the
Belina portal and from the Utah No. 2 loadout and yard areas. The
volume of substitute material from the Belina portals source
indicates substitute topsoil material is available in an amount
sufficient to spread at least six inches over disturbed areas yet to
be reclaimed within the Belina portals area. This source of
substitute topsoil will also serve as a source of substitute topsoil
material for the reclamation of the haul road. The volume for the
Utah No. 2 loadout and yard area source indicates substitute topsoil
material is available in an amount sufficient to spread approximately
six inches over disturbed areas yet to be reclaimed within the Utah
No. 2 loadout and yard area.

An evaluation of the physical and chemical data developed for both
sources of substitute topsoil indicates both materials are capable of
supporting plant growth. This determination was based on the review
of physiochemical and productivity data for soils described by the
Soil Conservation Service (SCS) which occur in areas adjacent to the
Belina Mines Complex. To substantiate this evaluation, OSM is
requiring that the applicant design and conduct a greenhouse study or
field trials of the substitute topsoil material (see Condition No.
4) •

The applicant originally proposed to leave its Belina haul road as an
alternative postmining land use. Valley Camp, however, was unable to
obtain landowner concurrence to maintain the road (UMC 817.156);
hence, OSM determined that the road must be reclaimed in a manner
consistent with Utah's performance standards (UMC 817.156). OSM has
thus attached a permit Condition No. 10 that requires the applicant
to submit plans for the reclamation of the Belina haul road. To
ensure that the haul road is reclaimed, OSM and UDOGM have set bond
on that portion of the permit area (see TA p. 41) amounting to
$622,000.
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In order to effectively plan for the continuation of the Belina mine
development, Valley Camp requested to extend development of their
South Main Entries through, or to (as the case may be), the faulting
and dike. OSM has considered the hydrological and environmental
implications of the requested extension. The CHIA considered all
anticipated mining, which included the area of the requested
extension. Since this area has already been included in the
assessment of the cumulative hydrologic impacts, and faulting and
intrusives have been considered on the whole, these potential impacts
have been addressed. The surface water monitoring program has been
revised to require an additional station in Finn Canyon (Condition
No.2). The development of main entries into this area will provide
additional confirmation on the hydrogeology as required by Conditions
No.3 and No.4 (see TA pp. 26 and 27).

Several issues raised during the permit review related to the fact
that operations at the Belina Mine Complex started prior to the
passage of SMCRA. Among the more important of these issues were:
(1) the~ placement of fill in Whiskey Gulch, (2) the absence of
salvaged topsoil material around the Belina and Utah #2 portal areas,
and (3) postmining reclamation of the Belina haul road.

OSM and UDOGM determined that Whiskey Gulch is an intermittent stream
that most probably contains a biological community (see p 16 of the
TA) and, therefore, that the buffer zone requirements of UMC 817.57
were applicable. The Belina portals pad sets on a fill over Whiskey
Gulch, and most of the Belina haul road is within 100 feet of the
stream. The regulatory authority may authorize such activities
within the buffer zone if they find that temporary and permanent
stream channel diversions will comply with UMC 817.41 through 817.44
and that there will be no degradation of water quantity or quality.

We find that temporary and permanent diversions are already in
compliance with UMC 817.41 through 817.44 (see TA, page 18), and
analysi.s of the surface water monitoring data confirmed that there is
no reduction in water quantity in Whiskey Gulch. The CHIA report,
however, determined that during construction and early use of the
road and pad there was degradation of water quality due to increases
in totall suspended solids (TSS). The CHIA report also found that
these i.ncreases in TSS concentration were not at the level to cause
material damage.

Degradation of the water quality due to increases in TSS have been
reduced since the construction of the road and pad because the area
has stabilized and the available material has been flushed away.
Also, sediment-control measures have been implemented by Valley
Camp. Valley Camp continues to provide extra control measures such
as recent paving of the haul road and building of a mine-water
discharge pond. TSS levels should continue to decrease over time,
but they are likely to remain above levels found in undisturbed areas.
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The determination of probable hydrologic consequences and the CHIA
for the Belina Complex relies heavily on information concerning the
occurrence of ground water in other mines in the Mud Creek area.
Furthermore, during the data search for the CHIA it was apparent that
most of the information available concerning ground-water inflow to
mines was only available from personal communications with
individuals that have worked extensively in the mines. Ground-water
inflclw information is considered important to document mining impacts
on ground-water inflow to the Belina mines and that information would
also document if a significant water-bearing zone had been
encountered that may require some mitigating measure. In order for
the PAP to be in compliance with UMC 817.52, OSM required that Valley
Camp implement an in-mine ground water monitoring program (see
Condi. tion No.4).

WhilE~ no public hearings have been held specifically for Valley
Camp's permanent program application, recent hearings have been held
regarding coal development in central Utah of which expansion of the
Belina Complex is a part. These hearings were held in order to
recei.ve public input for the following documents:

Draft Environmental Impact Statement: Uinta - Southwestern Utah
Coal Region, Round II Coal Leases," 1983

Final Environmental Statement: Development of Coal Resources in
Central Utah," 1979, USGS

Land Management Plan: Ferron-Price Planning Unit, Manti-La Sal
National Forest," 1979, USFS

The Belina Mines Complex permit application was reviewed by OSM and
UDOGM using the approved Utah state program and the Federal Lands
Program (30 CFR Chapter VII, Subchapter D). The Mineral Leasing Act
porti.on of the plan was also reviewed for compliance with the
appli.cable portion of 30 CFR Part 211 (Le., requirements and
respolnsibilities of the Minerals Management Service). The technical
analysis and environmental assessment for this mine application was
prepared by OSM. These documents, other documents prepared by OSM
and UDOGM, the company's application, and other correspondence
developed during the completeness and technical reviews are part of
OSM's mining plan and permit application file. The UDOGM and OSM
jointly developed proposed conditions to assure compliance with State
and F'ederal regulations.
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A chronology of events related to this mining plan is enclosed.
Vall,ey Camp of Utah, Inc., published the newspaper notice in the
Price Sun Advocate from September 28, 1983 to October 19, 1983 and no
written comments, objections, or requests for an informal conference
were received. Concurrence was provided by BLM, Branch of Solid
Minerals on August 23, 1983, February 7, 1984, and March 22, 1984.
This approval does not include the recovery of the McKinnon Seam
pres,ent in the southern part of the mining plan area. Mining of the
McKinnon Seam will require that another mining plan be developed to
demonstrate that all recoverable coal reserves will be mined. In
addition, this approval does not cover the area to the southeast of
the permit area (i.e. east of the O'Connor Fault) which will also
require separate portals and a separate mine plan (see August 23,
1983 letter from BLM, Gordon Whitney).

The :BL.'1 provided a letter dated October 21, 1983, stating that none
of the lands to be impacted by the Belina No. 1 and No. 2 mines have
been designated as unsuitable under section 522 of SMCRA.

The U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service has provided documentation (see
lettler from Fred L. Bolwahnn, December 20, 1983) that no threatened
or eln.dangered species of animals are known to exist in the area of
the Belina No. 1 or No. 2 mines. OSM is currently consulting with
the USFWS concerning the need for the applicant to participate in the
agenc.y's study program, "Recovery of Endangered Fishes of the Upper
Colorado River Basin."

The :I:orest Service provided a letter (see letter from Reed
Christiansen, April 20, 1983) documenting several lease stipulations
that must be complied with by Valley Camp of Utah, Inc. These
stipulations have been reviewed by OSM, and they do not conflict with
any 4)f the aspects of this permit package. The Forest Service also
rais4!d concerns about protection of riparian areas and the potential
impa«:ts of subsidence. A subsequent letter from the Forest Service
(see letter from Reed Christensen, December 28, 1983) stated that the
previous concerns regarding subsidence and renewable resource lands
had lbeen adequately addressed in Volume VI of the updated permit
appl:lcation. The Forest Service concurrence letter was received by
OSM em March 12, 1984.

Concurrence from the Utah State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
was received on February 29, 1984.

Corrl!spondence from the agencies mentioned above did not specifically
requ:lre permit stipulations (other than the Forest Service lease
stipulations), as the concerns raised in the letters have been
resolved in the permit application package or in the stipulations
that are contained as part of this approval. The information in the
perm:l t application and mining plan, as well as other information
docmnented in the recommendation package and made available to the
applicant, has been reviewed by UDOGM in coordination with the OSM
Pro jf~.ct Leader.
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CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS

Valley Camp of Utah, Inc.
Belina No. 1 and No. 2 Mines

Application for Mining Plan and Permit Approval

DATE

December 1976:

February 10, 1977:

February 9, 1981:

April 30, 1981:

June 12, 1981:

September 1, 1981:

October 20, 1981:

December 2, 1981:

December 11, 1981:

December 18, 1981:

December 24, 1981:

EVENT

Belina #1 produces coal.

USGS issues 211 permit for Be1ina #1 mine
covering the existing Belina #1 (Upper
O'Conner Seam).

Valley Camp submits a PAP to OSM and UDOGM
for the existing Be1ina #1 and proposed
Be1ina #2 portal areas.

OSM submits to DOGM final ACR comments on
the application.

OSM grants Valley Camp a "minor
modification" to construct the Be1ina #2
portal, fans, conveyor belt and to enter
county coal in the Lower O'Conner seam.
Approval contained stipulation that the
company could not enter Federal coal in
Belina #2 without permission from OSM/MMS.

OSM concurs with DOGM consolidated ACR
comments.

DOGM forwards a draft ACR document to
Valley Camp.

Valley Camp requests permission to enter
federal coal in the Lower O'Conner (Belina
112) seam.

DOGM invokes "administrative delay" in the
review of the Belina permit application.

MMS approves Valley Camp's request to enter
federal coal in the Lower O'Conner seam.

DOGM trasmits letter to OSM approving
Valley Camp's mining of Federal coal as a
"minor modification- to the existing Be1ina
#1 interim mine plan.
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DATE

January 20, to January 28, 1982:

February 2, 1982:

February 23, 1982:

Harch 25, 1982:

June 23, 1982:

July 6, 1982:

July 16, 1982:

August 25, 1982:

November 9, 1982:

December 6, 1982:

December la, 1982:

December 22, 1982:

EVENT

OSM initiates a series of discussions with
MMS requesting that they define a "limit"
to mining in the Lower O'Conner Seam.

MMS approves Valley Camp's request to enter
Federal coal until July 1, 1983 and
delineates mining area on a map.

Valley Camp submits letter to DOGM stating
its intent to respond to the ACR by
May 31, 1982.

OSM approves Valley Camp's request to enter
Federal coal in the Lower O'Conner seam
until December 31, 1982, or upon a decision
on the mine plan application, whichever
comes first. OSM establishes a
May 31, 1982 deadline for submittal of a
response to the October 1981 ACR.

Valley Camp submits response to
October 1981 ACR.

OSM awards contract for reveiw of the
application to Envirosphere for $8,828.

Envirosphere submits to OSM an ACR of the
application, including Valley Camp's
June 23, 1981 submittal.

A revised second-round ACR is formally
transmitted to Valley Camp.

Valley Camp responds to the August 25, 1982
second-round ACR.

Valley Camp requests second "minor
modification" to continue mining Federal
coal in Lower O'Conner Seam beyond the
December 31, 1982 deadline.

Envirosphere completes review of latest
submittal.

OSM approves applicant's request to
continue mining federal coal beyond
December 31, 1982 deadline. Authority to
mine federal coal is to expire September
16, 1983. All of the remaining responses
to deficiencies are to be submitted by
March 18, 1983 .
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DATE

February 7, 1983:

March 10, 1983:

April 4, 1983:

May 23, 1983:

June 17, 1983:

June 10, 1983:

August 9, 1983:

August 22, 1983:

August 24, 1983:

September 16, 1983:

October 7, 1983:

October 18, 1983:

October 14, 1983:

November 16, 1983:

November 29, 1983:

December 20, 1983:

EVENT

DOGM forwards the third-round deficiency
letter to Valley Camp.

Valley Camp submits a response to the
third-round deficiency letter.

OSM terminates Envirosphere's contract.

DOGM issues preliminary "Determination of
Completeness" on PAP. Fourth deficiency
letter is forwarded to company.

Valley Camp responds to remaining
completeness items.

Contract awarded to Engineering Science for
review of mine plan: $82,198.

"Draft Determination of Technical Adequacy
(DOA)" submitted to UDOGM identifying
outstanding technical deficiencies.

DOGM issues "Determination of Completeness"
on Be1ina Mines Complex PAP •

DOA forwarded to Valley Camp.

Valley Camp submits partial response to DOA.

OSM terminates authority for Valley Camp's
continued mining of Federal coal in the
Lower O'Conner Seam until ,the permanent
program permit is issued.

Valley Camp presents the remaining
materials in response to the
August 24, 1983 DOA at a meeting in Denver.

Second DOA sent to Valley Camp regarding
the partial response to the August 24, 1983
DOA.

Valley Camp submits their response to the
October 14, 1983 DOA.

Third DOA sent to Valley Camp concerning
its response to the October 14, 1983 DOA.

Fourth DOA sent to Valley Camp raising all
remaining issues that had been revealed by
the draft technical analysis.
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DATE

January 10, 1984:

February 3, 1984:

March 7, 1984:

March 9, 1984:

March 13, 1984:

March 22, 1984:

March 23, 1984:

March 26, 1984:

EVENT

Valley Camp submits their response to the
remaining issues raised in previous DOAs.

Draft Findings, Technical Analysis,
Environmental Analysis, and other
Secretarial decision document material for
the Belina Mine Complex are completed.

Forest Service provides final concurrence
on permit application package.

Valley Camp submits a letter to OSM
requesting permission to extend the South
Main Entries to the southern boundary of
Section 36 and in the southeast corner of
Section 35, U-017354 and U-044076,
respect!vely.

BLM, Branch of Solid Minerals, concurs with
Valley Camp's request to extend mining into
Section 35 and 36.

Final concurrence received from BLM on
mining plan.

Final findings, technical analysis,
environmental analysis and other
Secretarial decision document material for
the Belina Mine Complex are completed.

Forest Service concurs with Valley Camp's
request to extend mining into Section 35
and 36.

Environmental assessment and finding of no
significant impact on proposed mining plan
decision made available to public.

OSM submitted final Secretarial decision
document to Assistant Secretary for Land &
Minerals Management recommending approval
of mining plan with conditions.

Utah Division of Oil Gas & Mining issued
permanent program SMCRA permit with
conditions.

Assistant Secretary for Land and Minerals
Management approved mining plan with
conditions.
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FINDINGS

Valley Camp of Utah, Inc.
Belina Mines Complex

Application for Mining Plan

1. The State of Utah and the Office of Surface Hining (OSM) have
determined that the permit application plan submitted on February 9,
1981, and updated through March 9, 1984, and the permit with
conditions are accurate and complete and comply with the requirements
of the approved Utah State Program, the Surface Mining Control and
Reclamation Act (SMCRA), and the Federal Lands Program fUMC 786.l9(a)J.

II. OSM has reviewed the permit application and mining plan, and prepared
the technical analysis (TA). OSM also prepared the environmental
assessment (EA) and based on this has made the following findings:

1. The applicant proposes acceptable practices for the reclamation of
disturbed lands. In addition, due to the absence of stockpiled
topsoil, the applicant has identified suitable sources (based on
chemical and physical analysis) of substitute topsoil in both the
Belina portals disturbed area, and the Utah No. 2 loadout and yard
disturbed area. The proposed substitute topsoil materials have
characteristics of sufficient quality in terms of suitability for use
as topsoil comparable to existing soils in the region. The proposed
substitute topsoil materials are present in quantities sufficient for
spreading at least six inches over disturbed areas at the Belina
portals and the reclaimed haul road and approximately six inches over
disturbed areas at the Utah No. 2 loadout and yard area. The quality
and quantity of available substitute topsoil indicate reclamation in
terms of revegetation is feasible. The OSM staff has determined that
reclamation, as required by the Act, can be feasibly accomplished
under the mining plan when supplemented by a condition (No.6 and 7).
OSM has determined that reclamation at Belina Mines Complex is
technologically and economically feasible under SMCRA Section
522(a)(2)(b).



• 2. OSM has conducted a cumulative hydrologic impact assessment (CHIA) of
all existing and anticipated mining by surface coal mines in the
general area. The CHIA included the impacts of all anticipated mining
in the cumulative impact area (CIA). It should be noted that the
Miller tract lease connected to the Utah No. 2 mine was evaluated in
the CHIA; however, this permitting action does not include any mining
associated with the Utah No. 2 mine. This is because Valley Camp of
Utah, Inc. did not supply the necessary information to permit the
Miller tract lease or any coal recovery at the Utah No. 2 mine. The
CHIA was written prior to completion of the technical analysis and the
final commitments made by the applicant; therefore, issues raised in
the CHIA were used by OSM to recommend mitigating measures that
evolved during the permit review process. It is concluded from the
CHIA and the TA that increases in total dissolved solids, total
suspended solids, calcium, magnesium, and phosphate will occur;
however, these increases will not cause material damage to the
surrounding hydrologic balance. In addition, springs with water
rights (other than Valley Camp's) may dry up, increased stream flow
from mine discharges will occur in Eccles Creek and Mud Creek, and an
unknown number of springs currently used by wildlife will possibly dry
up. The applicant prOVided mitigating measures to prevent damage to
the hydrologic balance where potential impacts were considered
important to local users or wildlife; therefore, it is concluded that
the application has been designed to prevent damage to the hydrologic
balance outside the proposed mine plan area, and the PAP is considered
in compliance with UMC 786.19(c).

3., After reviewing the description of the proposed permit area, Utah
Division of Oil, Gas and Mining and OSM have determined that this area
is:

a. Not included within an area designated unsuitable for surface
coal mining operations. [UMC 786.19(d)(1)]

b. Not within an area under study for designating lands unsuitable
for surface coal-mining operations. [UMC 786.19(d)(2)]

c. Not on any lands subject to the prohibitions or limitations of
UMC 761.11(a) (national parks, etc.), 761.11(f) (public
buildings, etc.), and 761.11(g) (cemeteries). [UMC
786.19(d)(3)]

d. Within 100 feet of the outside right-of-way of a public road.
[UMC 786.19(d)(4)] The permit boundary includes State Highway
96 and portions of Eccles Canyon Road (a Forest Service
Development road). Pursuant to UMC 761.12 Valley Camp has
previously carried on mining-related activities on the public
roads within its permit area prior to August 3, 1977 and has
leases with private surface owners to conduct these activities;
[PAP, Volume III, Section 782.15). In accordance with UMC
761.12(d) and UMC 786.11, a public comment period was held from
September 28, 1983 to October 19, 1983 and no comments were
received. The Carbon County Commissioner's Office provided
concurrence on the PAP on September 15, 1983.] Valley Camp has
a previous right to these activities and can continue them
under this permit.
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e. Not within 300 feet of any occupied dwelling. [UMC
786.19(d)(5) J

4. aSH's issuance of a permit and the Secretarial decision on the Mineral
Leasing Act plan is in compliance with the National Historic
Preservation Act and implementing regulations (36 CFR 800). The State
Historic Preservation Officer has concurred with aSH's finding that
the mining operations will have no effect upon cultural resources
listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places, provided that an inventory of the surface over the underground
workings is conducted as proposed by the applicant. (See Appendix B
of the technical analysis). [UMC 786.19(e); OSH TA; State Historic
Preservation Officer concurrence letter, February 29, 1984J

5. The applicant has not submitted surface owner consent letters for
areas where the surface and mineral estates have been severed, because
lmc 782.15(b) only requires such consent in cases where the surface
operations include the surface mining of coal, which will not be part
of the Belina operations. The application is, therefore, in
compliance with UMC 786.l9(f).

6. The applicant does not currently have any outstanding violations of
any law, rule or regulations of the United States, or of any State
law, rule or regulation, as specified by UMC 786.l7(c) (Dave Loff,
UDOGM, Hay 8, 1984).[UMC 786.l9(g)]

7. aSM's records confirm that all fees for the Abandoned Mine Reclamation
Fund have been paid. [UMC 786.l9(h); oral communication with John
Sender, OSM Fee Compliance Officer, in Albuquerque Field Office on
April 17, 1983]

8. aSM records show that the applicant does not control and has not
controlled mining operations with a demonstrated pattern of willful
violations of the Act and the Utah State Program of such nature,
duration, and with such resulting irreparable damage to the
environment as to indicate an intent not to comply with the provisions
of the Act. [UMC 786.l9(i) 773.15(b)(1); oral communication with Jodie
Merriman, OSM Reclamation Specialist, in OSM Albuquerque Field Office
on January 17, 1984

9. Underground coal mining and reclamation operations to be performed
under the permit will not be inconsistent with other mining in the
immediate vicinity of the Belina Mines Complex. [UMC 786.19(i)]

10. The applicant has provided evidence and the Utah Division of Oil, Gas
and Mining has found there are no prime farmlands in the permit area
and area for life of mine. [UMC 784.19( 1)]

11. The alluvial valley floor that was identified in the vicinity of the
Belina mines (i.e., in Pleasant Valley below the Utah No.2 loadout)
is not within the proposed permit area and no farming will be
interrupted, discontinued, or precluded. In addition no material
damage to the water supplied to the alluvial valley floor will occur
as a result of mining. [UMC 786.19(1)]



12. The proposed postmining land use of the permit area has been
approved by the Utah Division of Oil, Gas and Mining and OSM.

13. Utah Division of Oil, Gas and Mining and OSM have made all
specific approvals required by the Act, the approved Utah
State Program, and the Federal Lands Program.

14. The Federal action complies with the Endangered Species Act of
1973, the Bald Eagle Protection Act, and the Migratory Bird
Act. The Federal action also complies with the laws and
regulations protecting fish and wildlife resources. The U. S.
Fish and Wildlife Service raised wildlife concerns in
correspondence dated September 13, 1982, and April 8, 1983.
Sufficient supplemental information has been provided by the
applicant to resolve the concerns (see TA Sections 784.21 and
817.97). The wetland monitoring plan proposed by the
applicant has been evaluated and supplemented with Condition
No.8; therefore, the Federal action will comply with
Executive Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands.

15. Procedures for public participation have complied with
requirements of the Act, the approved Utah State Program, the
Federal Lands Program, and Council on Environmental Quality
regulations (40 CFR Part 1500 et seq.). (30 CFR 740.l3(c)(3);
Chronology of Events).

16. The applicant has complied with all other requirements of
applicable Federal laws; and either has or has applied for
permits from the Environmental Protection Agency and Utah
State Air and Water Quality agency. [30 CFR 746.13(g);
Letters of Concurrence and Clearance and mining plan and
permit application package]

17. Approximately 1,378 acres of the permit area are located
within the Manti-LaSal National Forest. During leasing, the
Forest Service supplied stipulations and during mine plan
review, determined that there were no significant
recreational, timber, economic, or other values which may be
incompatible with such surface mining operations. [Section
522(e)(2)(A), SMCRA; see concurrence letters from U.S. Forest
Service, March 7, 1984; March 26, 1984; and Findings of
Compatibility]

-
Western Technical Center

Headquarters Reviewing Officer
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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICAi~ IMPACT

Valley Camp of Utah, Inc.
Belina Mines Complex

The technical analysis and environmental assessment were prepared by the
Office of Surface Mining (OSH). These documents identify certain
environmental impacts that would result from the Federal approval of the
mining plan for the Valley Camp of Utah, Inc. Belina Mines Complex. The
five-year permit application, submitted to the State under its approved
permanent program, proposes a total permit area of 2,837 acres. The permit
area encompasses portions of three Federal leases.

OSH has determined that impacts would result from mining at the Belina Mines
Complex; however, OSH finds that impacts would not be significant. A
potentially significant issue was identified concerning possible reduction in
flow to Boardinghouse Spring located in lower Boardinghouse Canyon as a
result of the proposed Belina mining operations. Boardinghouse Spring is the
main water source for the town of Clear Creek (approximate population, 45),
but the water right to this spring is owned by Valley Camp. OSH's technical
analysis (TA) and cumulative hydrologic impact assessment (CHIA) report
conclude that the average annual flow from the spring is 250 gpm; the town
utilizes 24 percent (61 gpm) of this flow. A worst-case analysis concludes
that the Belina Mines Complex could intercept 26 gpm of ground-water flow, or
result in a 10.4 percent reduction of flow. If mining reduced the spring's
flow by 26 gpm, the available flow to the town of Clear Creek would still be
224 gpm. OSH's socioeconomic assessment (EA page 8) concludes that this
water supply will be adequate for existing and any future population of the
town of Clear Creek; therefore, there will be no significant adverse impact
from the potential reduction of flow at this spring.

Other impacts identified by OSH and the State would be mitigated by those
appropriate environmental protection measures detailed in the mining plan and
proposed conditions attached to the permit.

Based upon the evaluation of impacts given in the TA and EA, I find that no
significant impacts to the human environment would result from the proposed
mine; therefore, an environmental impact statement is not required.

) [.D~
~ 1r Administrator
~ Western Technical Center

Dat~ I



ENVIRONMEN'llAC ASSESSMENT

VALLEY CAMP OF UTAH, INC.
BELINA MINES COMPLEX

The Belina Mines Complex is located about 3 miles southwest
of Scofield, Utah, and 20 miles northwest of Price, Utah (See
Figure 4). The SMCRA permit area includes T. 13 S., R 6 E., SLM,
portions of section 24, portions of section 25, portions of
section 35 and portions of section 36. In T. 13 S., R. 7 ,E.,
SLN, portions of section 8, portions of section 9, portions of
section 16, portions of section 17, portions of section 18,
portions of section 19, portions of section 20, portions of
section 21, portions of section 30 and portions of section 31.
The mining plan approval area includes T. 13 S., R. 6 E., S][,M,
portions of sections 24 and 25, and portions of section 35 and
36.

Coal that will be removea by Valley Camp of Utah, Inc.
(Valley Camp) over the life of the mine will include 8,438 acres
of Federally owned coal; 640 acres of privately-owned coal i and
305 acres of Carbon County-owned coal. Federal coal leases
include U-020305, U-017354, U-044076, U-067498, U-47974, and U­
47975. The proposed area of mining plan approval is about 1,378
acres and is the same as the proposed resource recovery and
protection plan area (see Figure 1). The area being evaluated
for permit approval includes the surface and underground
disturbance associated with the Belina No. 1 and No. 2 Mines, the
loadout facility located at the inactive Utah No. 2 Mine and the
haul road from the Belina portals to Eccles Canyon. The mining
plan approval excludes county and fee coal, which is being
permitted under the SMCRA permit approval.

Valley Camp began construction operations in 1976.
Production of 1.2 million tons per year began under a 30 CFR 211
coal mining permit from the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) issued
10 February 1977; the Utah Division of Oil, Gas, and Mining
(UDOGM) permit was issued on 8 October 1976. The proposed action
is to continue mining coal underground at 0.97 million tons per
year and increase to a maximum of 1.93 million tons per year from
the Upper and Lower O'Connor Seams in 1988 through 2010.

Approval of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act
(SMCRA) permi t and the mining plan by OSM would prov ide for
mining at the Belina Mines Complex site through the year 1988 at
a maximum rate of 0.97 million tons per year (59 million tons
total for the life of the mine). Coal is and would continue to
be transported to the buyers by unit train. Valley Camp employs
approximately 214 people at its Belina Mines Complex. This
employment level would increase to 425 when future production
reaches 1.93 million tons per year.

-1-
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Pursuant to 30 CFR 746.14(b), the Secretary of the Interior
must approve, disapprove, or conditionally approve the proposed
mining plan. Valley Camp of Utah, Inc. submitted an application
for a permit supported by a mining and reclamation plan (MRP) to
expana coal mining in the Upper and Lower O'Connor Coal Seams in
conformance with the requirements of the SMCRA, the Utah state
Program, the Federal Lands Program, and the Mineral Leasing Act.
This environmental assessment is being written to help the pUblic
officials make decisions that are based on an understanding of
the environmental consequences.

ALTERNATIVES

Alternatiye No.1: NQ Action

The Federal mineral leasing laws and existing lease
requirements make it necessary for the Secretary of the Interior
to respond to applications and approve, disapprove, or
conditionally approve mining operations on Federal leases. aSH
finds the permit to be complete (8/22/83). Therefore, this
alternative is not viable and will not be discussed further.

Alternative No.2: Proposed Action with Stipulations (Preferred
Alternative)

Action proposed by Valley Camp of Utah, Inc. consists of
extending existing coal mining in the Upper and Lower 0' Conno r
Coal Seams by the use of room and pillar and continuous miner
techniques. Both portals will be mined with continuous miner and
shuttle cars, utilizing conveyor belts for haulage.

Approximately 76 acres on the surface were disturbed to
locate existing support facilities and sedimentation ponds. No
significant additional surface disturbance would be needed to
support expanded underground mining operations. The applicant
anticipates mining the McKinnon Seam in the future. This seam
has not been included in the present mining and reclamation plan.
The existing mining will operate in the Upper and Lower O'Connor
Seams through the 5-year permit term. The Upper O' Connor seam
ranges in thickness from 4 to 20 feet and the Lower O'Connor Seam
ranges in thickness from 3.5 to 25 feet. Both seams are
extremely faulted along the western portion of the permit
boundary.

It is anticipated that approximately 0.97 to 1.93 million
tons of coal will be produced each year. The coal will be, as it
is now, transported f rom the portals into a crusher and then
directly to the coal stockpiles at the loadout.

When mining of the 0' Connor Seams and under future permits,
the McKinnon Seam, is complete, the site will be reclaimed.
Reclamation will consist of the sealing of 5 portals at Belina
No. 1 Nine and 3 portals at Belina No. 2 Nine. All surface

-2-
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facilities will be removed and the mine bench and portal face-up
areas will be regraded to achieve a stable grade. The regraded
area will be ripped, topsoiled, and revegetated. The haul road
from the Belina portals to Eccles Canyon will also be regraded,
ripped, topsoiled, revegetated, with adequate drainage provided
for stream crossings.

'l:he preferred alternative of the Office of Surface Mining
(OSM) includes approval of-the proposed PAP with both Federal and
State conditions (stipulations), contained in the "Permit with
Stipulations" section of this decision document. These
conditions would be attached to the proposed Federal mining plan
approval and to OSM's proposed SMCRA permit.

Alternatiye No.3: Disapproyal of Mine Plan

The disapproval alternative would result in a permanent
closure of the existing mining operations. One of the most
noticeable impacts of such a closure would be a permanent loss of
about 214 jobs in the Scofield-Pr ice area. Disapproval of the
mining plan would require initiation of reclamation activities.
Impacts to water and land resources from mining would cease. The
recovery of .97 million tons of coal resources per year would not
occur as a result of implementation of this alternative.

DESCRIPTION OF THE AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

valley Camp's mining operations are located approximately 20
miles northwest of Price, Utah, in Carbon and Emery Counties,
Utah. The mine site is on the southwestern portion of the
Pleasant Valley drainage basin approximately 3 miles south of
Scofield, Utah. Approximately 8,438 acres of the potential life
of mine area are covered by Federal leases U-020305, U-017354, U­
044076, U-067498, U-47974, and U-47975. The remaining 945 acres
are covered by the county and fee coal leases (See Figure 1).
Coal mining operations of the existing Belina Mines Complex, as
proposed in the 1-1RP, would consist of unde rground coal mining
from the Upper and Lower O'Connor Seams. The Upper O'Connor Seam
outcrops at an elevation of about 9,050 feet at the Belina No. 1
portal and the Lower 0' Connor Seam outcrops at an elevation of
about 8,960 feet at the Belina No.2 portal.

Except for approximately 76 acres which have been disturbed
to locate support facilities and sedimentation ponds, the entire
mining plan area is rugged and mountainous, varying in elevation
from 7,840 feet near the loadout facility at Utah No.2 to over
9,200 feet at the Belina portals.

The mining plan area consists of a series of the north-south
trenaing ridges which are separated by gUlches and canyons
containing intermittent streams which drain into Mud Creek. The
surface area has been primarily used for livestock grazing and
wildlife habitat.
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The surface facilities are located in a narrow valley of
steep, well-drained slopes and consist of the Belina No. I and
Belina No.2 portals with associated buildings,.coal loadout, and
sedimentation ponds. Existing surface disturbances at the mine
site are within 100 feet of utah Highway 96 and were disturbed
prior to the enactment of SMCRA in 1977.

The major vegetation communities within the mining plan area
consist of spruce-fir, aspen, sagebrush, and fringe sage.
Ripar ian communities occur along some of the larger drainages.
Common understory species are wheatgrasses, mountain brome,
sedges, needlegrass, wildrose, snowberry, elderberry, ninebark,
and numerous forbs.

Numerous wildlife species inhabit the general area. The
most prominent species include mule deer and elk which utilize
the spruce-fir, aspen, and mountain shrub habitats in and
adjacent to the mining plan area during the summer and fall. The
northern bald eagle occurs as a fall visitor to the Scofield
Reservoir. Golden eagles and other larger raptors frequent the
area. Active Cooper's and goshawk nests are present in the
mining plan area. Drainages within the mining plan area provide
habitat for beaver.

The permit area is located in a mule deer summer range on
Utah deer herd unit 32. Parts of the permit area are known to be
used by deer and elk for fawning. Winter ranges for deer and ,elk
are somewhat remote from the mine complex area. These ranges are
located 7 to 8 miles to the northeast and southeast from the
permit area. Therefore, movement of these animals from summer to
winter range parallel the permit area. Movement generally takes
place in the lower valleys, i.e., the Pleasant Valley corridor.
This being the case, the mine cur rently does not restr ict or
impede movement to summer and winter range for mule deer and elk
(Utah Division of Wildlife Resources, September 8, 1983, letter
to Valley Camp). Reg ionally, moose are known to use r ipar ian
bottoms as wildlife habitat. Moose were introduced into the
Pleasant Valley area several years ago, however, poaching has
reduced their number. Whiskey Gulch and Eccles Creek are not
considered as important habitat for moose due to the steep
topography limiting the width of the riparian bottoms (DWR, March
14, 1984).

Aquatic systems on the mining plan area include Whiskey
Gul ch Creek, Eccles Canyon Creek, and Mud Creek. Eccles Canyon
Creek supports a trout fishery in the lower reaches. Both fish
and wildlife resources may have already been affected by
sedimentation from the existing Belina Mines Complex and the
adjacent Skyline Mine.

Climatic conditions in central Utah are variable because of
the extreme topographic changes in the region. The mine site
receives from 25 to 30 inches of precipitation, including 8
inches of rainfall from !1ay to September. The ridges above the
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Belina l<lines Complex accumulate greater snowpack than does the
valley because the easterly storm track that occurs in the area.

The Upper and Lower O' Connor Coal Seams that are mined at
the Belina Mines Complex are in the Blackhawk Formation which is
part of the Cretaceous-age Mesa Verde Group. The Lower O'Connor
Seam is present as a single seam up to 25 feet thick over most of
the Belina Hines Complex, al though in the southern part of the
Belina Mines Complex the Lower O'Connor Seam splits into the "A b

and DBa Seams. These seams are also present at the Skyline Mine
to the west. The Upper O'Connor Coal Seam is also present over
the Belina Mines Complex as a single seam, although in parts of
the mining plan area the seam splits into 2 or 3 seams. At the
northern end of the mining plan area the lowest split of the
Upper O'Connor Seam was not mineo. The uppermost McKinnon Seam
will not be mined during the term of this 5-year permit.

The strata in the mine area dips from 2 to 5 degrees to the
west. The coal in the Upper 0' Connor Seam ranges in thickness
from 4 to 20 feet, contains 0.61 percent sulfur, 6.99 percent
moisture, 5.85 percent ash, and provides 12,212 BTUs. Coal in
the Lower O'Connor Seam ranges in thickness from 3.5 to 25 feet
and contains 0.54 percent sulfur, 6.50 percent moisture, 5.10
percent ash, and 12,496 BTUs. The total recoverable coal
reserves in the permit area are estimated at 161.8 million tons.

IMPACTS OF ALTERNATIVE NO. 2

Soila

The Belina Mines Complex is an existing active underground
mine. Soils over most of the 76 acres of disturbance had been
disturbed before the enactment of the SMCRA. The soils that had
been disturbed in the three surface areas adjacent to the Belina
portals are classified as Argic Pachic Cryoborolls. This soil is
considered a fair topsoil material. The office/warehouse and the
loadout facilities at Utah No. 2 are classified as Typic
Cryoborol. This soil is considered poor topsoil material where
slopes exceed 30 percent and fair on lesser slopes. Alternative
topsoil locations have been identified and sampled by the
applicant. A determination of the suitability of such alternate
mater ial for reclamation and a calculation of volumes has been
completed.

To meet the demand for a suitable topsoil mater ial, the
applicant has identified material onsite sufficient to cover 38
acres. A field test or greenhouse study will be used to
demonstrate that this material will be suitable as a plant growth
medium with supplemental fertilization and incorporation of
organic matter (see Chapter XIV of the accompanying technical
analy~is). Since the reclamation of the site may not take place
for another 30 years, it would be necessary to re-eval uate the
availability and quality of the topsoil material prior to actual
reclamation operations.
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Some impact to soils may potentially occur due to future
subsidence, however, it should be emphasized that because the
required surface area has already been disturbed and no new
surface area is proposed to be disturbed to support expanded
mining operations, the approval of this mining plan is not likely
to result in additional adverse impacts on soils.

Vegetation

For a description of the plant communities found within the
mJ.nl,ns plan area see Chapters I I and XV of the accompanying
technical analysis. Past mining activities have altered andlor
removed approximately 76 acres of native vegetation. This area
includes about 30 acres for the mine portal area, 21 acres for
the loadout facilities, and 25 acres for the haul road.
Addi tional vegetation impacts are not anticipated with mining
plan approval. Approval of the mining plan will not cause
significant long-term adverse vegetation impacts. Reasons for
this conclusion include: (1) the surface area affected is small
and dispersed; (2) adequate revegetation with native plant
species is practical as proposed; (3) essentially all disturbed
areas will be revegetated; and (4) no future mining disturbances
from additional facilities are anticipated within the area of the
mining plan approval, and (5) impacts to vegetation from
subsidence will be minimal due to the applicant1s implementation
of the subsidence control program.

Surface water Hydrology

The Belina lolines Complex is located along an intermittent
channel in whiskey Canyon. The portal facilities are constructed
on a valley fill in the canyon. Sediment and drainage control
facilities at the Belina mines include two sedimentation ponds,
one for mine water discharge and one for surface runoff. Both
ponds and all of the ditches and culverts comply with the
performance standards.

Total suspended sediment concentrations have been increased
below the mine because of past failures of the mine discharge
ponds and inadequate sediment control measures during
construction of the valley fill and the haul road. The mine
discharge pond has been reconstructed (November, 1983) and is
functioning to reduce sediment contribution into Pond No.4.
Since the reconstruction, no violations have been issued
regarding TSS levels in Pond No. 4 (See TA pages 14 and 17).
Also, the haul road has been paved which should reduce the
sediment contribution from the road.

The Utah No. 2 facilities are located along l-Iud Creek, a
perennial stream. Three sedimentation ponds are already
constructed at the facilities. Ponds No. 1 and 3 are in
compliance with the performance standards. Pond No. 2 is too
small to achieve a detention time of 24 hours (UMC 817.46 (c) ) .
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The pond is currently .4 acre/foot too small for total
containment of the 10-year 24-hour event. However, Valley Camp
has committed to enlarging the pond during the next construction
season, spring of 1984 (July 25, 1983 letter to UDOGM). Valley
Camp has further committed to submitting plans to the regulatory
authority for review and acceptance prior to construction. Much
of the Utah No. 2 facilities are within 100 feet of Mud Creek.
NPDES records and site visits have confirmed that none of the
ponds have discharged water. The water monitoring records show
no adverse impacts from the Utah No. 2 facilities on Mud Creek.

There will be an increase in total dissolved solids,
calcium, and total suspended solids concentrations and loads
because of mining operations. However, no material damage is
anticipated from either the proposed mining operation or all of
the anticipated mining in the area because the increase in TDS
does not violate surface water quality standards. Also, calcium
tends to precipitate (drop out) in Scofield Reservoir.

No alluvial valley floors (AVF) have been identified in or
immediately adjacent to the mining plan area. The closest
alluvial valley floor is downstream of the Utah No. 2 facilities
along triud Creek in Pleasant Valley. Activities at the Belina
mines and the Utah No. 2 facilities will not disturb the
hydrologic balance of this alluvial valley floor because ground
water flows will be maintained along the O' Connor fault during
and after mining, which provides flow to Eccles Creek and; hence
to the AVF.

Most of the water quality impacts associated with the road
and pad have already occurred. Levels of degradation have
continued to decrease since the road and pad were constructed.
The haul road, truck loadout facilities and Belina pad are
located within the 100 foot buffer zone of Whiskey Gulch, an
intermittent stream, therefore, UMC 817.57 Hydrologic Balance:
Stream Buffer Zones is applicable (see TA page 16). OSM has
considered two alternatives to resolve this problem: 1) require
the applicant to remove and relocate the haul road, loadout
facility and pad to bring the operation into compliance with UMC
817.57, or 2) authorize the continued existence of these
structures as provided for by UMC 817.57.

The primary environmental benefit of bringing the operation
into compliance (i. e., remove/relocate the structures) would be
the reclamation and reestablishment of the riparian area in
Whiskey Gulch. Although regionally moose are known to use
riparian bottoms as habitat, Whiskey Gulch is not considered to
be suitable habitat due to the steep topography which limits the
width and hence the use of the riparian bottom. Reconstruction
of the road, loadout facility and pad outside of the Whiskey
Gulch buffer zone would not be prudent for the following reasons:
1) reconstruction of the road and pad would essentially cause the
mine to close: there are no feasible alternative access routes
to the portal area, 2) relocation of the pad would require
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closure and relocation of the Belina No. 2 portal and truck
loadout facil ities: this would create additional disturbance,
and 3) relocation of the road and pad would create a new wave of
sediment (3-10 years) into Whiskey Gulch. The DWR and UDOGM have
worked with the applicant to implement measures reducing the
impacts of the operation on Whiskey Gulch (slope stabilization,
revegetation, sediment control measures, etc.); therefore, these
agencies support the continued existence of the facilities within
the buffer zone in lieu of creating new disturbances to the area
(see OSI1 phone confirmation with DWR, Narch 14, 1984). After
considering these alternatives, the regulatory authority
authorizes the use of the pre-existing haul road, loadout
facility and portal yard within the Whiskey Gulch buffer zone.
The applicant has committed to protect surface water resources
through the implementation of a subsidence control program. (See
Condition No.5 of the TA and p. 9 of the EA.)

Ground Water Hydrology

Five ground water impacts have been identified: (1) ground
water encountered in the mines will be pumped from the mines to
receiving streams; (2) three springs with water rights (i.e., 91­
1643, 91-3499, and 91-3500) may be affected by the Belina Mines
Complex; (3) the recharge to the springs in lower Boardinghouse
Creek (i.e., water right 91-3586, owned by Valley Camp) that
supply water for the Town of Clear Creek may be interrupted by
the Belina Nines Complex; (4) two wells located in fault zones
that occur in the Belina Mines Complex (i.e., Connelville Fault­
Coastal States Energy Well 91-1560 and O'Connor Fault-Valley Camp
Well 91-1691) may experience some decline in flow resulting from
dewatering in the Belina mines; (5) two water rights belonging to
Valley Camp (i.e., 91-3596 and 91-3595) associated with abandoned
mine discharges will likely diminish as a result of dewatering in
the Belina mines. These two water rights are not in current use.

These impacts to the ground water system have been evaluated
in Chapter 9 and 12 of the technical analysis. The impacts are
not significant to the hydrologic balance in the area adjacent to
the Belina Mines Complex. OSM's hydrologic assessment and
socioeconomic analysis (EA, p.9) concludes that the reduction of
flow in the Boardinghouse Spring from mining will not constitute
a signif icant impact of the Town of Clear Creek. For expanded.
discussions of hydrologic impacts, see the CHIA report available
from OSM (summarized in the TA, Appendix A) •

Fish and Wildlife Resources

Approval of the permit application package (PAP) with
Condition No. 8 (see Chapter XVI of the accompanying technical
analysis) will not cause long-term adverse fish and wildlife
impacts. Reasons for this conclusion include: (1) actual area of
prior mining disturbance is small (approximately 76 acres) i (2)
maJor wildlife displacements and impacts have already been caused
by the existing facilities; (3) restoration of premining fish and
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wildlife habitats is technically and practically feasible; and
(4) essentially all disturbed habitats would be revegetated with
useful plant species. Mining activities will not affect the
continued existence of endangered or threatened species or result
in impacts to critical supporting habitats (see 20 December 1983
letter from the Fish and Wildlife Service). Large raptors will
be protected from electrocutions and nesting disturbances. Key or
important habitats will be adequately mitigated with development
of equivalent habitats.

Backfilling and Grading

According to the PAP for the proposed underground mining
operations, the areas of the portals at Belina Nos. 1 and 2 Mines
and Utah No. 2 will be backfilled and regraded to bring the
contours to a stable grade. The surface lands will be restored
to their premining land uses. Revegetation of the disturbed
areas prior to abandonment by the applicant should result in the
mining operation producing no significant lasting impact on the
environment.

Coal and Non-Coal Processing Wastes

Crushing is the only onsite coal preparation process that is
proposed and, hence, no coal processing wastes will be generated
at the Belina Mines Complex. Non-coal wastes are stored in metal
trash carriers prior to being transported to the Carbon County
Sanitary Landfill for disposal. The proposed methods of disposal
of non-coal processing wastes will not have a significant adverse
impact on the environment.

Subsidence

The underground mining operations at the Belina Mines
Complex are expected to produce surface subsidence (i.e., cracks
and potholes) in areas where the overburden is less than 400 feet
thick. It is estimated that approximately 1,043 acres within the
permit area may be affected by subsidence. (OSM CHIA, Figure 2)
Valley Camp has provided subsurface support to protect surface
structures, including a gas pipeline, a gas well, and perennial
streams. OSM has reclassified all streams within the permit area
as intermittent, therefore, the applicant must revise the
subsidence monitoring program to reflect this change (see TA p.
28 and 44). Impacts on fish and wildlife from subsidence effects
include loss of water sources and riparian and wetland habitat
areas; Condition No. 8 contains measures to replace these
resources. (See TA p. 36) Undiscovered cultural resources may
also be affected by subsidence, and valley Camp has committed to
undertake a survey to identify whether any such resources exist
over the underground workings. (See Appendix 3 of the TA)

Socioeconomics

Expansion of the Belina Mines Complex would result in a
continua tion and eventual increase in current levels of
employment and associatea indirect and inducea socioeconomic
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impacts. Although the current employment at the mine is at 214
employees, direct project employment has exceeded 315 employees
in the past several years. Based on current employment levels at
the mine, the total employment impact in the region is 365 jobs.
The assoicated population impact is approximately 950 persons
living in 300 households, mostly in Carbon and Sanpete Counties.
The direct and induced effects associated with the Belina Mines
complex would remain constant at these levels throughout the
short-term, i.e., through 1988.

Expansion of Valley Camp's Belina Mines Complex in 1989 would
generate limited direct and indirect socioeconomic impacts over
the life-of-mine. These impacts would be of both a benef icial
and adverse nature. Employment would increase to 425 in order
for production to reach 1.93 million tons per year.

Beneficial impacts include increased employment, higher sales
revenues for coal business and increased total wage and salary
labor earnings. Public sector revenues would also increase.

Population in the region would increase by approximately 930
persons as a result of the Valley Camp expansion. Approximatley
70 percent of the population impact would occur in Carbon and
Sanpete Counties (i.e. Price and Fairfield), where the baseline
total population is anticipated to increase by 63 percent (from
36,800 in 1980 to 60,050 in 2000). The remaining population
impact would occur in other surrounding areas within a reasonable
commuting distance from the mine, pr incipally Utah and Emery
counties. Additional housing needs would parallel the popUlation
growth. Capital and operating expenditures of local counties,
school districts, municipalities and utilities would increase as
a result of the need to meet higher levels of demand. A
potentially significant issue was identified concerning the
possible reduction of the Town of Clear Creek's water supply due
to mining at the Belina Mines Complex. Clear Creek is a small
community of approximately 45 residents (Carbon County Planning
Department) • The town (land and buildings) is owned by Valley
Camp. Clear Creek currently gets its water supply from the
Boardinghouse Spring located in lower Boardinghouse Canyon. The
spring's water right belongs to Valley Camp. OSl'l's technical
analysis (TA) and cumulative hydrologic impact assessment (CHIA)
report concludes that the average annual flow from the spring is
250 gpm; the town utilizes 24 percent (61gpm) of this flow. A
worst case analysis concludes that the Belina Mines Complex could
intercept 26 gpm of ground water flow, or result in a 10.4
percent reduction in flow. If mining reduced the flow by 26 gpm,
the available flow to the town would still be 224 gpm.

Recent proj ections (1. e., Bureau of Land Management Final
Env:ronmental Impact Statement, ~Unita-Southwestern Coal Region k

January, 1984) and Carbon County growth management policies show
a limited amount of population growth in Pleasant Valley,
including the Town of Clear Creek, due to the lack of developable
land and readily available tax base to support pUbl ic services
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and facilities. Therefore, based on OSM's hydrologic assessment
and the fact that the spring will support the current and future
population of Clear Creek, the impact of potentially reducing the
springs flow will be minimal.

Additional vehicular traffic on local highways, especially on
U.S. 6, Utah 96, Utah 31 and the newly built Eccles Canyon road
from the Pleasant Valley to Sanpete County is of concern to local
government officials. Valley Camp has implemented an employee
transportation bus system which services mine employees living in
the Carbon-Emery-Sanpete County region. The continuation of this
service will help to alleviate transportation impacts as the
mine and employment levels expand.

Cultural Resources

A cultural resources inventory of proposed surface
disturbance areas (mine portals, transportation corr idors, and
service areas) has been prepared for the Belina Mines Complex.
The Archaeological - Environmental Research Corporation inventory
(Hauck, 1980) identified five historic sites within the permit
area, two of which (270U/l and 270U/2) will be directly affected
by mining activities. These sities were determined ineligible
for nomination to the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
in conjunction with the approval of the Skyline Mine, and
disturbance of these sites will constitute No Effect (see
Appendix B to the technical analysis).

OSM requested State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO)
concurrence with the recommendations that the remaining three
sites (42Cr388, 389, and 390) be determined ineligible for
nomination to the NRHP with a finding of No Effect/No Adverse
Effect for the project (see Appendix B to the TA, Attachment 2).
SHPO concurrence was received on February 29, 1984.

The effects of subsidence on cultural resources cannot be
estimated at present since no inventory has been conducted in the
area over the underground workings. The applicant has committed
to inventory certain portions of the area over the underground
workings for cultural resources and to report the findings prior
to 31 December 1984. Completion of the investigation by the
specified date will allow sufficient time to require additional
inventory and/or to implement an approved mitigation program if
subsidence would result in adverse effects to any site listed or
eligible for listing on. the NRHP. The applicant has also
committed to conduct additional inventory if necessary and to
consult with the regulatory authority concerning a mitigation
plan should sensitive sites be threatened with adverse effects as
a result of subsidence.

Implementation of the measures proposed in the application
and the stipulation concerning emergency discoveries of cultural
sites during mining (Stipulation No.1, Chapter VI of the
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accompanying technical analysis), in addition to the stipulations
on the Federal coal leases, will allow a finding of No Effect/No
Adverse Effect according to the provisions of the Programmatic
Memorandum of Agreement among USGS, BLM, and OSM concerning the
Federal Coal Management Program, 1978.

LONG-TERM IMPACTS

Long-term impacts that would occur if the permit is approved
are: maximum economic recovery of coal for local use and for
power plant markets; continuea employment of approximately 214
persons in the near future, eventually increasing to
approximately 425 employeesj possible subsidence on some parts of
2,442 acres; generation of fugitive dustj and minor adverse
effect to wildlife due to the presence of men and machinery in
the area, and loss of some springs in the area.

IMPACTS OF ALTERNATIVE NO. 3

Alternative No. 3 would completely close down mining
operations at the Belina Mines Complex and would result in
permanent loss of about 214 jobs in the short term, and about 425
jobs in the long term. In terms of loss of payroll and purchase
of goods and services, a total loss of about $35,000,000 annually
would occur to the local economy. Further, this al ternative
would result in a loss of approximately .97 million tons of coal
every year for a period of 26 years. Non-availability of .97
million tons of coal every year would have to be substituted for
by alternate sources of energy such as crude oil, bottled propane
and butane, nuclear energy, natural gas, and renewable solar
energy or by other coal market sources. However, this
alternative would preclude possible additional subsidence in
unmined areas and continued impacts to water, air and land
resources.
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UNITED STAiES DC:PAoRT"'1ENT OF AGRICUL.";""'RE..

C"ORESi SERVICE

~~nti-l.aSal ~;ational :orest
599 west ?=ice River D=ive

Price, Utah 84501
2820

Ap=il 20, 1982

Sarah Eranson
Office of Surface Hining (rSDI)
Recla~ation and Enforcement
3rooks Towers - 1020 15th St.
Denver, Colorado 80202

Dear ~s. 3ranson:

••

After reviewing the Geology and Coal Reserves Study, October
1982, for the Valley Camp of ['tah, Inc., Belina c'fines, the Forest
Service has no concerns regarding the "completeness" or :echnica1
adequacy of the report. .

After revie\ving the Apparent Completeness Review submittal (03/10/83)
for the Eelina ~ines, the Forest Service has concern about the com­
pleteness of section m:c 317.97. The Division of Oil, Gas ar.d ~'lining

has specified that riparian areas should be identified and that Valley
Ca;up's response deals with the dis turbed riparian areas in ,:,jhiskey
and Eccles Canyons anc states, -in part, that other riparian areas
will not be disturbed. It is possible that riparian areas along the
smaller crainages and adjacent to springs or seeps could ~e affected
by s~bsidence. This possibility should be identified and those
areas should be included in the hydrologic-subsidence monitoring
program and plan.

The Forest S~rvice has s~nt a letter to your office, ~ovember 5, 1922,
which responds to the Apparer:t Cu:::pleteness ?evie\l ccr::mer:ts, r:·!c
7S~.20. ~o update concerning this letter has been incorporated in
t~e Apparent COilipleter:ess Review submittal of 3/10/83. In another
letter to your of:ice, August 20, 1982, the Forest Service has
expressed concerns about Appendix H of th~ Apparent Completeness
Revie~. The appropriate changes have not been incorporated in the
Apparent Co~~leteness Review submittal of 3/10/83 .



All s:ipula~ions cn Federal Coal Leases
•• ""~O-r . T" ''"'~-/9'' .. , ,.; d
~-v~~ 10, anc ~-uo;~' ~ must oe ~nc_u~e

plan. Th~ appropriate stipulations are

V-C2030S, U-017354,
in :he mine operating
enclosed.

...,

/e
""

If you have any questions concerning these comments, please
contact the Supervisor's Office, P~nti-LaSal Xational Forest,
599 west Price River Drive, Price, Ctah 84501.

Sincerely, -

--~,..... . -1/ ...-' } ,.-
;' /'-- i /:,- j'J .. (.,: .
/L ./ ( ',,-~\.~ -.... ;-\-

for \)
REED C. CHRISTEXSEN
Forest Supervisor

•
Enclosures
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;:Iinc p1.:n Jnd Jdj.:3CelH Jre..1S, or exrlorl1ciOl1 1'1.111 ;;re,'5. dl.::lt miJY iJe
.:J d v e r $ eli' .:l f f e c ccd by l e.1 s e' - r e 1.:3 c e d ,1 C C1 vic i. e::; . if r h e !~ e g ion., l Dire c tor
.:Jnt! t.ue!:orized Officer. Sue-face ~lan<1be::'1ene I\gency. decermines ch.Jc one is
ncccs::;.:Jrj·, cl1e puleoncologic.:JL .:lppr,Jisal shall be c.:ondll\.ccd by.:J q'-Ju1ified
p<1lccn:ologisc oJpproved by ehe huehorized Officer uf che surface miJn.:J&cment
.::;cncy. using ehe p\lblished Licer-acure .. nC:. l~here .Jppropriuce. field .:ljl­

?:~is,J15 for deccr~ining che possible exiscence of fossils of scienCific
si;:1ifi:.Jnce. A repoe-e of the iJppraisal and recommendacions for proceccins
;;~:. fossils of sibni:icanc sciencific ineer-esc on che le,Jsed loJnds so iden­
c~:ied shad be suoi:1ieced co and iJpproved by c:he Regiol1.:l1 Direccor .:Jne che
;u,horizcd Officer-, Surface Managemenc Agency. Uhen necessary co procee:
-d/or collecc the fossils of significiJnc s~iencific ineeresc on che lC.:Jsed.I.',", ands: che lessee sha I J "llnderc al~c che ::1e,JSllreS provided ill chc approv,J I of

Z'.::.~ .1C mtnu~g and reCL.:lr::iJC10n plun or explor.1cton ;>I.:Jo. '

;", ille Lessee sn .. Il ;"loe knovingly discurb, u;ccr. desero:, or c.J"-e J:-:Y

fossils of si[;nifiC:Jnc $cicnci.fic incerest . .:Jnd slt.,IJ procecc all such
fossils in ,·on:crw..1ncc t.·i:h rhc ~Cc,";SlJrcs inCluded :n :::hc :1j>rro v ,11 nf i.::lC

I;: ~ n ~ 11 g .:I nd r e c f ~;:,!tJ C :.. 0 n r 1.:nor ex p lor ;t c ion p 1cJ II .

(0) The Lessec shall immediacely brillg ,1ny StIch fossils choJc mighc bc
.:;lcercd or descroyed by his oper.:3cion co che ;'lccencion of che R'~gion.::ll

:J~:-cccc:- or che Disericc i"lininc S\,;pcrvisor, ~s .1;:lprorri<lce. Oper.lcions
",." concinue.:l$ long.:ls che fossil specimen or specimens ,-,o"ld IIOC be

)Us!y C.:3:::.:;ccd or dcscroyed ~y C!lC Jcc~vicy" The r-cgion.:Ji Direcc0r
-, :.:C Di:;cri,cc ~linin; Supervisor •.'S .,ppropri.::ee. slt.:J!l eV.Jlll.1ce or il.,'.'c

.~ '." .::t u.' ccd:: II <.: h oJ i s c eve ric s b r 0 IJ g h ceo his .1 c Cen c ion .J nd. tJ i chi n f i ... c (:1 )

'- 0 t' ~: : 111; d :J y:;. $ II •• lin0 Ci f y Ch c r.e ::; sec ·... ll <J:: ., <.: :: i () 11 S1: ,1 1 I be C.1 ~ Cn t ... i ch

l ~ S jl C C" C cos .. <: 11 u is t' 0 V e ric s .

(d rdl StICh fossils of :::'Gnifi<.:."lIIC S('icllciiic ineeresc sh.:Jll rentain
" ..der Che j"ri.:.:ciccion of che Uniced Scaces ullcil oUllcrship is clecermined
."Iuer .1pplic:;;bie 1.''-'. Copies of ;111 p;lIcOIlCO!OblC<Jl resource d;;cJ cen-
e: r .1 :: e d .1::; .1 res" leo f :: he: C:.:J SC l crill r e Q IJ ire rn e n (oS tJ ill be r r 0 v ided co
:hc :-Zc;:ioll.11 Dtrc:ccor or c!le Discrlcc tllnilll; '.supervisor. JS ,'ppropri.1Cc.

\-'."'-- \



(d)' :"ilC~;<': ("('"U;(OIl:; ;11'1'1.,.. (d ;lll :;10')' fll~:;II:; of :;il~ntll"""l s."iC"(I(i,'

IlllL't~~~\ til:';'"()VCL"c<1 \Jltl,ir\ tl,(- !1':.I"';L- :11't:~' \JilCt11cr J'S ....·ll\/r:rcC; t" rliC (~'.'j':(_

Ih,rdell. int<.:r-httrde". qr It)~lt ~C.IIU dl :;~'.III1S. Fps:;ils of Slt:Hi~'I"~)fl{

:.. "C'ltl,fJ,· II1'lcrcst do llt)l Illl"j\lde tll\):;l: f():-;~ilS {"o,"monly •. 'n,·Otll1(L"t-C(l

tJllr~Jl': IItldct'J;t"\)unl1 nnllinl~ Upct·.i(:OI1~ ';"H·tJ ~15 (t;rt1$ .Ind dlnQS;JlIr" ~(.Il.·~;'~

:;:~t:jct;ll remelt":; sll.,ll uc t-on:;ldcrc.:d :;1).;111fil".1nc..

ST t/'Ij l.Xrr ON S

The- l.essec sl1;11 I, prior lO l.:n( ry "1'(\1\ ehc Ic.Js<.:. condllC~ ,1!l intClls:ve
(l<:ld invcncory for ;:hre,1cencd ;lnd elld.:ll1gcred rl;;nc ,1nd/ot' ;111 lm., 1 sp<.:~ies.

hilld OJ' bolden e.1gles. 'or raif,("ileur:: spe,'lcs of high Fedcr;)! ioccr<.:sc 011 eho!;;c

:'lr~;IS co be dlsc"rbed ,il1(,J/ur itnfl.1CLCd il1clu<.Jin~ "he .1ccess C'ollees :0 (he 'e.ls~

,:tl..:.1. Th~ ltlvcnc,ncy Sft.1!l be rOI\c..!t1c~c,: !)y.1 '1t1t1l1:1Cd ~r)cl":';lll~:(~~ :lPi)~ll·.·.:(.!

iJ~' ctlC '\\I(hori7.Co Officer. S"rLll'c .'I.ll1;q;cmcnc ,igcncy. ilnd <l rerar: of che '''-
v C:l cor)' :111 d r c l' 0 mm C t1 d ,i :.: ion, [0:' : il c r roe ~ (' C : a t1 (.) f ch esc s r c C 1 C S S \J b m 1 C C <.: U cU

;ll1d .Jpprovcd by chc Au(hori::cc.i Officer. Sllrf.;cc ~1<Jni)gemenc Agency, .1nd
!tcgi0I1.11 Dlrcccor or Discricc :,in1n;; SlJ;'lc:"visor <JS appro[lriilce, An

'JccCflc;;blc repo:-c of .:loy findings Shilll inC':ludc che specific: locilcion.
discC'lD"clon • .:lnC h.ibi".iC rC<1uirc:-:1cncs or che species, The Lcss·:::c s:l.Jli
procecc ches~ $rcci~s '..-ichin che ~Cl3S~ .Jrca from any ~ccivicics assoc..::'c1ced !.

vic h 0 [l c r oJ c ion s con d uc ccd un de r che ee r::, s 0 f eh e 1e.J sea nd s h .:: II und ere <J :.: c
Such rcoccccive ~casu~~s i)? m.::y be required by che Auchorized Office:".
S"rf;lr:e ~!an.Jbemenc "genr-;J, <lnd r-c£ionaL Dircccor or Discri<.:c ~lining SupcC"J:sor
1.15 .Jpf':"opr:'41::c"

•

571 !'tiLA1':0:: 6

C,,·, :'ovc:"l:ncs "sed in cOllj\.'~L:cio:l u:cll ::hc '-linin; of CO;lJ ~'('om chis !CJ$C

sil:JJ I :,C conscrucced so .:1S co con:or::: ..... teh che publi.c.:Jcjon "Sug~esi:cc

:':":lc: :('~s for ::::,Joc:>r ?r"o::cc~ion en r'o\.-crllr"cs n (::dison Elc<.:::ic ~~s::: ::-ucc.
:97)), I;h~,: fc.~sii:ic, ;1o',Jc:-li:1c$ ,.. iii be ioc.:::cd .ie le.1sc :00 ~',~~:1S :~,~'"

I)",bjt~ :o ..~\:~.

STIrUU,7ro:~ 7

'l'he Lessee s!t;l!! ;,rovidc [0:" che s"rprcssion ,100 L'onerol of fug:cive ,:,.s:
en .,11 11"ul rc.,ds. ,ino ,1e ::o,il ",iulin/;, eranSj)O('C.Jcion . .Jnd ScorJSoc f.Jc­
~il~ics. -:'hc l~iG::- ..1c~on 0: rO;1C $u:-ft.1ctr..; ~.J~c=-i.~ls sh..'Jl: be con::~llcG.~:.·

'",ieer:n/:. <:1'~'"lC;Jl erC.ien:enc or h.1rcJ st::-f.:lc:'ng. Loss of ;:-.:lVe! <.:ourSl:S
~:1.1j j :,c PC':·tO'~Jf'.,lly rcr1."'lccd.

~) T I I'Ul.An O;J S

I ,\ u r d t! I' r 0 .i v 0 i c1 :; II r :" .1 <.: c d i $ :.: " r U:1f1" e OilS C C C r c: :l n y0 Il ::;.l u I' C S .1 n cJ e II e !1'::: c:.l
;or s,,:-:;,cc ,If'(~$S. ;lil !;;llrf,1t:C hrc.1:'-OllCS for vencir.Jc:olI Clll1nels sh;lll
I,c "(lI1~rr.... rcd [rom illsiJe ehe ,"illc. e~CCjlC ;lC spc,ific lUc.Jcions ,irprovcd
"1' lil..: 1(<:(;1011.'1 ()lrc<:~()r \JI(il (lie CUIlI'\I:-reIlCC of eh<.: 1\\ICllori::cd Offit:c:'.

$lIrf."lcc ~L~Il:'1J:~tncn( /~Gcncy :IOel ~!1(~ Uls(ric:: .--'tnine S,-;pcrvisor .
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l't In( (u Intt"I1,:. l,11C L<,:s:~l:t: :;!l.,!l p~((t)rl1l'-1 :.,,,dy to ~;,-'t'lfre ~lde<1".ltl· h.isCIllic

d.lt.1 l,. q".lI1Llfy tft<.: (':"l~;tln!: : .• 'f·:.1l.·~ ""~;V"r'(~~: un .-JtHI .J(J):ll"CI1( to lhe JC;lSC

.1ft;:I. l"he ::clldy VIi; ut.: <.::;c,li,!,sl,t;d III '·'"1:>"It;"ioll IJlrh ,lllU :Iflrrovcd hy

tht: ,\"c~lori7.cd 0[1 iLcr. S•. rf.l .. <.: ,'I:lll.ll:,:rllClll /''1:t.:rll:Y. cht.: h«.:GlOll:ll [)jrcccot'" •

.l"d ehe D,::;crlct ~lillill(; S"l'cr ... i:;or "nd :.11.111 be ,1deqll.1cc co loc.1ee, qll.:Jncifr •

.101.1 <Jc~IOI1~cr.l(C cltc IIlccr-rcl.lcioll~llif' of tllc Gcolor.y. copo(;:-arlsy. slIrf.:J<':c

llyd,·o!o~y. VC1;CC;ICiol1 ••11\(..! '.nlel!iCe. !I;lsclillC d.lt;. viIi be cst.lbli::;hcd so
l 11.1 t f II ( " t'" e l' r 0 Gr .1 In::; () f 0 II s e ~.... ; 1 C I () 11 <' .1 nbc i I' t' 0 r p 0 r .1 ( cd .1 C r c g II I .1 rill c e r ­

v~ls for l.'on.J1:lrisol).

ST!i'UL,\T!ON to

The !.. r:::~c~ S,h ..1:! ~~;c."':bti~h.i ::;.,Jnl~ocin~ sy:;ccm l·O Ioc~cc, ioIC.l$Urc • .:lo<.!

<'1".1I1lt[:: cile rH'oGrcssivc .Int! :,,1,11 cf:ec:c:. of lInc1cq;rotJIH.J milling .1(,'civic:cs

011 ,he lopoSr,lplli<.: sur~,)cc" UIlC~:-g:-OIl'1(j .111<1 Sttrt .. t:c hydrology . .Jnd vel;-

ct.Jcion. The mOllicorirq; S:;S::';:::1 $:',)11 uci1i~~ C~t:~\niq\lCS '-'/)1(,'0 \Jill pro-

v:.Je" c;orl::tnu:'ng recurc of C:\:lng~ ave:" cime .1nc ,1n .In,JlycicJI r:1cChod
for ICC;;lc~on .ll1d :nC:lsurcm';::1( of oJ sl.l[f:"C'i~ne numbct:' of poincs over the

ie.:Jsc arc.:.. The monicorins Sh.l~l~..; ,1n cxccn::;ion of Ci,C D,lsclinc C;o.C.J

,Jnd sl\.::lll be cOllcucccd ~i'.1 methOd Jrrrovcd OJ' che iteg:'on.:l!. Dirct:cor

In conSulc .. c:'on lJ:"::h ,Jr.c concur:-cnce b l' (he tillchori.<:ed Officer. Surface
lla n oJge menc Agency ilnd Discricc ::i.nint; Supervisor.

of
:0s : ;. des, (2; C oJ use d ~ r.-:~ L.'~

C:('~<JCc or (~: cer :hc f; 0'-"

_
n d e q; :- 0 u r. d rn i n i n e or C r .:l ( ion s s h.::l 1 1 b ceondue c e din sue h ,) "1<1 nne r so oJ SC' p:-cvcn'c sU(,,~.:l~e subs:dcncc c~.:lc I.·ollld: (I) CiJuse che ,t'"c,lCion of
.~I:,)rdollS condtnOllS such ::s ?O:C:1c:..:d ,~scJrrmcn:: :.:lilu,e Jnd tand­

su:-~,)cc.~c~ucellrcs. .:lnd imp:-ovemencS. ~nd (J)

l"'\c=-,~·~:~.1~ :;( r~11:;:~. T:,c Lessee ~n ~}is i.'lining
;' . .In sh ..'11 j P:'"UVl.Jr.: $P~C:Cll ;:tZ:~:$l;~·C.s :J: ~iiC iJ::olet.:cion ('If esc.:Jr;)mc~~~s.

:':IC :\~bion.1i Dirct~or :n C~:lSulc.1::c:\ t::eil .:inC concur:'el1c~ of che DiscriCl

~i:nt:1g SU[l~t"visot" .:lnd I\uchc:"i::cd Officer. $lIt"f<1ce tl.1n.:lgcmcnc Agency. 5h<111
~[lp:-ove sucn meiJsurcs and m~y presc:-ibc ~ny ilddicion.:ll rnC.:lsures co be employed

sl/cll :::s mtni::;; :-r.c:::hods. spet:i.:y rile "::-:O\lnc nf CO,1' reco·..n;::-cd. ;lnd dCC~t';~lln.::

,)n;- co·o;o;CC::"/C mC,J$\lt'"cs COrlS:C~t"c~ ncccss.lry Co assure ch.le CS<.:,lt"pmCll( foJilure

eves noe ocr,,:" ~x<.:c;)( .,e spcclf:c.111y "i"'p:--:::ved [0(".1(ions. or (~1.1C h.Jz.:l:dous

C.Ot'Clc:.ons .1':'e noe CCC.Jcc~.

::·.I~tllll; Sllr(.1,C IlllproVcl1,cllCS required Cor the surfacc uses of che iC.:l$c

;lre.1 tnt! need co be t'ro(e~'(cd or m;lin(;llIlCd en provide ror clle flOSl-mininr.

'·f'll,inll.::lnCe of the ("rrcne l:.J:lu uSC::;. t:>:i::;cilll; s"r[.:l~C illlprOVCflIcn(S "hose

1I.:'lly "",)' 0<: lose or J,'"lol;Cd .1~.1 rC::L';c of n.tclinc .1Clivicic~ ::re co be
rei) l."c.:~d ot" r~scorctJ.

I) l J: ,. :III~!· ....; i 11 l t: t )! :"';1
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ST!F'ULAT~CN It..

,\( :: he con c 1U S 10 n 0 f chem l n i n goP e r:J t ton, 0 :" J ~ :: her c que:; t 0 f the
'\uchod:::cd Officer of the SurLlcc ManJging :\gcncy, ;li u.1m.Jgctl, tlisturbcd,
or dispLlced land monuments, acccssortcs and .:Ippentlagc$ shall be rcpl.Jcctl
or rescored in the~r 01:'1gin.:ll IOC:l(:ion (or .Jt othcr loc.:nions tn,)t meet
the needs of chc la-nd net. and .:IS .:Ipproved by the Authori:.cd Officer
of the SUl:'facc Managing Agency) and shilll be done .Jt the expense of the
Lessee.
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IX.

U -o/? :;sy.. '

~anagenent ~ecuire~ents and Const~aints

The effects and t~e i~pacts of subsidence over re~oved coal beds a~e

de?endent upon ~any factors, and in oost areas not fully understood.
The =ining oet~od, thickness and nuober of coal seams, depth and
lit~ology of the overburden materials are possibly the most significant
factors ...·hich influence the magnitude of subsidence. Past experience
has sho'-"Tl that subsidence does occur '..lith iopacr:s upon surface r!~sources

varying from insignificant to high.

In order that the magnitude of the subsidence at the ground surface can
be evaluated, a monitor-inventory ~rogram is required. Tn~s prograc
should be developed in conjunction vith the U.S.G.S. and should be
continued until the necessary infor.::ar:ion is obtained. A~eas of investi­
gation should include changes of topography, underground and sur:ace
hydrology, and effects on vegetation. This in£or=ation ~ust be furnished
the Surface Manage~ent Agency in order that they ~y alter ~anageoent

plans.

Guidelines to effect these studies are contained in ~ay 17, 1976.
"Coal ~i.ning Operating Regulations," Federal Register, Vol. 41,
No. 96.

wnere surface re~ources beco~e affected, all disturbed areas, oine
areas, roads, drill sites, etc., shall be rehabilitated to the extent
possible as directed by the lease terms, and the stipulations cun:ained
in the permits and Enviro~en~al Analysis Reports prepared for site
specific activities.

,i,..:.... . ............

,/::.::. ~.. ~. -~
. -............ ...
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3. Alte~~ative T~o - Pcoposed Action

The proposed action is to readjust the te~s of Fede~al coal lease
U-020305 to co~?ly with current Federal regulations and Forest Service
land ~anage~ent cequire~ents. This action will require an assessment
of the environ~ental effects of development of the coal reserves'within
the lease. As a result of this assessment. surface ~anagement stipulations
-.:ill be developed for inclusion in the lease terms. i-men this lease is
readjusted. it becomes subject to the coal leasing and mining requirements
of the Federal Coal Leasing ~~endments Act (FCL.~~). the Surface Mining
Control and Reclamation Act (SMC~~) and other pertinent Federal regulations.

1. Mitigating Measures for Alternative Two

The following mitigating measures are recorr~ended by the Forest Service
for inclusion in the lease terms.

a. Standard stipulation for lands, under the jurisdiction of the
Department of Agriculture (Fo~ 3109-3).

b. The Lessee will be responsible to comply with all applicable
Federal, State, and local laws and regulations.

c. In accordance with Sec. 523(b) of the "Surface Mining Control
and Reclamation Act of 1977," surface ;;linin~ and reclamation
operations concluc=ed on this lease are to conform with the
requirements of this Act and are subject to conpliance ~ith

Of:ice of Surface Mining Regulations, or as applicable, a
Utah program equivalent approved under cooperative agreement
in accordance ~ith Sec. 523(c) and final dete~ination of
suitability for mining. The United States Government does
not -.:arrant that the entire tract will be susceptible to
wining.

d. The coal contained within the lease area and authorized for
mining under this lease shall be extracted only by underground
mining -w€thods.

e. All support facilities. structure, equipo:lent, and si=ilar
develop~ents ~ill be removed from the lease area within t-.:o
years after the final terwination of use of such facilities.
All cist~rbed areas and those areas occupied by such facilities
~ill be rehabilitated in accordance ~ith an approved recla~tion

plan, 30 C?R 211 and the "Surface :1ining Control and Reclamation
Act of 1977" or approved Utah program as applicable.
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£. (1) 3efo"e unde":aking any activities tna: ~ay disturb the
surface of the leased lands, the Lessee ~~y be required to
conduct a cul:ural resource intensive field inventory in a
~~nner s?ecified by the Regional Director and the Authorized
Officer of the surface managing agency en portions of the
mine plan area and adjacent areas, or exploration plan area,
that ~~y be adversely affected by lease-related activitie~
and ~hich ~ere not previously inventoried at such a level of
intensity. The inventory shall be conducted by a qualified
professional cultural resource specialist (i.e., archaeologist,
historian, or historical architect, as appropriate), approved
by the Authorized Officer of the surface ~anaging agency and
a report of the inventory and recommendations for protecting
any cultural resources identified shall be submitted to the
Regional Director (or the District Mining Supervisor if
activities are associated ~ith coal exploration outside an
approved =ining ?e~it area) and the Authorized Officer of the
surface ~naging agency. The Lessee shall undertake measures,
in accordance ~ith instructions from the Regional Director-(or
the District Mining Supervisor if activities are associated
~ith coal exploration outside an approved mining permit area),
to protect cultural resources on the leased land. The Lessee
shall not co~~ence the surface disturbing activities until
pe~ission to proceed is given by the Regional Director or
the District Mining Supervisor as appropriate.

(2) The Lessee shall protect all cultural ,esource properties
~ithin the leas~ area from lease-related activities until the
cultural resource mitigation measures can be ireplemented as
part of an approved mining and reclamation plan or exploration
plan.

(3) Tne cost of conducting the inventory. preparing reports,
and car~ing out mitigation measures shall be borne by the
Lessee.

(4) If cultural resources are discovered during operations
under this lease, the Lessee shall i~ediately bring the~ to
the attention of the Regional Director (or the District Xining
Supervisor as appropriate), and the Authorized Officer, Surface
~anagement Agency. The Lessee shall not disturb such resources
except as ~y be subsequently authorized by the Regional Director
(or the District Xining Supervisor).

within t~o (2) ~orking days of notification, the Regional Director
(or the District ~ining Supervisor, as appropriate) viII evaluate
or have evaluated any cultur~l resources discovered and ~ill

deter=ine if any action may be requiLed to protect or ?rese~ve

such discoveries. 7he cost of data recovery for cultura:
resources disccvered duri,-g lease operations s~all ~e bor~e ~y

t~e surface ~anagi~g a£e~cy unless other~ise s?ecified ~J tne
Aut~orized Of~icer, Surface ~1a~age~en[ Agency.
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(5) All c~ltu"al "esources shall "e~ain u~der :he juri~Jiction

of the United States until ow~ershi? is dete~ined under
applicable 1a':,J.

g. Before cndertaking any activities that ~ay disturb the surface
or the leased lands, the Lessee shall contact the RegionaL
Director and Authorized Officer of the Surface ~~"agement

Agency to determine ~hether the Lessee ':,Jill be required to
conduct a paleontological appraisal of the mine plan and
adjacen~ areas, or exploration plan areas, that may be
adversely affected by lease-related activities. If the
Regional Director and Authorized Officer, Surface ~anagement

Agency, dete~ines that one is necessary, the paleontological
appr2isal shall be conducted by a qualified paleontologist
approved by the Authorized Officer of the surface management
agency, using the published literature and, ~here appropriate,
field appraisals for determining the possible existence of
larger and more conspicuous fossils of scientific significance.
A ~eport of the appraisal and reco~endations for protecting
any larger and nore conspicuous fossils of significant scientific
interest on the leased lands so identified shall be submitted to
and approved by the Regional Director and the Authorized Officer,
Surface Manageoenc Agency. ~.en necessary to protect and collect
the larger and more conspicuous fossils of significant scientific
interest en the leased lands, the-Lessee shall undertake the
<::easures provided in the approval of the mining and reclawation
plan or e~?lor2tionplan.

(1) 7he Lessee shall not kno~ingly dist~rb, alter, destroy, or
take any larger and more conspicuous fossils of significant
scientific interest, and shall protect all such fossils in
confo~ance ~ith the ~easures included in the approval of the
mining and reclamation plan or exploration plan.

(2) 7he Lessee shall i~ediately bring any such fossils that
might ~e altered or destroyed by his operation to the attention
of the Regional Director or the District ~ining Supervisor, as
appropriate. Operations ~y continue as long as the fossil
speci~en or s?eci~ens ~ould not be seriously da~aged or destroyed
by the a:civity. The Regional Director or the District ~ining

Supervisor, as appropriate, shall evaluate or have evaluated
such discoveries brought to his attention and, ':,Jithin five (5)
':,Jerking days, shall notify the Lessee ':,Jhar act~cn shall be taken
~ith res?ect to such discoveries.

(3) All such fossils of significant scientific inte,est shall
,e~ai~ ~nder the jurisdiction of the Vnited States until o~~er­

ship is detec=~ned under applicable la~. Copies of all ?alecn­
:olofical resource ciat~ ~enerated 3S a result of the le2se t~~

require~entS ':,Jill ce provided to the Regional Director or the
Jistric: ~ining S~?ervisor. as a?~ropriate.



(4) The cost of any required salvage of such fossils shall be
bc~e by the wnited States.

(5) These conditions apply to all such fossils of significant
scientific interest discovered ~ithin the lease area ~hether

discovered in the overburden, interburden, or coal sea~ or
sea=s. Fossils of significant scientific interest do ~ot

include those fossils co~only encountered during underground
mini?g operations such as fe~s and dinosaur tracks. Skeletal
re~ins shall be considered significant.

h. The Lessee shall, prior to entry upon the lease, conduct an
intensive field inventory for threatened and endangered plant
and/or ani~al species, bald or golden eagles, or wigratorf
species of high Federal interest on those areas to be disturbed
and/or i~?acted including the access routes to the lease area.
7he inventory shall be conducted by a qualified specialist(s)
approved by the Authorized Officer, Surface ~anage~ent Agency,
anc a re?or~ of the inventory and reco~~endation for the
protection of these species submitted to and approved by the
Authorized Officer, Surface ¥~nage~ent Agency, and Regional
Director or District Xining Supervisor as appropriate. An
acceptable report of any findings shall include the specific
location, distribution, and habitat requirements or the species.
The Lessee shall protect these species ..ithin the lease area
fro~ any activities associated ..ith operations conducted under
the te~s of the lease and shall undertake such protective
ueasures as ~y be required by the Authorized Officer, Surface
~~nage=ent Agency, and Regional Director or District ~ining

Super~isor as appropriate.

i. ?o~erlines usee in conjuction ~ith the ~ining of coal frc~ this
lease shall be constructed so as to conform ~ith the publication
"Suz~est:ed Practices for ?'antor ?!'otection on Po~":"lines"

(Edison Electric Institute, 1975). w~en feasible, po~erlines

~ill be located at leas: 100 yards from public rOads.

j. The Lessee shall provide for the suppression and control of
fugitive dust on all haul roads, and at coal handling, trans­
pcr~ation, and storage facilities in accor~ance ..ieh the
regulatory requirements as contained in 30 C~ 81j.95 (or CFR
516.95 as applicable), dated Dece=ber 31, 1979. The oigra:ion
road surfacing and subsurface caterials into s:rea~s and ~ater

courses shall be ?reven:ed.

k. In order to avoid surface disrurbance on stee? canyon slo?es and
~~e need for su~fac2 access~ all s~~face breakou~s fo= ven=~la=icn

Lun~els shall ~e constr~cted fr~~ i~sid€ the nine, exce?t at
s?ec~fic :ocatio~s approved by :~~ ~e3ional ~irec:o~ ~~th cha
concur~e~ce cf t~e Authorized nffi~e~, Surface ~a~a;e=ent Agency
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,,.. ?"ior co ~ining. the lessee shall perfo~ a study tu secure
adequate baseline cata to quantify the existing surface resources
on and adjacent to the lease area. The study ~ill be es~ablished

in consultation ~ith and be subject to concurrence by the surface
~anaging agency. The study shall be adequate to locate, quantify
and demonstrate the interrelationship of the geology, topography,
all surface hydrology, vegetation and wildlife. The baseline
data ~ill be established so that future programs of observation
can ~e incorporated at regular intervals for comparison.

~.•

•••

m. ~je Lessee shall establish a monitoring system to locate, measure
and quantify the progressive and final effects of underground
~ining activities on the topographic surface, underground and
surface nydrology, and vegetation. The monitoring system shall
utilize techniques ~hich will provide a continuing record of
change over ti~e and an analytical method for location and
measurement of a sufficient nU::lber of points over the lease area.
The monitoring shall be an extension of the baseline data and
shall be conducted by a ~ethod approved by the Regional Director
in consultation yith and concurrence by the Authorized Officer,
Surface Manage~ent Agency and District Mining Supervisor.

n. If renoval of ti~ber is required for clearing of construction
sites, etc., such ti~ber shall be removed in accordance yith
Forest Se=vice regulations.

o. The Lessee will be required to maintain a nine development and
operation of a size that is compatible Yith the physical environ­
~ent. The limited area available for mine facilities at the coal
o~tcrop, steep topography, adverse winter ~eather, and physical
limitations on the size and cesign of the access road, are
factors yhich will determine the ultL~ate mine size. Because
physical site limitations may cause severe conflicts yith other
:orest uses and access to rorest lands, the Authorized Officer,
Surface }~nagement Agency, through the Regional Director and in
consul tation w:' th the Dist.rict: Mi:Ling Super..risor concerning
regulatory requirements fer diligent development, may place
limits on the size of nine development or traffic loads en
Forest roads.

p. ~nderground mining operations shall be conducted in such a manner
so as to prevent surface subsidence that vould: (1) cause t.he
creation of hazardous conditions such as potential escarpment
failure and lancslides, (2) cause damage to surface structures,
and (3) da=age or alter the flev of perennial stream~. 7~e

Lessee in his ~ining plan shall provide spe~ific measures ror
t~e rrote~tion of esc~rp~ents. The Regional Director in
co~s~ltation ~i~h a~d co~curre~ce of the District ~'~i~ing

S1J?e:-.;is~r and Aut.hori=ed Officer ~ Sur:a·:e. ~~ana;2;!':en: .;;e~cy

shall a?prove such ~e3sures and =ay ?resc~i:e a~y additic~al

~e3s~res to be e~?lcY2d suc~ as ~i~~~; ~et~cds~ spe~i:y :~c



a~o~nt of coal recovered, and determine any corrective measures
considered necessary to assure that escarp~ent failure does not
occur except at specifically approved loca:ions. or that
hazardous conditions are not created.

q. Existing sur:ace improvements required for the surface ~ses of
the lease area .ill need to be protected or maintained to provide
for the post-~ining continuance of the current land uses. Exist­
ing surface i~provements .hose utility may be lost or damaged as
a result or mining activities are to be replaced, restored, or
compensated for at the discretion of the Authorized Officer,
Surface ~~nagement A;ency.

r. The Lessee : ,"all reclai:n all areas disturbed as a resul: of mining
and explorat~on operations to a land use capable of supporting the
?re-~ining le~els of livestock grazing, big game .inter range, and
other .ildlife habitat.

roe cescriptive infor=ation presented in the rollo.ing sec~ions of this re?or~

has been asser::eled from che Skyli:1e and Eelina ;·fine Plans anc numerous general
~:1d sice-s?ecific enviro~ental documents that per:ain to the area of coal
lease D-020305. The follo~ing documents, in particular, have been revie~ed

to Detain this information:
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enited States Department of the Interior
BCREAL' OF LA;";D :\IA:--:AGE:\fE;";T

Utah State Offi"ce
2040 Administration Building

1745 West 1700 South
Salt Lake City, Utah 84104

O-D17354
(U-921)

Fran: O1ief, Branch of Solid ~..inerals

'Ib: L"tah State Coordinator, CEM, I::enver
Atm: Mrs. Sarah Branson

S-.1bject: Valley Carrp of Utah, Inc., Belina~. 1
arrl !b. 2 Mines, 1'ill1i.ng ar.d Reclamation Plan (MRP)

August 23, 1983 .----..
M=norarrlun

,.,.•
\ ..... '"...

r August 17, 1983, Sarah Branscrn met with Fbyd ~Kean in the Salt rake Minin;
Zice to disco..lSS some renaining prob1eil1s wi. th the tech.nical review of. t.~

s-lbject plan. ~s. Bransom was p3.rticular1y concerned about resource recovery
of the fotF'.i.nnon seam and other areas in the associated Federal leases that
were rot inc1trled or IXojected to te mined as Fart of the su!::It'itted plan.

This office re-viewed the original MRP plan and asked for a wine layout
p:rojected to cover the entire pcop:rty in our ccmnent letter dated April 6,
1981. In su....h.sequent meetings and discussions wit.l1 mine IT'.anagE!!T!€.'1t, it ;.,coS

agreed t.'lat tr..e subject MRP plan l.Ould only cover that FCrt of the IT-op:rty as
projected anC sequenced on trine maps "EI-005 E€lina ?'b. 1, Five Year
Pro: "'Ctions" en::: "£2-0006, Selina No.2, Five Year Projections". These nEPS
wer: sub'"nitted ....i.th t..'1e company's final resp:mse to the 2H?2rent a:mpleteness
rev: .. (ACR). P.s indicated in our cannent letter dated July 8, 1982, the
pla!"'...:.. as shown on the above prints v.ere a::cepted.

Property to the south arId east of the area OJvered by t.t:e above plans is mt
included as ~t of this mine plan principlily teeause of a major fault :zone
(C'Connor) separating t.'le areas. A new mine plan subr.ittal anJ/or a major
:nine plan ~ification will te required tefore cOl"'lCucting any Federal coal
cevelo~t or Jci.ning operations in or on that part of the Ft'op:rty. This
...ill require cbtaining a ccn:plete permit 2p!?lication package CH?roved by tho::
Secretary.

••••~-

There is scme minable l-rKinnon seam coal in the oouthowestern fEIt of the
subject MRP plan. ~ have discussed this with t.."Je canpany cn:j have cgreed
that recovery of this resource will require a separate mine q:eration. 'Ihe
!"X:::Kinnon sea!' is 300 to 400 feet cbove the Uf:per O'Connor seam. Before cny
developnent or mining cperations can be started in the M:Ki.n.."1On seam, tJJe
canpany will be required to have a canplete permit c3fPlication package
approveC by t.~ secretary•
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Cf\RBOl\1 COUi"·TY
PR}CE~ UT;.\H a4-501

September 15,

Trevor Whiteside
Valley Camp Coal Company
Scofield Route
Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Trevor,

, ~,..-.... - .;(1 ... __ ...1

We have reviewed your mine restoration plans as contained in
your mining permit application for the Belina and Utah #2 mines.
You are proposing to reestablish wildlife related shrub and br~sh

vegetation in the area of the Selina mines. The area around the
current workings ;s zoned Critical Enviromental Zone One which has
both wildlife and watershed protection components. When you maxi­
mise wildlife habitat you normally restore watershed preservation
vegetation as well so this does satisfy the county zoning ordinance.

For the Utah #2 mine you are proposing to restore the area to
rangeland presumably to allow livestock use compatable with the
adjacent range land. This use ;s a permitted one in the Critical
Enviromental Zone Two which is established in the area. We hope
you will at the same time reestablish willows and other erosion
protection vegetation to stabilize the stream banks as much as
possible.

The mine headquarters area is zoned Critical Enviromental
Zone Two also and as such allows limited construction activities
such as mountain recreation cabin sites and institutional camp­
gound~. Therefore the future use as defined in the mine plan
as mixed urban does fit the area as we have defined it with sor.e
stipulations. The Alpine School District buildings located on t~e

site. as well further lends the area to a zone which allows
so~e development.

The mining plan as submitted does appear to comply with t~e

future development plans established by the county for the'Sco:~e:d

area. If you have any questions please let me know.

S' ,

~
lnCere;y, /'

. 'L'V''/'!-~~i//.~;~
Richard t. Wal ker



To : Center Administrator, OSM, Denver, Colorado Date:
Attention: Sarah Bransom
FROM ._ : District r1anager, Bureau of Land Management, r~oab

I1'O il£P:'Y R£i'"Ell ~

3400
(U-066)

D::?ART~,1ENTOF THe INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGE~iENT

t--1oab Di stri ct

UN,liED SLUES GO 1NMENT

Jlemorandum

SUBJECT: Va 11 ey Camp 0 f Utah Bel ina Camp1ex

In accordance with your request dated September 29, 1983, we have reviewed

Volume VI of the Technical Ceficiency Review for subject complex. As noted

by our correspondence of May 4, 1981, the original submittal was complete

insofar as surface lands managed by the BLM are concerned. None of the

lands impacted by the complex outside the Forest Service boundary.are

public lands and, thus, we have not identified any of the lands impacted

ce
as unsuitable under Section 522 of SMCRA. Review of mine plans in regards

to coal recovery are currently processed through our State Office (U-920).

, - ;:;3-' :;;)
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United States Dep3rtment of the Interior
fiSH :\:\0 \\ll.lH.IFE SERVICE

E\Il.\\l.FlU.ll WI.UE" O~ FIn:
111M. ~IIH.R \IIIl'll.IlI\{;

I~"I "Olilt "1.\11. :-"IR[F.T
.,\11 1\Io.F ( n" 1:1.\11 Sll~H-IIY7

I:" HE!'!.)' IlH'EK Til

Dec~uer- 20, 1983

TO: Chief, Technical Suppor-t Branch
Office of Sur-face Mining, Denver, Colorado

FROM: Field Supervisor, Endangered Species Office,
U. S. Fish and Wildlife ,Service, Salt Lake City, Utah

SUBJECT: Belina Mines Complex

Ue have received your memorandum of November 21, 1983 requesting a list
of thr~atened and endangered species in the vicinity of the Selina mines
complex. No species currently listed or proposed as either threatened
or endangered by the U.· S. Fish and Wildlife Service are known to occur
in the area of the Belina mines complex in Carbon County, Utah.

~.lCJ'U-
1. Bolwahnn

~.
• ~I
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Sarah Bransom
OS}I - r~eclanl;lti()n and Enforcement
Brooks Towers - 1020 15th Street
Denver, Colorado 80202

Dcar Ms. Bransom:

Reply 10

DalD

2820

Decemher '1(1

..:.n,

}~nti-LaSal National Forest personnel have reviewed Volume VI on technical
deficiency for the Belina Hines complex owned by Valley Camp of Utah. Concerns
expressed in our letters to OSH dated August 20,1982, which dealt with the
meaning of non-renewable resource land and subsidence monitoring and November 5,
1982, on subsidence have been adequately discussed to our satisfaction. For
various reasons, several items were not included in Volume VI. The Forest
Service would like a copy of the following information:

3. Appendix 1 geotechnical report
b. Haul road as-built drawings
c. Annual subsidence reports
d. Any information gathered from archeological surveys

Jf we can be uf further assistance, p]l~<lSe cuntact us.

Sincerely,

for
REED C. CHRISTENSEN
Forest Supervisor
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tf/T;l· S7.':"TE OF UTAH
~.... ~.~;:RAL RESOURCES
~... _.'. ""as & Mining

(estate Office Building' Sott LOKe City. UT 841 14' 801-533-5771

Mr. Walt Swain, lJtah Coordinator
Western Technical Genter
Office of &1rface Mining
Brooks Towers
1020 Fifteenth Street
renver ,Colorado 80202

:cear Walt:

Scott M. Momeson. Governor
Temple A. Revnotos. ExeCUTIve Direccr
Dr. G. A. (Jim) Shirazi. Division Director

January 25, 1984

RE; Stream Classification
Valley Camp of Utah, Inc.
Belina Ccmclex
ACr!OO7/001, Folder No. 13
Carbon County, Utah

As per your request the Division has studied infoI.'ID8.tion pertai.n:i.ng to
\tIhiskey Q.llch so that its classification (intermittent or ephemeral) can be
es1:<:lblished for mining purposes. Stream classification is dependent on the
du:r:ation of stream flow in response to precipitation. The Division
determination of stream classification rests on the interpretation of the
definitions established in the regulations.

'!he regulations defining ephemeral and intermittent streams are as follows:

Ephemeral stream means a stream which flows only in direct response
to precipitation in the imnediate watershed or in response to the
melting of a cover of snow and ice, and which has a channel bottcm
that is always above the local water table.

Intermittent stream means a stream or reach of a stream that is below
the local water table for at least some part of the year, and that
contrAtes to the stream and obtains its flow from both surface
runoff and ground water discharge.

The hydrograph submitted by Valley Camp illustrates that flows in Whiskey
Q.llch occur through several lIlOnths during the year. The Surface Geology map
prepared for Valley Camp by Vaughn P.ansen Associates show a fault (the
oI Conner Fault) bisecting \..tri.skey Gulch. This information as well as a report
by the USC-S (Waddel, K. M., et al., 1983 Hydrology of the Price River Basin,
Utah, with Emphasis on Coal Mir..ing Areas, US;S Open File Report 83-208) is
interpreted to mean that the stream in whiskey Gulch is a gaining stream which
acquires its source from ground water emanating from secondary porosity along
the :::>ult and .from the Star Point Sandstone. Si...'1ce this interpretation
deli=.eates a scream that lies below a water tabIe, the Division has no
alcerr..ative but to declare t..'1e stream in whiskey Gulch an interm:U:tent st:ro.....am.

vn eqUOI opporrunlty emOtoyer· Qlecse recyc:e poper
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Mr. Walt Swain
January 25, 1984
Page 2

To ccmply with the perfoDnaOce standards established under U1C 817.57,
Valley Camp should submit a request fer a variance along a stream buffer zone.

),~,.~t,o""

'Ihe Division anticipates that: dtssipatiro along Whiskey Gulch prior to
implementation of the Surface Mining and Reclamation .Act can be waived if no
adverse impacts exist.

If you have B!rJ further questions, please feel free to contact me anytime.

Sincerely,

i£«;/:!d~~
David W. Darby C
Reclamation Hydrologist

~"D/jvb

cc: John Nadolsld., Engineering Science



United States Department of the Interior
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMEN'r

UTAH STATE OFFICE
, 36 E. SOUTH TEMPl.E

SALT LAKE CITY. UTAH 8411'

February 3, 1984

3400
U-017354
(U-921)

Ie
\.~.

Me.rnorandum

To: Utah Senior Project Manager, CSH, renver

Attention: ~ls. Sarah Bransom

From: Chief, Branch of ~li.ning Law and Solid ~·1inerals

Subject: Valley camp of Utah, Inc., BeliI'l.a Complex,
l,uning and ReclalTIation Plan (MFP)

Volume VI, the Technical ~ficiency review of the subject MRP transmitted wi.t.~

your letter of septE:!ll.ber 29, 1983, has teen reviewed for canpleteness and
technical crlequacy. We have determined that t.~is information is canpatitIe
\olitb the lmoerground Ir.ining part of the r-mI' ond 43 CFR 3482.l(c) rules and
regulations.

ProPJsed coal recovery procedures have not changed. l\'e do have concerns 'Hittl
future recovery of the coal resources. l·l1merous small head\....ater streams
across tI:e mine prop:rty have teen classified as ;erennial. '!here is a
natural gas line running nor~, and south over the ~operty and four connecting
gas lines running L'1 en east-west direction. 'Ihe EPJ? indicates tha.t coal
pillars \Vill u;)t be ;:uned under the gas lines or the p:ren."1ia1 streams in an
area computed by using a 35 degree a.."1gle of dra..,. '!his coupled \.n.t."l the
potential angle of draw proble1'T1 along the ooundaries represents substantial
areas across t.'e lnine property t.~at can only be first ~~n~j.

The BUl is the ad2inistrator of the E'ederal leases included in the subject TvlRP
an:5 is resp:msible to see that the maxiiTlUTi! amount of t.~e rnL"1able coal is
safely and econo~.ically !:',ine::: using current technolo;y and availahle a-:.mip­
kent.

'.
It is not gooc: practice or nractical to state at this time how muc~ coal ~ust

be left i1'1 the unc.evelopeC areas of tlle !Tline. As nine 0.evelocment ;,rogresses,
each Drotle-n includinq the abov~ anqle of ('rail! croble-:-:.s s.~ould ke indiviually
rev ;~:'ori h'l m"'"aoF:.mO-;., .... -'1(' p.I'r ",;:",'l .--.--J.·'-l" .. o ....hor ;"";-<:>r'--"'-~ """~""';O,," t-,-,,!,J.,,~'I'., __~ -'''._ l.:_U6 __ ~._.:.,,~ a.=. ....... i ' _ ~J.._" :--;:-:5.:;j :).-.1 ' l-;''._ ....J1 =.:;t.....c''- l:..r_~'- __ .J --

cetep,i:.-2 D-12 best apcro2c~ for !T'ininc: safely ::he 1!1aximum a~'()LU'1t !')f :~oaJ. .=.,""}-'i

qive ,:-Cl~l.1ate ~rctection to the i1"'volve:l :carts ot the o.:'s lines ~.nj '"'l?re'1,:i2.1
stre~:::-s. ?t::re(~r:i·:::il strea~:~s ',,,ill :lot t;.e si~-;~~i,Eic~.ntl~l ,-:~£ect~.:"7 cy ':~l': :st!:'~at

,. .
COrt'II tlons.
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Angle of draw data available and being developed for this coal field irxJicates
that the angle of draw selected for the t-mP (35°) could be significantly
different from the actual angle of draw vtlich results from mining. we expect
the actual angle to be considerably less than 350 resulting in substantial
reserves remaining unmined in the ground.

Approval of an underground mining plan should allow flexibility in the plan to
properly crljust to the problems that will be encountered as the mine develotJS.
Rules and regulations 43 CFR 3481.1 and 43 CPR 3484.1 outline the general
obligations of the operator/lessee and the performance standards required for
underground mining.
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United States Department of the Interior
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

UTAH STATE OFFICE
136 E. SOUTH TEMPl.E

SAL.T LAKE CITY. UTAH 84111

IN a£J'LY altP'£a TO

1400
U-017354
(U-921)

~EJ.-norancum

To: Utah Senior Project ~.anager, CSM, Denver

Attention: Ms. Sara.i. Srar.som

From: O1ief, Branch of r-ti.ning LaYl and Solid Ninerals

Subject: Valley ca.:p of Uta:', Inc., Belina Corrplex,
r·!i.ning and Reclarration Plan (L'ffiP)

The naps and pages to the subject plan that were forwarded to this office with
your letter of January 26, 1984, have teen reviewed for completeness an5
technical adequacy. This information sutrnitted wit.1 a Valley carrp letter of
January 10, 1984, are revisions to the subject MRP in response to CSN letter
of December 20, 1983.

The revised material is compatible to the underground mining part of t.1-}e
subject plan and 43 CPR 3482.I{c) rules and regulations.

The coal recovery procedures are not changed and there are no concerns wi t.11
this information for future recovery of coal resources except t.l1e 35 degree
angle of draw used under ?=rennial streams and gas lines. Flexibility should
be allowed to change t.i.e 35 degree angle of draw to the actual angle deter­
mined for this coal field. A. refinement of this can te accO££1,plished when
angle of cravl parameters are determined for the fl1ine area.

i <: .~~vr- '#- c£vx-/~;d
Acting
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING

CONFIRMATION/REPORT OF TELEPHONE CONVERSATION

T Name P' Name
0 Sarah Bransom R Jim Munson

Office 0 Office..
OSH U S F'iJS

Location LC'C8tioa
WTC Salt Lake City

Telephone Number Telephone Number

Purpose of Call:

Mr. Munson called to relay the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's final comments
on the BE~lina Mines Complex. He stated he had reviewed the latest changes and
had no outstanding issues at this time. He also stated that he had discussed the
plan with the Utah Division of Wildlife Resources (DWR) to identify their concerns.
DWR, according to Mr. Munson, is concerned about the applicant's commitment to
involve DWR in the annual spring and seep monitoring program. DWR does not have
the staff to assist operators with monitoring. I told Jim that aSM had included
a stipulation in the final decision document requiring the applicant to obtain
a commitment from DWR; if this commitment cannot be obtained, the applicant must
find anol:her source of assistance to identify seeps and springs important to
wUdlife ..

CONFIR.\AATION COpy
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING

CONFIRMATION/REPORT OF TELEPHONE CONVERSATION

T Name F Name
0 Sarah Bransom R Jim Munson

Office 0
Office..

OS?-t n s F'tJS

Location L<'C8tioD
WiC Salt Lake City

Telephone Number Telephone Number

Purpose of Call:

Mr. Munson called to relay the u.s. Fish and Wildlife Service's final comments
on the B4alina Mines Complex. He stated he had reviewed the latest changes and
had no outstanding issues at this time. He also stated that he had discussed the
plan with the Utah Division of Wildlife Resources (DWR) to identify their concerns.
DWR, according to Mr. Munson, is concerned about the applicant's commitment to
involve DWR in the annual spring and seep monitoring program. DWR does not have
the staff to assist operators with monitoring. I told Jim that OSM had included
a stipulation in the final decision document requiring the applicant to obtain
a commitment from DWR; if this commitment cannot be obtained, the applicant must
find another source of assistance to identify seeps and springs important to
wHdlife.

----_._- -----------------------------------

CONFIRMATION COpy
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Febr'ua ry 29, 1984 Division of
State History
(UTAH sn;r" HISTOFli::;AL SOCIETY',
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300 RIO GRAND"

SALT LAIo(: C:TY, \..i'r:',l-l 8':'1 :;~.~ '82

•

Rex L. Wilson
Chief Archeologist
Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement
Brooks Towers
1020 15th Street
Denver, Colorado 80202

RE: Belina Mine, Carbon and Emery Counties, Utah

In Reply Refer To: Case No. F250

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Your letter of February 6, 1984, has been received for
consideration by the Utah Preservation Office. After review of
the material provided concerning cultural resources at the mine
site, our office has the following comments for your
consideration.

Our office would concur with the determinations of eligibility
for sites 42Cb388 and 42Cb389, and 42Cb390. Also, we would
concur in a determination of no effect, considering the
committment by the company to do further surveys on areas over
underground workings.

The above is provided on request as information or assistance.
We make no regulatory requirement, since that responsibility
rests with the federal agency official. However, if you have
questions or need additional assistance, please let us know.
Contact Jim Dykman at 533-7039.

Sinc:erely,

/h/A -~
wn son G. Martin
Deputy State Historic

P~eservation Officer

J~J:jrc:F250/0120V

S;a~'?' ~'S:'J"'" E-'Jard ~/:FiO""! C. Ab!'ail"l~. Cn;il"ma!'"l • Tno~as G .Ale)3!""I~r • P'1rI1l0:"" Bulle'" • J Elao~ Dl..")!"",an • E!lzaO'e!!"': Gnrfm'"
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Umtec S:3!eS
Departme"t of
AgncUln..:r.=,

Forest
Service Manti-LaSal

~ational Forest
599 West Price River Dr.
Price, Utah 84501

Recty to: 2820

Date Marci1 7, 1984

'Nor-ding
, :;~, -;'orest

cina

~.•

Allen D. Klein, Director
0S~-Recla~ation and Enforcement
3rooks Towers - 1020 15th Street
Denver, Colorado 80202

L

Dear Hr. Klein:

We have reviewed the Mining and Reclamation Plan and the draft Technical
Analysis (TA) for the Belina Mine received from your office on February 17,
1984. The special stipulations in the lease agreements have been complied
with to our satisfaction. We wish to document, however, that t~le ,j,:):!

requirement for total protection of surface structures, specifi~ally the
existing ~~untain Fuel gas pipeline, which is authorized by our ~~ecial-

Use Permit, exceeds Forest Service requirements contained ~, ~he stipulation
No. 15 of Federal coal lease U-020305:

15. Existing surface improvements required for the su.. ~, ': .;; ,~~ ~

the lease area will need to be protected or maint::L.,:c . -. ;;·rovide
for the post-mining continuance of the current land ~c, _'<ist:­
ing surface improvements whose utility may be lost or ~_~~ =~ as
a result of mining activities are to be replaced, ~.es t':"re~' or
compensated for at the discretion of the Authorized (, :'r,
Surface Management Agency.

\~e have discussed this matter with Steve Manger and he indicated "' ..
has been added to the plan.- Therefore, acting for the Secreta:­
Service, I consent to the operating plan for Valley Camp of et,
~ines Complex.

4J~~~
REED C. CHRISTENSL~

Forest Supervisor

=5-6200-11b ,7 .,
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United States Department of the Interior
8UREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

UTAH STATE OFFICE:
t 36 E. SOUTH TE'MI"t.Jt

SAL.T I.AKE CITY. UTAH 6411 1

3400
U-017354
(U-92l)

Mr. Allen D. Klein, Administrator
Western Technical Center
Office of Surface Mining
BrooKs Towers - 1020 15th Street
Denver, Colorado 80202

Dear ~1r. Klein:

-......-'

In your letter dated March 2, 1984 you addressed our concern about the
requirement for the Selina Mines Complex that coal pillars will not be mined
under the gas pipeline or perennial streams in an area computed by using a 35
degree angle of draw. You referred us to our letter of May 30, 1980 to Selina
Coal Mines management which proposed that the 35 degree angle was a

•

preliminary determination and that as mine development continued a more
specific angle of draw could be determined and the mine plan altered

(- accordingly. Subsequently, in Belina's Hydrology Update, Volume VI, Apperidix
N, pages 29-30, the applicant states: "When documentation of the angle of
draw can be obtained, a request will be made to reduce the size of the buffer
zones accordingly."

We still agree in principle with our May 30, 1980 letter and Belina's
statement in their Hydrology Update as it applies to buffer zones under oil
and gas lines. We see no alternative at this point in time to mitigate
potential subsidence ur.der these lines.

However, an additional major point of concern was generated when it was
determined that in addition to the buffer zones required for oil and gas
1ines, buffer zones are now to be requi red for numerous small headwater
streams, now classed as perennial, which cross the mine property. Many of
these drainage features flow intermittently or the flow is minimal. Inclusion
of these as protected areas when combi ned wi th the protecti ve co.·ri dors in
effect. eliminates all possibility of mining using high capacity, high
efficiency mining methods, i.e., longwall. These prohibitions effectively
substantially reduce the maximum economic recovery possible in this mine.

~.



Attached is a print (Plate 4-MRP) of a map produced by Vaughn Hansen and
Associa1~es showing potential subsidence areas. On this map we have roughly
shaded that area from the surface to depth within the 35 degree angle of draw
within in which only first mining is allowed as a result of protection for
streams or oil and gas lines. This print graphically illustrates the
magnitude of the problem of protection as it relates to recovery of the
resource.

To our knowledge, 100 years of mining experience in the Wasatch Plateau, Book
Cliffs Coal Fields has nat shown one instance where subsidence caused a stream
to enter a mine or where subsidence has caused mare than a temporary impact on
the flow rate of any stream or waterway.

We recommend that the hydrologists reappraise their determination of what
constitutes a perennial stream and hopefully reduce the number so that we can
minimize the coal that cannot be mined if buffer zones under these streams are
required.

Sincerely yours,

~-"7~ .7//.1I~·
~ckson W. Moffitt

Area Mining Supervisor

Enclosure

cc: Va1'1 ey Camp of Utah wolenc1•
DOGM w/encl.
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VALLEY CAMP OF UTAH, INC.

Scofield Route

Helper, Utah 84526

9 March 1984

Ms. Sarah Bransom
U. S. Department of the Interior
Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement
Brooks Tower - Second Floor
1020 15th Street
Denver, Colorado 80202

Re: Extension of Five Year Boundary

Dear Ms. Bransom:

Valley Camp of Utah, Inc. originally submitted a Mining
Plan application in February, 1981. In that submittal,
the permit term applied for was for a period of five (5)
years. The southernmost boundary of that particular
period was located near the center of Section 36, T13S,
R6E, and was indicated on several of the permit maps.

At the time of submittal, this projected "extent of
mining" was considered sufficient, considering the geo­
logic and market data available at that time. Even
when requested by O.S.M. to revise the five (5) year
plan in late 1983, we presumed the south boundary to
be acceptable.

This decision, of course, was primarily based upon the
revision complications we anticipated incurring if, at
that, we attempted to change the boundary on all the
p~rmit maps previously submitted. This position was
discussed with either you or Steve Manger, at that time.

That decision has proven objectionable, as we are rapid­
ly approaching the end of our proposed five (5) year
boundary, as shown in heavy ink on the enclosed map.
This condition would not be so important if we had
sufficient places elsewhere within this area in which
to develop, and were it not for additional geologic data
recently acquired which indicates the presence of struc­
tural disturbances immediately outside this perimeter.



ce
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t1s •. Sarah Bransom
9 :-farch 1984
Page 2

These disturbances are in the fo~ of a fault, with as­
sociated displacement yet undetermined, and another ig­
neous dike. These disturbances will undoubtedly have a
~jor effect upon our proposed ~ine plan, and their
existence and related features should be further con­
firmed and explored before developing sub-mains as present­
ly planned within the existing pe~it area.

Therefore, in order to effectively p~an for the life of
mine development, we request an extension of the present
five (5) year boundary which would allow continued dev­
elopmentof our South Main Entries through or to, as the
case may be, these new found features. This continued
advancement would terminate at the south line of Section
36, as sh~~ on the Belina No.1 Mine Life of Mines Fore­
cast, Drawing No. El-0005 (see Envelope No. 4 of Volume
V), and would be for another 2,7nO feet from the present
five (5) year boundary.

In addition to the benefits previously ~entioned, data
acquired from this extended development will certainly
assist in improved mine planning for the Belina No. 2
I·fine.

For your consideration, and to assist you in your evalua­
tion of this request, I am enclosing a revised cop;.... of
Dra~]i~g No. DI-0093, with the existing five (5) year
boundary sho~vn in red, and a proposed revision of that
boundary indicated in yellow.

This extension, if approved, would provide for the ac­
quisition of data pertinent to proper mine design, con­
sidering maxim~ extraction, protection of overlying
surface features (i.e. gas lines, perennial streams), and
assessment of surface and ground water resources.

If approved, this continued development would be accomplished
by Miner Unit No.3, which is presently working the South
Mains. This work would be in conflict with the projected
locations as indicated for this unit, as indicated on Hap
B-2 of Volume IV, and as described in Section 782.17 of
Volume VI. A revisi()ll of these two parts will be submitted
upon request.

If I may be of assistance in your evaluation of this request,
please contact me.

Sincerely,

.k{;Jth~
T. G. Tt'fniteside
Chief Engineer

Enclosures
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United States Department of the Interior
BUREAU OF' LAND MANAGEMENT

UTAH STATE OFFiCE

136 E. SOUTJoI TEMPt.E

SALT LAKE CITY. UTAH 84111

3400
U-017354
U-92l

~en D. Klein
Administrator Western :echnical Center
Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement
Brook Towers
1020 15th Street
Denver, Colorado 80202

Dear Mr. Klein:

~.

We concur with your reassessment of the headwater streams on the Beline Mine

Complex permit area as described in your letter dated March 16, 1984. We

also agr"ee that approval be conditioned for restoration of the stream channels

should mining activity or subsidence cause a disturbance of the stream flow.

Sincerely,
/l ".
~ li -'-7//#4

Chit Branch of fv1i ni ng Law and
Solid Minerals

cc: DOGM

C7.'·1lJ(., .. IJ ~"; ~, "~
• ...., !..·tt,



c. UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING

CONFIRMATION/REPORT OF TELEPHONE CONVERSATION

T Name F Name
0 Bovd XcKean R Sarah Bransom

Office 0 Office.- M
BL'1 Branch of Solid ~linerals OSM-WTC

Location L i"'C8 tiOD

Salt Lake City. Utah Denver
~.-

Telephone Number Telephone Number

Purpose of Call:

I called Mr. McKean to discuss Valley Ca~p's request to extend m~n~ng to the southern
boundary of section 36 and in the southeast corner of section 35, lease numbers
U-044076 and U-017354. Mr. McKean stated that these two leases were included in the
Resource Recovery Protection Plan approval and that BL~ would concur with the
applicant's request to extend mining into these areas.

Explanatory Remarks:

It



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING

CONFIRMATION/REPORT OF TELEPHONE CONVERSATION

T Name F Name
0 Larry Dalton R Don Henne

Office 0 OfficeUtah Division of M OSM-WTC
Wildlife Resources Technical Support

Location LC'C8tion
Price, Utah Denver, CO

Telephone Number Telephone Number
801-637-3310 303-837-5421

Purpose of Call:

1. To establish the significance of the Whiskey Gulch, Eccles
Creek habitats for moose, and;

2. To discuss impacts of haulroad relocation and pad relocation
(Belina mine).

(:.
<.~~.

Explanatory Remarks:

Larry said that the use of those habitats by moose is limited and not signi­
ficant. The moose in the area were brought in several years ago and have
been decimated by poachers so there are very few in the entire area. Larry
said that neither the Whiskey Gulch or Eccles Creek riparian habitats were
important to the few moose left due to the steep topography limiting the
width of the riparian bottoms.

Regarding relocation, Larry said that he spent the last several years cor­
recting the problems, erosion slope failures, and has finally achieved some
stability. An extensive mulching and hydroseeding effort was carried out
last year and the last thing the area needs is new disturbance. Larry is
opposed to~Ny plans to relocate the road or pad.

In summary: impacts of the existing Belina operation on moose and riparian
habitat are not significant, and; road and pad relocation would result in

...•erse i=rpact greater than existing impacts.\:..
'" -3/14/84..

(Date)

====--~==================._='--'-------:""=:'-=-=======
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United States Department of the Interior
OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING

Reclamation and Enforcement
BROOKS TOWERS
1020 15TH STREET

DENVER. COLORADO 80202

Jackson w. ~offitt

Area Mining Supervisor
Bureau of Land Management
Utah State Office
136 E. South Temple
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111

Dear Mr. Moffitt:

This is in response to your March 8, 1984 letter regarding 3400,
U-017354, (U-921). As requested, we have reassessed the determination of
perennial streams in the Belina ~1ine Complex permit area.

The definition of perennial stream in UMC 700.5 states: "Perennial
stream means a stream or part of a stream that flows continuously. .,
therefore, part of a stream can be classified as perennial, while other
parts of the stream may be classified as non-perennial. This is the case
of the streams that occur within the Belina permit area.

We have determined that no perennial headwater streams occur within the
permit area; therefore, this determination eliminates the applicability
of liMC 817.126 regarding subsidence control within stream buffer zones
for the Belina Mine Complex. It should be noted, however, that these
stream channels are protected pursuant to UMC 817.57, "Hydrologic
Balance: Stream Buffer Zones." We are conditioning approval of the
permit to require restoration of the original stream channels of
intermittent streams within the permit area that will be disturbed by
underground coal mining activities, including surface subsidence effects.

If you ~~ould have any questions concerning this matter, please contact
either ~cott Grace or Walt Swain of my staff at (FTS) 327-3806.

~!.~
Allen D. Klein
Administrator
Western Technical Center

cc: Dianne Nielson, DOeM
Dave Darby, DeeM
Wayne Hedberg, DeGM



United States Department of the Interior
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

UTAH STATE OFFICE
136 E. SOUTH TEM.....E

SALT LAKE CITY. UTAH 84111

IN aEPt.'lf aEfEa TO

3400
U-017354
U-921

~en D. Klein
Administrator Western ~rchnical Center
Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement
Brook Towers
1020 15th Street
Denver, Colorado 80202

Dear Mr. Klein:

We concur with your reassessment of the headwater streams on the Beline Mine

Complex permit area as described in your letter dated March 16, 1984. We

also agree that approval be conditioned for restoration of the stream channels

should mining activity or subsidence cause a disturbance of the stream flow.

Sincerely,
/'l .
~ ;/. -7ill/JrChit Branch of Mining Law and

Solid Minerals

cc: DOGM

'- - - .
-'. _.-

cz ./, .
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-c: U. 5. GOVERN"'UlTI"ftINTlHG~-1a&S oao- l "=

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING

CONFIRMATION/REPORT OF TELEPHONE CONVERSATION

LC'CatiOQ~

f---- ._V~'<'..:;,·"-=Y~·l-'l:V~··,z.:::;.',:...v _
Telephone Number

BL fr1- BVZ2 '1C.~ 0 {:- SoCd MI yt e-ya.l s

w ;.ft. .J.L rpo?><c( "& {t "'''''-- "?U Y>1; J./,;. 7
(1011 ?'j.,.... fill

Con C-v r-rf2.Y'\.~

c/(} C- ; s' 'c-~ .

T Name F Name
o R
~~.......c...;;;...JIfI-#---=-=...&..-<~:..=...:....:.-_----t~ f-O.....,ffi=l-ce--=~~=..;:~--I-~r--.a-=-:;...:..=t--'::;...c;.-

Explanatory Remarks:

&'1d C-tnt (.?, ..Me4 -U<L+BLI11 - i3Sfi.1 &-nc-Vt"5 / r1 ~

yfC?".7d 05;;1 acf,$... I ' nc./vd. "Ii -lLe Sou #..4-Yl

exJ~ ':) '-In- I a- .-le( f S ~- .,;a----.-d.' ~'i 0- "-0" c v,r...,· "-<..

I~ U~-_.,yY\MeeL~_{ ~~ -

(5lcnat \U'l!)
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United States Department of the Interior
BUREAU OF' LAND MANAGEMENT

UTAH STATE OFFiCE
136 E. SOUTH TEMPI..E

SAL.TL.AKE CITY. UTAH 84111

'''82
C-017354
(')-921 )

~'arcb "):, 1984

,/

70:

t:'rom:

2ubject:

Ut2h Senior l?roject l'"Bnager, CS~~, cenver

~s. Sarah ~ranso~

Chief, Branch of Minin9 Law & Solid Minerals

Valley Carrp of Utah, Inc., Pelina Complex,
~ining Permit Application l?ackage

The lO-vc'll..!rnes of SUbject rraterial and the related corresFOndence c..lrr~n.':.l\· cr.
Eile in this office has teen reviewed and analyzE:C. T:l1e un~ergrollnc Ti.'1inq
l?art or the Resource Recovery and Protection Plan (P2P2) cof:l:,:-lies wit."1 the
requirerrents of. the rUneral Leasin~Act anc 43 CFR 3482.l(c) rules and regula'~

tions.

In our opinion, the P2P2 is technically correct and considering the planned
tecrnology and the available equipment it should safely achieve ~axi~ur

economic recovery of the coal deposit within the plan area.

The R2P2 reviewed and analyzed is adequate for BL.V administration of r.he
associated Federal coal leases and to l:eCOT'!le an integral part of the suhject
permit application package.

C
N

'.:'-"":. - .
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Forest
Service

Manti-LaSal
National Forest

599 West Price River Drive
Price, Utah 84501

Reply 10: March 26, 1984

Date: 2820

r .

~. Steve Manger
OSM - Reclamation & Enforcement
Brooks Towers - 1020 15th Street
Denver, Colorado 80202

L

Dear Hr. Manger:

Valley Camp has proposed to add 300 acres from Federal coal leases U-Ol7354
and U-044076 , to their existing permit area for the Belina Mines comp lex.
We have discussed this with their personnel and find it acceptable.

If there are any questions, please contact us.

Sincerely,

Ce ~Kt::
for
REED C. CHRISTENSEN
Forest Supervisor

. "
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~;..... U.S GO'IE'RN1'l4ENT PRINTl~OFFICE - 'ii6.3 0",", -., ..

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING

CONFIRMATION/REPORT OF TELEPHONE CONVERSATION

lUbj

T Name F Name
0 Bovd ~lcKean R Sar::lh RT"::lnc::nm

Office 0 Office" iii
BU.! Branl'h of ~olid '\finpr::llc:: n~M_T.T",,,,r,,,,..n 1'",,,h r~~ .. ~ ...
Location LC'C8tioD
Salt Lake City. Utah ~nver, CO
Telephone Number Telephone Number

Purpose of Call:

I called Mr. McKean to request that a revised concurrence letter be sent t~ OSM
documenting what leases were included in the Resource Recovery and Protection Plan
(RRPP). I explained that OSM's correspondence from BLM showed only one lease in
the upper right-hand corner (U-017354). Mr. McKean explained that this number was
merely a filing system number and did not correspond to the RRPP approval. BLM
combines their files under one lease number to avoid having to keep separate files
on each lease in the mine plan area. He said he would send a supplemental letter
if needed, He confirmed that the RRPP included lease numbers U-044076, U-020305
and U-17354.

ce

Explanatory Remarks:
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United States Department of the Interior
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

UTAH STATE OFFICE
136 E. SOUTH TEMPL.E

SALT LAKE CITY. UTAH 84111

Apri 1 5, 1984

IN REPLY llr;fEK TO

3482
U-017354
(U-921)

['le:lorandum

To: Utah Senior Project Manager, OSM, Denver

Attn: vSarah Bransom

From: Chief, Branch of Mining Law &Solid Minerals
BU1 SO, Salt Lake City

Subject: Valley Camp of Utah, Inc., Belina Complex,
Permit Application Package (PAP)

Ms. Bransom call~d yesterday (4/3/84) concerning our letter dated March 22,
1984, relative to the subject PAP. An 0~1 lawyer involved in the review
process questioned our file numbers in the upper right hand corner of the
March 22, 1984: letter. He was particularly concerned with number U-017354,
which happen; ~~ be the lead coal lease number of the case files of the Belina
mines complex.

In our letter dated March 22, 1984, we stated that the Resource Recovery
and Protection Plnn (R2P?) or the underground mining part of the subject
PAP complied with the Mineral Leasing Act and 43 CFR 3482.1(c) rules and
regulations and was adequate for BLM administration of the Associated Federal
coal leases. Mine map titled, "Map A-l Land Map Coal Ownership" located in
envelope 2 of Volume IV of the subject mine plan submittal shows the mine
plan area to include parts or all of the following Federal coal leases:

U-017354 All
U-067498 All
U-020305 Part
U-044076 Part

r·1ine map B-2 title{!, "Belina No.1 mine, 5-year Projection" (envelope 5­
Volume IV) and Mine map B-3 titled, "Selina No.2 mine, 5-year Projection"
(Envelope 6-Volume IV) shows which parts of the following Federal leases
are included in the subject permit area:

ie
\. "'-..-

U-017354
U-044076
U-020305

~\ \; ..; .. ,
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

E~DANGERED SPECIES OFFICE
1406 FEDERAL BUILDING
125 SOUTH STATE STREET

SALT LAKE CITY. UTAH 84138-1197

" - :' ...
f{f/·:'

IN REPLY REFER TO:

April 19, 1984

SE/SLC:6-S-84-0018

ME?"IORANDUM
/

TO: 'Robert Schuenemon. Chief Technical Support Branch,
Office of Surface Mining Denver, Colorado

~OM: Field Supervisor, Endangered Species Office,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servicer Salt Lake City, Utah

"'
SUBJECT: Section 7 Consultation, Selina Mine Complex

Referet.ce is made to your memorandum dated March 13, 1984 which
r~:e5ented Office of Surface l1anaqements' (OSH) determination that
=.epletion of ground water as a result operation of the Selina C",,';,
hini, Coaplex (BMC) may effect the CQlorado squawfish'"c~, ' x~,.,,;,::

~p~;c=~~sai~i~~..:~e:~~~h::~r~*af~~~' •.•. "+)I<~~i(
:.:. nn~cting action OSH"wa.s conteaplatinq., Our cODUllents ,have 'been ;,:i5:;2~

~~ .. ' ."~~o~:.P~~S~1l~2:n:~~tion~~e~=.,.~~P7~i;~\6:Af:~1
:~'.. ~J,t:~p~o:~·.':j·;,;:~,c~~,,' 3~e~i~tf'~~,:'r~~~'*11;
'"F.".-: ~ss~ce of a peraittci a'llow'c'ont1nued operatiOn ii.t' tbe1BMC "~'?'::'~~';""'_~
~, .oc J lkely to jeopardize th'e continued existence of 'the J~,::~~~~~-i

~,.:Jo squa¥1fish provided the conservation measures outlined ,~, '''':r..~-;;;~''*:

':1': adopted and followed. The above action also 1s not ',,:0'

~~ .j to jeopardize the continued existence of 'the humpback
(:}:~:;.; .
t'" ~C::L' DESCRIPrION

•The BMG: is located in Carbon' and Emery Counties, Utah. The
continued operation will result in an annual depletion of 49
acre-feet per year (af/yr) from ground water sources. Part of
this will be consumed by mininq equipment and the re~ainder as
evaporation from underground workings. aSH has determined that
this loss of underground water will result in a depletion froa
Eceles Creek and Whiskey Gulch. tributaries to the Price Riv~r

which eventually flows into the Green River. There are no other
~otential impacts to currently listed thr~atened or endangered
(T&E) species to be considered.



BASIS fOR OPINION

COLORADO SQUAWFISH

Early records indicate that the Colorado squa~ish was once
abundant throughout the Colorado River system. It was abundant
over all of its range prior to the 1850's CSeethaler, 1978). The
pre:;L'nL range of the squa~ish is restricted to the upper
Colorado River basin. It is found inhabitinq about 345 miles of
the main stem Green River from the mouth of the Yampa River
do~stream to the confluence of the Green and Colorado Rivers
(Fish and Wildlife Service, (FWS] 1982).

Decline of the populations of the squa~ish correlates very
closely ~ith the construction of dams and reservoirs and the
removal of water from the Colorado River system. Colorado
squawfish evolved in and apparently require habitat conditions
typified by great seasonal fluctuations in flow and turbidity,
coupled ~th warm summer temperatures. Additionally, it appears
that squawfish require relatively unrestricted movement to
satisfy all of their life history requirements. Hovement of
adult squa~ish appears to be related to flow, temperature,
feeding ~d spawning behavior.

The life stages that appear to be most critical are frca egg
- fertilization throuq'h its first yea,r of life. It has been

•

;'" deaonstrated thatc'these phases' of squawfish developaent are also
.: '; .closely' tied to' sOme' specific ba.bitat re~irements.... It iis

C:.~., ,,~.:, imperative that· pr.operflaws and .. teilperatures are provided durinr:'
. : . these· es~ential life staqes.' .1be~ c.onservation" Measures 'outlined

;. . .~. chelaw will help meet. the ~1t.t~.req..dreaentneeds;of~'(the .

j:~' ~' '-~i!:;!~~L:'I~:I;t;;l!:o~~!~:!t~in ..~
Upper Colorado River and tend to reside throughout the year
within a" limited stretch of river. Humpback chub are found
inhabiting narrow, deep canyon areas which are· quite restricted
in distribution. They seldom leave their canyon habitat (FRS,
1982). While the humpback chub are still occasionally found
disperse4 in the Green and Yampa Rivers r the only major
population of humpback chub conclusively known to exist in the
Upper Co~oradp River Basin are .located in Black Rocks and
Hest~ter Canyons on the Colorado River. Since the BHC will not
have any effect on the Colorado River at the sites where kn~
humpback chub populations occur, in our opinion, the proposed
project is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of
the humpback chub.



CONS~VATION ~~SURES

FWS believes that any further water depletions from the upper
basin may have detrimental effects on listed fishes; however it
is believed that certain management techniques can be implemented
to offset harmful effects from additional development. Two major
categories for potential impacts are considered: (I) direct,
project specific impacts and; (2) indirect subtle impacts.

1. Direct Impacts

In the case of the BMC the direct impacts to the Colorado
squa~ish are simply the violation of required fish flows in
essential reaches for this species. The BMC by depleting ground
water a significant distance from occupied habitat, will have an
imperceptable effect on minimum fl~s. The amount and timing of
the reduction of ainimUJI flows as a result of depletinq 49 aflyr
from the qround ~ter wilt not be-.easurable and cannot be
analyzed by the FHS hydroloqic model. Because of the above and
because this is a continuing small ~ter depletion project, it is
determined that the BHC will not effect FWS minimum flows.

2. Indirect Effects

.," Other impactsresultiiiqfrOll water, developments _y be more
. :•..' ,subtle" but just asharllfu1.1n ,at: a.ulative sense. The fact that
'~~, "', water 1s dePle.~ed:fro.t:~;;.·~.'·.'l...V8.'.'r.•.~'-ed.... uces;,the CleXibili.ty of the
~~ syste. to withstand add~t1QDa1 Yateraosses without detrimental

, i.pacts to essential ~re~s~~~,£!~~~~~n"9~~itat~avorable, to
" ,'" introduced' species is, a.n"!'7!'8"1.:,;:,~,,;JlCwsee.inCJlyminor chanqes

"::.~'__ - ",: in flow re<jilles ,aay sh~n-,~~.>-,' ..c'~:lM!.tween survival: ,and "
~f::,';. -..' extinctiOn for one or:';':aIlt.::it' ted" flshes.~",,;';:'~'~:::,., ,',
'~~~:~',~" ,',' .', .. ;.;.:;;t .,-;"":~' ';--:.:; ~~?:~t':. ~·~"~~:··i- :.;"';f;:<:;;:-':.-.' ",':."
,:;~;:"'i Depletions that brinq·-pre.~~"" ,,-71 .,~,~owS~t4O'm to the prescribed
<~,<:~- .iniJlUlls can only occur'ff:;~·enbiuic_~~:..ea.sures contained in

active resea.rch and mailagemerit 'plans"are-funded by the pro ject '
sponsor br proponent. FHS bas identified certain conservation
measures that are currently considered necessary to aaintain the
survival of the fish and contribute toward future recovery.
These measures include monitoring known populations and
attemptinq to locate new areas containinq the fish; further
analyzing the potential effects of water depletions and
associated flow req1.e modifications; locating exlstin~ and
potential spawninCJ and YOY rearing areas; researching and
constructinq various fish passage and habitat restoration
features; and producinq the fish in a hatchery facility for
research and restocking of individuals in existing and historical
habitat.

<.\...~..,.

Since such measures ~ll develop critically important data on the
survi7al needs of the fish. attempt to restore essential habitat,
and allow a recovery program to be implemented, funding of these
activities by project sponsors is considered a reasonable and



•
prudent alternative designed to compensate or prevent the adverse
effects of water depletion. Under a procedure developed by the
FHS, Upper Basin project sponsors are assessed a proportion of
the total cost needed to support these conse~ation measures,
currently estimated at approximately 25 million dollars.

The cost assessed any particular project is based upon the amount
of water that the project would annually deplete from the upper
Colorado River system in proportion to the amount available for
development. It has been estimated by the Bureau of Reclamation
that a total of 1.906 million af (maf) remains available for
development in the Upper Basin under the Colorado River Compact.

Of this amount, 231,000 af are allocated to Arizona and New
Mexico and will eventually be diverted from the San Juan River
and would not affect areas currently occupied by the endangered
fishes in the Upper Basin. This leaves 1.675 ma.f in the Upper
Colorado River as the value aqainst which project depletions are
assessed in calculating a project's proportion of the
conservation measures. Based upon the use projection of 49 af/yr
for the SHC the amount of contribution to the Conservation
measures would not exceed $730. A contribution of this amount to
the conservation fund will offset the impacts of the depletion of
water on the Colorado squawfish and will not jeopardize the

, continued existence of this species. The FHS should be notified

•
~: in writinq within three months -of the date of this, biological
.>~ 'opinion 'wether the aSH and the operators of the· BMC aqree withC .. 'this conservation measure,. Neqotiations for contributing- to the '-

. .fund· should be initiated as .soon. as possible. .. - - ,
- ;'~.' ~~ ·~.-Ir :)~.. ~~.~ ,::: . 40'- 1;'.1~~~·.;·i~ r=i~'~~~'~ ·r~ I '.~; -.~~~- -~. •

". The FIiS' 1s' currently atteJ!lpt:ln9,.:;,~~h·.theassistance _and input of
.,' " -: other concerned· and 'interested: Federal.,.-and State. ·acPnc1es,. to .' ,..
:;';~";'~ , ~. develop conservation measures ~-~cli""~~ll'provide~·:·tor·~,'the ' . "',:';
", .. . conservation and recovery'-of the',endanqered Coloraqo-R1ver

fishes. If the results ·Ofth1s~coqrd.1J1a~edeffort.is it.
continuation of minimum flows' and contributions of" funds towards
the conservation effort, then the approach outlined above as an
alternative precludinq jeopardy to the Colorado squawfish will
remain valid. If a different approach is developed it would then
be used in future consultations.

Should there be any changes in the amount of water depletion or
any other prQject change froa that which was proposed which may
affect any endangered or threatened species, or if there is
failure to agree to the Conservation Measures the FHS should be

,contacted to determine if further cons ltation is q d.

~x:
Fred L. Bolwar~~

Field Supervi30r

•\. '"
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United States Department.9tJhe Interior . _

OFFICE OF THE SOUCITOR
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240

MEMORANDUM

TO:

---MAY22 1984

J. Lisle Reed, Acting Director
Office of Surface Mining

... --------------

FROM:

SUBJECT:

Christopher B. Cannon, Acting Associate Solicitor
Division -of Surface Mining~~~-......._---

Belina Mines Complex Permit and Mining Plan

My office has reviewed the Decision Package for the Selina Mines
Complex Permit and Mining and Reclamation Plan. Based on that
review, I concur in your decision to recommend approval of the
mining plan, to find the operation compatible with forest use andeto issue the permit.

(: These actions are consistent with the Surface Mining Control and
Reclamation Act, the Mineral Leasing Act, and other applicable
laws and regulations.

-,.,

ce
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VALLEY CAMP OF UTAH, INC.

Scofield Route

Helper, Utah 84526

W. L. WRIGlHT. PtlIl:.'OI:NT
.. CH'I:" OfOI:IIIATlN. 0 ....'01:111 August 3, 1984

•

•

Mr. Allen D. Klein
United States Department of the Interior
Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement
Brooks Tower
1020 15th Street
Denver, CO 80202

Dear Mr. Klein:

Enclosed is one signed copy with. original signatures of
the Valley Camp of Utah, Inc. revised permit and one
copy of the original bond in the amount of $1,521,000.

I acknowledge that I have read and understand the permit •
I retain the right to appeal, negotiate or request modi­
fications to the conditions as appended as Attachment A
to the permit.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

Very truly yours,

{L 1.-. {, L- /i-/(:1//-1
W.' L. Wright, Pres ident
and Chief Operating Officer

WLW/lf

Enclosures



• Permit Number UT-0013,. 7/84
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UNltEU S'l'.A7ES.
DEPAll"l'M!N'r OF TBJt· INTDIOR.
OnIClt OF' SURFACE MINING

th1s permit, UT-0013 which incorporates Utah Perm.1t M:.T/0071001, is issued for
Uni.teci States of America by the Office of Surface lUning; (OSH) to

Valley cap of Utah,.. Inc.
Scofield. Route

Halper•. Utah 84526

for the Be11na !Unea-, Complex.. Valley cap- of Utah, Inc:. is the: lessee of
Federal. Coal. taaae 0'-044076'" 0'-017354. and 0'-020305.. The pemit is not val.id
un1:1.1. a perforaauce.. bond is· filed nth the' OSH in th. amount of '1,521,000.00,
payabl. to, the United. States of Aaarica and the, State of Utah, and the OSH has
receivect a copy of th;l.s, perm:Lt signed: a11d dated, by the permittee.

.. '

S.c. l.

•

Sec:. 2.

•
•

STAmTES .AND" REGUI.ATIONS - This, perm:Lt' 18 issued pursuant to the·
Surface Mining Control. anct Reclamation Act. of' 1977,. 30 u.s.c•. 1201. et
seq.,. hereafter referred. to- as SMCRA;. the' Federal coal. leases issued
pursuant to the: Mineral Leasing Act of February 15, 1920,. as amended,
30 U.S.C. 181. et seq.;:. tba· Federal. Coal. Leasing. Amendments Act' of
1.976, as amended 30 0'.S.C'~ 201 et seq.; and. in: the' case of acquired
lands,. the Mineral. Leasing Act for Acquired Lands of
Septeaber 7,. 1947, as amended, 30 U.S.C. 351 et seq. This permit is
also subject to all. ~gulations of the· Secretary of the Interior
including, but not 111I1t,d to, 30. en Chapter VII and 43 en. 3400,
and to all. regulations of the Secretary of Energy proarulgated
pursuant· to Sec'tion 302 of the DeparUlent of Energy Organization Act
of 1977,. 42 U.S.C. n52" which are now in force or', except as
expressly' limited herein,. hereafter in force;. and all such
regulations are. made a part hereof.

The pem1t~ee- is au~horized: to conduct surface coal mining and
reclamation operations 011 the· following described lederal lands (as
shown on ligures 2 and 3 in Map section) within the permit area at
the !eU,na Mines Complex situated in, the- State of Utah, Carbon and
Rmery Counties s, and located::

(Please note, the at~ached legal description of the SMCRA permit and
the lII1ning plan area· were derived from PAP Map A-1, Land Map Coal
Ownership dated December 16, 1980)

SMell Permit Area:

T. 13 S.., R. 6 E., por'ti01l& of sec.· 24, portions of sec. 25, portions
of sec.. 35, and portions of sec.. 36;



•

•
Sec.. 3

Sec. 4

S.c. 5

Permit Nuabe·r UT-Q013,. 1/84
Page' 2 of 8

SHCRA Permit Area:

'r. l3 S~,.. L. 6· E.. , portions of sec. 24. portions of sec. 25, portions
of sec. 35,. and. portions of sec. 36;

T~ 13 S.,,. L 7 r.,. portions of sec. 8, portions of sec. 9, portions
of see 16,. portions. of sec. 11, portions. of sec. 18, portions. of sec.
19, portions' of sec. 20, portiot18' of sec. 21, portions of sec. 30 and
portions of sec. 31;

!fining Plan Anp'tOval Area:
~

T'. 13 S'.,. L 6 E.,. portions. of sec. 24, portions of sec. 25, port10n,s
of sec. 3S and. portions of sec. 36;

and. to, conduct surface and rec:.lamation operations connected with
1I1ning on' the: foregoing described., property subject to the conditions
of the lease(s), the alJproved mining plau; the cOllllJlete permit
alJlJl1cation unless otherwise modified in accordance with UMC 788; and
Utah State: pem1.t ACT/007/00l,. issued concurrently with OSH,
including. all. conditions,- and all. other' applicable~ conditions, laws'
and regulations.

This permit is issued for a term of five (5) years effective on the­
date the signed permit is received by the regulatory authoritY,
e:zc:ept that this permit will terminate if the pemittee has not begun
the surface coal mining and reclamation operations covered herein
within three (3) yea~s of the· effective date.

~ permit rights may not be transferred, assigned, or sold without
the approval of the Director, OSH. Request for transfer, assignment,
or sale of permit: rights must be done in accordance with UMC 788.18

The permittee shall allow the authorized representatives of the
Secretary, including, but not limited to, inspectors, fee campliance
officers~ and the Utah Division. of Oil. Gas and Mining without
advance notice or a search warrant,. upon presentation of appropriate
credentials, and without delay to:

a. Have the rights of entry provided for in UHC 840.12. and
842.13; and

•
•

b. Be accompanied by private persons for the purpose of
conducting an inspection in accordance with UMC 842.12,
when the inspection is in response to an alleged
violation reported by the private person•



• Pe1:Dlit Number UT-0013, T/84
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Sec:. 6 The pexmittee shall. conduce- surface coaJ. 1Il1n1ng and rec l amatiotl
operations:. only ou those la11da. specifically designated as; within the­
pantie area ou· the maps' submitted 111 the mining: plan aJ1d permit
application and approved for the· tent, of the permit and which are
subject to, the- performance bond.

Sec•. 1 The perDdttee- shaJ.l m;Ln:f:mize any adverse impact to the. 811viroDDl811t or­
public:: health and safetY· resulting frOll aouc01lll'lial1Ce with any term
or- conditioa o:f this perm:1t, includ1.ng, but not Umited to:

a.. Accelerated: lIOutOring to detemine the nature' and extent of
11011C0IIlp11anCft and- the: results of the noncOllpliancej

b. Im8ediata implementation- of- measures nec.essary to co.ply; and

c:. WarDing,- as' soon a. possible after' learning of such
11011coarpliance, any person whose health and. safetY is in
!DIId.uent danger due to the IloncOllpliance.

....

Sec.. 9-

Sec.. 10

Sec.. 11

The. permittee shall dispose of solids, sludge, filter backwash, or
pollutants removed in the~ course' of treatment or' control of waters
or" eII1ssio11S, to thft air in the 1I811J1er. required. by the approved Utah
State-Program, and the FederaL Lands- Program which prevents violation
of. a:ar applicable- State or Federal law.

Thalessee shall conduct its operations:
-

a. In. accord4nce with the terms of the permit to prevent
significant, imalinent 811viro1Dllental harm to the health and
safetY of the publicj and

b. Utilizing 1IIethods spec.ified as couditions of the pemit by
Utah Division of au, Gas and Mining and aSH in approving
alternative methods of cOllpliance with the perfomance
standards of the .Act, the approved Utah State Program, and the
Federal lands Program.

The permittee shall provide the names, addresses, and telephone
numbers of persous responsible for operatiol1s under the permit to
whoa- notices and orders are to be· delivered.

The permittee- shall comply with the provisions of the Water
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1151 et seq.) and the Clean Air Act
(42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.).

Upon expiration. this permit may be renewed for areas within the
boundaries of the existing permit in accordance with the Act. the
approved Utah State Program and the Federal lands Program•

•



•
Sec. 13

See. 14

•

Pemit Number trr-0013, 7/84
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If dur.1Dg the- course: of ud111ng- operations prev1:ously unidentified
c:ulturaJ. resourc... art discovered, the applicant shall ensure that
the site(s) is not disturbed anci shall 1Iotify OSH. The. operator

.shal2 e11SUZ'e' that the 'resource( s) is properly evaluated in teJ:'DlS;. of
Natioual. Register EligibilitY Cntena (3.6 en 60.6).. Should a
resov.rc:e be found: eligible for listing in· cousultation with the OSH,.
the land IllaDaging age11CY (i£ the· site is located OD Federal. lands)".
and' the State H1storlc: Preservation Officer (SHPO),.. the operator
shall. confer with ancl. obtain the approval of these agencies
conc:arning. the development and implementatiol1 of ra1tigatiol1 lIl8&Sures•

.,..

APPEALS-The: lessee ahal.I. have: the right to appeal: (a) under 30 en
77S £roar actions or decisi0118" of any offic:1al of OSH;. (b) under 43
CI'1t 3000.4 f.rca an action or decision of any official of the Bureau
of Land ManageMnt; (c) under 30 .en. 290 from an action, order, or
dec:1siol1 of any offic:1a.l of the' Minerals Management Service; or (d)
under applicable regulations frOB' any action or' dec:1sioD of any
other' offic:1al of the' Department of the Intenor arising in
con:nec:tion with this permit.

Sec. 15 SPECIAL CONDITIONS-In addition t.o· t.he general obligations and
conditions of performance set out in the leases, Utah State permit
ACT/007/OO~ and this perm1.t, the permittee shall comply with the
apec:1al conditions of Utah State permit ACT/007/001 and the
conditions appended he~eto as. Attachment A.

These conditions are also imposed upon the permittee's agents and
eaployees. The failure or refusal of any of these persons to comply
with these. caud1tions shall b. deemed a failure of the permittee to
comply with the terms of this permit and the lease. The permitt.ee
shall require his agenta,. contract.ors, and subcontractors involved
in activities concerning this permit to include these conditions in
the· contract.s between and among them. These conditions may be
revised or amended, in. writing. by the mutual consent of the grantor
~ the permitt.ee. at any time to adjust to changed conditions' or to
con-eet an oversight. The- grantor may amend these conditions at any
time wit.hout the consent of the- permit.tee in order' to make them
eonsistent witn any new Federal. or State st.atutes and any new
regulations•

.

•
•
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ArUCBMENT -A'"
- BEI..IIA HID. COMPtEX

Couclit:10DS

Cond1t1011 No.1

Surface Water Mou:1toring: Valley Camp Dlust rerts.. and subadt to the­
regulatory authoritY for approva.lits surface: water lIlODitor1ng. schedule within
sixty- (60) days of the effective date- of this: pend.t. Surface water
tIlOutorl123 shall. be performed. at stati011S VC:-l. VC-2,. VC-4, VC-5. Ve-lO,.
VC-U,. and VC-l2. Streaa w1ll be DI01I1tored 'monthly during the period frODl
April through July' and: late September' or early October ~- The tIlODthly
III01l1toJ:'1ng of str8a1ll87 shall: include MaSur81lenta of' stream flow and water
qualitY parameters.. accord1ng. to the abbrev1at8'cl water quality parameter list
(1...a. socii,., calcium',. _gDesiua~ potassium, sulfate,. bicarbonate, carbonate.
chloride, total. dissolved solids,- t.otal. suspended soUds, pH, field-spec::f.fic::
electrical conductance,. ancl field temperatur.... ) MeasuremeDts- of turbidity IllaY
be JUbst1.tuted for the: measuremeDt of total suspended soUds following the

Aelopalent of an adequate sita-specUic relati011Ship betweeu the two
~ters:. Tw:1ce a: year,. tba full. suite- of water quality parameters

"according to the UDOGK guidelines) w1ll be analyzed. The samples caD
correspond. to one of the tIlOuthly high. flows (Mayor Juue) and the low flow
(September or October).. A, corresp011ding flow measurement will be taken at the
same time that any water quality samples are· c:ollected~

Ground Water (Sprlngs):: Each spring that 1s included 1n the 1IlOnitoring
network will be 1IlOutored during the same period as: surface water. These
springs are S24-12, S25-13, 836-17, S36-23, 836-19,. 831-13, and S7-11. During

/the mouthly moutoring period, MaSUrements of flow~ pH, specific electrieal
conductance (EC), aDd temperature shall be made. Also a water sample shall be
analyzed accordiDg to the abbreviated schedule mentioned previously, excluding
total suspended solids. Twice a year (spring and fall) a. flow measurement
shall be made and a water quality sample taken. The sample shall be analyzed
according to the complete suite of parameters listed in the UDOGM guidelines.
Data shall be submitted quarterly to UDOGH and an a1111ua.l analysis and summary

)Of the data shal~ be provided. Spring depletion curves shall be developed for
)each lIlouitoring point to eseabllsl1 baseline c:ondit1ous. This may require

1 determining. the flow rate.- mora frequently during the first year (possibly
!weekly) •

•
•

.. -
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Data Reports

The data collected shal.l. be· sent to tJDOGH 011 a quatterly bas.1s and shall
include data collected: froa this peXDl1t coDdition: and Co11d1ti01l No•.. 3. The·
annual report. shall C01lta:1Jl a summary of the quarterly data ande analytical
interpretations. The first annual report: shall contain the baseline­
conditi01l8 and the spring deplet1011 curves.. RecODllllendations for changes in
the mon1tor1ng plan shall be presented for approval by UDOGH. These. changes
lIlU8t be supported by data. analysis- and so11ttd hydrologic reason1ng.

Condition No. 2.

Valley Camp shall restrict mining in: Secticni 36; SlIZ, Federal. lease U-0173S4
and Section 35';: El/Z SEl/4~ SEl/4 NEl/4,..Federal lease U-044076~ to the·
development of the South Main· Entries: only. The applicant shall. submit to the
regulatory authority all. infomation confim1ng the' pressence: and nature: of
the geologie s'tructurea (faults. dikes,. fractures~ channel sandstones~ etc.)
and ground water enc.ountereci in this. secti01l of the mine as a result of
developaent of the South Main Entries. In: addition,. the' applicant shall
establish ~ in-mine groundwater DlOn1toring prograa for this area as required

•

c01lditi.On. nUlllber 3. The applicant may proceed to fully' develop Secti01l 36;
V"l, Yederal lease U-017354 and Section. 35; El/2SU/2" SEl/4NEl/4, Federal

~eas. U-044076,, upon review' and approval. of the applicant's underground
observation. data by the regulatory aU'thority ..

C01ldition 3

,llithiIt sixtY (60) days' of the effective date of this pem1t, Valley camp of
)leah, Inc. shall develop an in-.1ne. ground water mo111toring program. This
~toring: program shall. be submitted for approval by the regulatory authority.

The results of the'1l10111toring progr8Dl (data analysis) shall be reported on an
annual basis and shall. include a map of al.l points and/or areas of defined
1Ileasurable flow' [greater than one (1) gpaa] as well as an indication of the
geologic source of the flow (channel sandstone, fault, fracture, ~ineament

sys'tem, etc.). The map shall also show the location of in-m1ne sumps used to
collect water as well as upda'ted informa'ti01l on the geologic structures
(faults~ dikes, fractures, channel sandstones, etc.) encountered in the mine
aa a result of extended lII1n1ng into Federal lease U-0173S4 and U-044076. The
report shall also contain a discussi01l of the quantity, quality, and source of
the water encountered. When. new points or areas of measurable flow are first ~
encountered, flow data and field water quality parameters shall be measured
lIlonthly until the inflow stablizes. After' stabilization, sampling shall be
conducted on a quarterly basis. Field water quality parameters shall, at a

~
n1mum .. consist of: pH, temperature, and electrical conductance. A.
ationship shall be developed between electrical conductance and total

ssolved solids from the quarterly monitoring •

•
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Quarter~y". sampling for' the abbraviated vater' qualitY parameters list shall: be·
coapleted.. The abbreviated water qual;f.tJ' analYtical. schedule shall,. at a .
1!11n:1Dlt.Da,. C1)118ist of the laboratory- measurements for:: sod1ua,. potassiua,
calc1ua,. magnesiua'9' iron (total),... chloride, bicarbonate" sulfate, carbonate,
pH, and. TDS as.: well as the field parameters. A cation/anion balance shall be
calculated. 01l. sufficient qwu:1:erly· samples (approx1matuT 10%) to assure
accuracy of the- laboratory data..

Semi-anmJa1]y,' and· at the approximate same. ti1Re each year,. (corresponding to
two. of the quarter~y samples) a coaprehensive water quality analY1:i~

schedule for the saaples sha.ll. be coaapleted. The full. suite of parameters. to
be malyzed: shall inc:l.ude· those rec:OIIIIIlended in the UDOGH guidelines' for
establishment of a surfac. and: grou11d vater lIlonitoring: pro~am. If the number.
of _asuring points becOll88" excessive,. the applicant may request a
aod1ficadOll of the nUllber of' sampl.1Dg sites frout the regulatory authority.

In. addition. to the 1n-.:l.ne 1IlOnitoring of grouncl water flow,. the applicant lDUst
aCCOQDt for all groQDdvater CODSUDlption (evaporation and. other losses) and
transfers, of water in and out. of the 'llline.

&dition No.. 4.

/Within suey' (60)- days of the: effect1ve date of this perm1t, Valley Camp of
Utah,. Inc:., shall revise and subll1t to the regulatory authority for approval
tba subsidence 1Il0nitoring program to· include the interm1ttent streams in the
permit area. The appUcant shall commit to restore the original stream
channe·ls. of intermittent streams within the permit area that 1Il&y de disturbed
by underzround cou mining activities,. incJ.uding surface subsidence effects.

Condition No. S

Within suty (60) days of the effective date of this permit, Valley Camp of
Utah, Ine. shalJ. provide to the regulatory authority for approval: a p~ to
redistribute substitute topso~materialat a uniform thickness over all
disturbed areas to be reclaimed,. taking into consideration the total volumes
of subst1tuta topsoil materials available at all substitute topsoil material
sources•.

Condition No.6

Within suey (60) days of. the effective date of this perm1e, Valley Camp of
Utah, Inc.. s'hall provide a sound design to the regulatory authority for
approval for either field" site trials or a revised greenhcu3a study. !he

_
rmittee shall also provide a commitment to conduct either of these tests and

submit results of test selected to the regulatory authority to demonstrate
ha feasibiitY of using the proposed topsoil substitute material pursuant. to

UMC 817.22 (e) •

..
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If: VaIley' Caav of Utah,. IDe. elects: to conduct field. site trials, the design
of the- trials. 1IlU8t i11Clude" at a. m:f.D1DnDa" the- following: test' sites at' both
the, BeUna portal area. and the Utah No. 2. loadout area; the test: of types, and.
rates of soU, amendments; a test for- optiJlaum; topsoil. depth; tests for each
proposed seed mixture: by appropriate aspect; aud establish control plots for
each- test..

If Valley' Camp of Utah', Inc:. elects· to conduct greenhouse studies, the'
ez:1ating design. proposed m the pemit. application DlUSt be revised to include
at: a. tUni1ll1JlR.t:esta-. for soU s81llPles from both Belinaportal. area and Utah No.
Z. loadout area', tests- for type., and rates' of soil amendments,. tests for
opti'!llJll' topsoU depth'. tests for each proposed seed m:1%tures by appropriate'
aspect;. and establish control plots for: each studY_ The design of the
greenhouse study shall. simulate enviromaental. conditions- in the greenhouse'
(auc:h as growing' seaSOl1,. air teaaperature.,., soU temperature,. soil moisture,
predpitatiol1,." light:,. available: rooting' depth, and: aspect) to those at the
lIine: site.

The desip of either the' field s:1te tnals or. the greenhouse study !DUst:

_
rovide: a 1IIOn.:1toring schedule, identify methods for monitoring, analysis of
eedUng estabUshment and plant. DlOrtality,. and standards for' detemining

, auc:eess of- eac:h test.

The- applicant Dlust provide' types and rates of application for' amendments to be
added to the respread substitute topsoil. based on the laboratory data fr01ll
either the greenhouse study or field site trials.

Condition' No.7

Within 180 days of' the: effeetive· date of' this permit, Valley camp of Utah,
Inc. shall submit, to the regulatory authority for approval. an implementation
plan for lIlOn.:1toring wetland and riparian areas in the entire subsidence area. '
The plan shal.l include: (1) a map Ioeating all wetland and riparian areas;
(2) a description of the si%e and plant characteristics of eaeh wetland; (3)
the source of water supporting' eaeh wetland; (4) details and co1llDl:1tment to
replaee affeeted sources; and (5) a monitoring schedule.

Condition No.8

Within thirty (30) days; of the effeet.ive date of this permit, the permitt.ee
shall implement the mitigation measures identified in the USFWS letter dated
April 19, 1984, and submit proof of such compliance to the regulatory
authority..

•
•
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Cond1ti01l No., 9"

Wlth:b:t 180 days of 'the effective date of this, perm1t, Valley camp. of Utah,.
Inc.. shall subldt to:. the regulatory author1ty-. for review and approval" a­
detail.a reclamatiol1 plan: to: restor8' the Bel1na· haulroad in accordance with
UMC 811.1.56. 'rh1a. plan: T41I8t address,. at a 1Jl1nimua,.. removal and disposal. £r01ll
fill slopeS' vegetative- cover that would interfere with backfilling and grading
operations. slope stabilitY,. backfilling and: grading, topsoil handling,
disl'osal. of concrete: aDd asphalt, removal of culverts' and reestablishment of
natural drainages,.. sed1ment-control measures, and. revegetation of the road
surfaces. and adjacent slopes•

•
•
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TECHNICAL ANALYSIS

I - INTRODUCTION

This technical analysis (TA) evaluates the application from
Valley Camp of Utah, Inc. (Valley Camp) for a permanent program
coal mining permit for their Selina Mines Complex in Carbon
County, Utah. A permit application package (PAP) was submitted
to the Utah Divis ion of Oil, Gas, and Mining (UDOGM) and the
Office of Surface Mining (OSM) on 13 February 1981 (UT 0013 and
UT 0049), 'that would bring the Selina Mines Complex into
compliance with the Utah State Coal Program for the next 5 years
of mining. The Selina Mines Complex consists of the Selina Nos.
1 and 2 mines and a loadout area at the inactive Utah No. 2 mine.

In addition to providing the application requirements for a
Utah coal mining permit, the PAP also includes the. necessary
information for the Secretary of the Interior to make a decision
on Valley Camp's mining plan for their Belina Mines Complex.
Figure 1 shows the proposed Surface Mining Control and
Reclamation Act (SMCRA) Permit Area, and the proposed area of
mining plan approval (which is identical to the resource recovery
and protection plan boundary). Figures 2 and 3 show the five
year progression of mining for the Belin~ No. 1 and No. 2 Mines
within the proposed SMCRA Permit Boundary. Figure 4 shows the
proposed life of mine boundaries for the Selina Mines Complex
(see Exhibits A and A-I in the PAP). This permitting action does
not include: 1) the southeast lease area (lease number U-067498)
and 2) mining of Utah No.2. Unless otherwise indicated, all
references in this TA are to the Utah Regulations Pertaining to
the Surface Effects of Underground Coal Mining Activities (UMC
700 et seq. and UMC 800 et seq).

The Selina Mines Complex is located about 3 miles southwest
of Scofield, Utah, and 20 miles northwest of Price, Utah (Figure
5). Figure 5 also shows other existing and proposed mines in the
vicinity of the Belina Mines Complex. The proposed permit area
encompasses the following lands: T13S, R6E, SLM: portions of
sections 24, 25, 35 and 36; T13S, R7E, SLM: portions of sections
8, 9, 16, 17~ 18,' 19, 20, 21, 30, arid 31. The mining plan
approval area encompasses T. 13 S., R. 6 E., SLM: portions of
sections 24, 25, 35 and 36. (see Figure 1). Coal that will be
removed by Valley Camp's operation over the life of the mine
(i.e., to the year 2010 or 26 years of mining) will include 8,438
icres, of Federal coal, 640 acres of private coal, and 305 acres
of Carbon County-owned coal. Federal coal leases to be mined
over life-of-mine include: U-020305, U-017354, U-044076, U­
067498, U-47974 and U-47975. The proposed 5-year permit
application area and proposed area of mining plan approval are
not the same and comprise about 2,424 and 1,378 acres,
respectively (Figure 1). The mining plan approval will exclude
county and fee coal. Federal leases U-067498, U-47974 and U­
47975 are not included within the permit area boundary, but is
indicated on Figure 2 as being within the proposed life of mine
area.

-1-
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Valley Camp began construction operations in 1976. A permit
was issued by the UDOGM on 8 October 1976, under the utah Mined
Land Reclamation Act. This permit is considered to be Valley
Camp's interim permit for the Belina mines. Production of 1.1
million tons of coal per year began under a 30 CFR 211 coal
mining permit from the u.s. Geological Survey (USGS) and a UDOGM
permit issued on 10 February 1977. The proposed action is to
continue mining coal underground at 0.972 million tons per year
and increase to a maximum of 1.93 million tons per year from the
Upper and Lower O'Connor Seams in the years 1988 through 2010.

The PAP does not include the necessary information for
permitting mining at valley Camp's current inactive Utah No. 2
Mine in Pleasant Valley. The Utah No. 2 Mine site is proposed to
be used only as a loadout site during the term of this permit.

Approval of both the SMCRA permit by the State of Utah and
the mining plan by OSM would provide for mining at the Belina
Mine Complex through the year 1988 at a maximum rate of 0.972
million tons per year. Valley Camp presently has ,contracts to
supply this coal to buyers in Utah, California, and Idaho. Coal
is and would continue to be transported to the buyer by unit
train. Valley Camp currently employs approximately 214 people at
its Belina Mine Complex. Employment would increase to 425 in
order for production to reach 1.93 million tons per year,
beginning in the year 1988.

Accompanying this TA is an environmental assessment (EA) on
the Mining Plan that was prepared pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The EA and TA frequently cross
reference one another.

II - DESCRIPTION OF THE EXISTING ENVIRONMENT

Topography

The mine site is located on the northern Wasatch Plateau and
consists of rugged mountain slopes and narrow. valley bottoms.
Elevations within the mine plan area range from about 7,840 feet
mean sea level (m.s.l.) near the railroad loadout facilities to
9,200 feet m.s.l. near the Belina portals. Topography of the
proposed permit area is marked by one main drainage, Mud Creek
(sometimes referred to as Clear Creek and Pleasant Valley Creek),
which empties into Scof ield Reservoir north of the mine plan
area. Several other lateral drainages flow into Mud Creek.
Belina Nos. 1 and 2 Mines are located on a tributary, Whiskey
Gulch, to one of these lateral drainages, Eccles Creek. These
drainage areas are V-shaped valleys with very steep slopes and
narrow bottoms. The Mud Creek drainage has a more U-shaped
valley with steep slopes and a broad, relatively flat bottom.
The slopes within the permit area range from 10 to 70 percent.

GeQlogy

-2-



••

The proposed permit area is underlain by the Musuk Shale
Member of the Mancos Shale, the Star Point Sandstone, the
Blackhawk Formation and Price River Formation of the Opper
Cretaceous Mesa Verde Group. The Blackhawk Formation is the
coal-bearing unit. The area is cut by several faults, the
largest being the north-northeast-trending Pleasant valley Fault,
east of the mining area. Other important faults that influence
the ground water flow in the vicinity of the Belina mines are the
O'Connor and Connelville Faults.

The coal at the Belina Nos. 1 and 2 mine sites is classified
as high volatile B bituminous steam coal. Belina coal samples
from the Opper and Lower O· Connor beds have an average heat
content of approximately 12,212 and 12,496 Btu/lb and a sulfur
content of 0.61 and 0.54 percent, respectively. Total
recoverable reserves are estimated to be 161.8 million tons.

Exploration for oil and gas has resulted in the discovery
and development of the Clear Creek gas field. Three non­
producing gas wells and a gas pipeline are presen~ within the
permit area (see Figure 1).

Climate and Air Quality

The general climate of the area consists of average monthly
temperatures ranging from 150 F in January to 60 0 F in July.
Extreme temperatures are about -40oF and 80°F. Average annual
precipitation is 25 to 30 inches, inclUding 8 inches of rainfall
from May to September. Snow generally falls from October through
May, and snow accumulation averages above 4.5 feet. Maximum snow
accumulation expected is 8 feet.

An annual average background level for total suspended
particulates (TSP) in rural central and southern Otah is
estimated at 20 micrograms per cubic meter (ug/m3)
(AeroVironment, 1977). This is significantly below the Federal
secondary standard of 60 ug/m3.

Hydrology

The Price River/Huntington Creek drainage divide crosses the
permit area. On the east side of the divide, Mud Creek drains
into the Scofield Reservoir, which releases water into the Price
River. On the west side, water from Huntington Creek drains into
the San Rafael River. Average annual runoff is about 10 inches,
based on water yield maps of Utah (Bagley et al., 1964).

The portals to the Belina mines are located along an
intermittent stream in Whiskey Gulch, a tributary of Eccles
Creek. Eccles Creek, a perennial stream, joins Mud Creek above
Scof ield Reservoir. Wi thin the Mud Creek basin, the pr imary
points of ground water discharge are related to fault zones and
associated fractured Star Point Sandstone. In addition, an
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intrusive dike extends through the area and is believed to serve
as an east-west ground water barrier through the Belina Mines
Complex. Intercepted ground water within the mines will likely
decrease ground water flow to the spr ings that are related to
these geologic structures.' Although ground water movement
primarily Occurs along the zones mentioned above, numerous small
seasonal springs also occur from the Blackhawk Formation.
Subsidence effects of the Belina mines will likely cause some of
the Blackhawk springs to dry up or be relocated.

Water Supply

All water is committed through water rights, mainly for
irrigation downstream (about 98 percent). Scofield Reservoir,
which regUlates runoff from the upper Price River basin, has a
usable storage capacity of 65,780 acre-feet. Annual releases
average about 45,000 acre-feet. Water in the area of the Belina
mines is used for watering livestock and wildlife, mining coal,
domestic use, fisheries, and recreation; the first three consume
less than 0.1 percent of the water in the area. The communities
of Clear Creek and Scofield are supplied with surface water from
Finn Canyon and springs in Boardinghouse Canyon; domestic use is
estimated to be 40 acre-feet per year. The OSM CHIA report
concludes that there is no apparent hydrologic connection with
the Belina mines and water supplied from Finn Canyon.

Water Quality

Surface waters in the upper Price River basin are fresh and
are of a calcium bicarbonate type (Mundorff, 1972). Chemical
analyses of 10 samples collected from Pleasant Valley Creek above
Scofield Reservoir in 1975 to 1976 contained dissolved solids
concentrations ranging from 380 to 566 milligrams per liter
(mg/l); only one sample exceeded the limit of 600 mg/l
recommended by the Public Health Service for human consumption.

Ground water in this mountainous area normally contains
concentrations of less than 500 mg/l of dissolved solids.
However, three samples of Belina mine drainage, probably from the
Blackhawk Formation, contained dissolved solids ranging from 374
to 794 mg/l. All three exceeded allowable limits for human
consumption in iron content but were within allowable limits for
heavy metals and trace elements. Dissolved solids concentrations
from natural sources increase as ground water migrates eastward
toward the discharge areas of the Price and Green Rivers.
(Reily, et. al., 1982 and Bowles, et. al., 1982).

Soils

Soils over the Belina Mines Complex belong to the Canyon and
Ridgelands Association as described in the Soil Resource
Inventory, Ferron-Price Planning Unit, Manti-LaSal National
Forest, 1977. The portal and mine facilities sites for each of

,the mines occupy steeply sloping (30 to 50 percent) canyon
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sideslopes. The dominant soils have developed in colluvial
parent materials derived from sandstone. They have dark colored
surface horizons with a silt loam to loam texture over sandy loam
to clay loam textured subsoils, contain 20 to 60 percent coarse
fragments, and are 20 to 40 inches deep. Because of soil
conditions, steep slopes, and climate, only 50 to 80 percent of
annual revegetation attempts are expected to be successful
(Hagihara et al., 1972). Natural erosion by water where
vegetation is present is estimated at about 0.2 cubic yards per
acre per year, but the erosion potential could approach 20 cubic
yards per acre per year when the soils are exposed (estimated
using the universal soil loss equation described by the Soil
Conservation Service, 1975). The soils lie on steep slopes which
make them physically difficult to manage, increase the chance of
instability, and increase the runoff potential (U.S. Geological
Survey, 1979).

Vegetation

Most of the permit area is covered with conifer-aspen type
vegetation on north-facing slopes and aspen typ~ vegetation
interspersed with sagebrush on south-facing slopes. Mountain
meadow communities are scattered on upper slopes and ridges. No
threatened or endangered plants have been identified within the
permit area.

Wildlife and Fisheries

The permit area is located in a mule deer summer range on
Utah deer herd unit 32. The present deer population is below the
carrying capacity of the range and productivity is slightly below
the State average. Parts of the permit area are known to be used
by deer and elk for fawning. Winter ranges for deer and elk are
somewhat remote from the mine complex area. The ranges are
located 7 to 8 miles to the northeast and southeast from the
permit area. Therefore, movement of these animals from summer to
winter range parallel the permit area. This being the case,
movement generally takes place in the lower valleys, i.e., the
Pleasant Valley corridor. The mine currently does not restrict
or impede movement to summer and winter range for mule deer and
elk (Utah Division of Wildlife Resources, September· 8, 1983
letter to Valley Camp).

Reg ionally, moose are known to use r iparain bottoms as
wildlife habitat. Moose were introduced into the Pleasant Valley
area several years ago, however, poaching has reduced their
number. Whiskey Gulch and Eccles Creek are not considered as
important habitat for moose due to the steep topography limiting
the width of the riparian bottoms (DWR, March 14,1984).

Drainages within the mining plan area provide habitat for
beaver. The trapping unit that includes this area ranks as one
of the better beaver trapping areas in the State. Other species
within the permit area include various raptors, bears, snowshoe
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hares, blue grouse, ruffed grouse, and mourning doves. Sage
grouse inhabit the area north and east of Scofield. The American
peregrine falcon is an occasional visitor and bald eagles are
fall visitors at Scofield Reservoir.

Fisheries in and near the area include Scofield Reservoir,
Mud Creek, Huntington Creek, and their tributaries (Figure 3).
Low flows due to seasonal water runoff, are the critical limiting
factors controlling cutthroat trout reproduction in these
streams.

Land Use

The zoning ordinances of Carbon County permit coal m~n~ng in
the proposed area. All mining development on national forest
land will be sUbject to the U.s. Forest Service (USFS) Ferron­
Price Unit Management Plan, which was completed in 1978, and the
present Price Ranger District MUltiple Use Plan.

The USFS, through the land use planning process, has
determined that subsurface mining is compatible with other uses
of this land. principal surface uses at present include
producing forage and habitat for livestock and wildlife,
watershed, recreational use by sightseers and hunters, and timber
production.

There are special land use permits within the lease
boundaries. Tenneco Oil has a 1.8-mile road right-of-way, which
is used for access and maintenance of well sites on private land.
Mountain Fuel Supply Company and Utah Natural Gas Company have a
gas pipeline easement and a public utility has a special use
permit for a communications building. The building is a small
concrete structure used for telephone communications. The
building, located in the south half of section 25, is within the
gas pipeline easement and on top of the dike. Therefore, the
building will not be impacted by potential subsidence. (See TA
Chapter XXVI).

Cultural Resources

A cultural resources inventory of mine portals,
transportation corridors, and service areas has been prepared for
the Belina mines permit area, including Belina No.1, Belina No.
2, and Utah No. 2 (Hauck, 1980). Five historic sites have been
recorded within the permit area. Sites 270U/l and 270U/2, both
cabin foundations, will be directly affected by mining
operations. Both sites were determined ineligible for nomination
to the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) by OSM and the
Utah State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) (February 29,
1984) in conjunction with approval of the Skyline Mine.
Therefore, mining operations will constitute a uNo Effect h

•

Historic sites 42Cr388 (Utah No. 1 Mine), 42Cr389 (Green
Canyon Sawmill) and 42C4390 (Nicolitus Mine) are located outside
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the direct impact areas but within the permit area. All three
sites have been recommended ineligible for nomination to the
NRHP. OSM has received SHPO concurrence (February 29, 1984) on
this determination (see the separate Cultural Resources TA
included as Appendix B).

Additional cultural resources inventory will be conducted
within the permit area during 1984. The applicant, in
consultation with OSM'and the Utah SHPO, has proposed measures to
ensure that No Adverse Effects to any significant cultural sites
which may be located within the permit area will occur as a
result of mining operations.

Transportation

The permit area is accessible from u.s. Highway 6 via Utah
Highway 96 and existing roads up Eccles Creek and Whiskey Gulch.
Utah Highway 96 is the only all weather or improved asphalt
access route to the Pleasant Valley-Scofield area. The Utah
Department of Transportation is currently completing an
improvement project on Utah Highway 96 which include~ resurfacing
and some widening.

Eccles Canyon Road is the only direct access route from the
Sanpete Valley and Huntington Canyon to recreation areas and
mines near Scof ield. Summer traffic averages 50 vehicles per
day, including recreation traff ie, but snow closes the road in
winter. The road is unimproved and is single-lane-wide above the
Skyline Mine. However, the lower portion has been improved and
widened to accommodate traffic to the Belina and Skyline mines.
Current plans include completing the improvements, including
asphalt surfacing to Utah Highway 31, in 1984. This will provide
year-round access between Pleasant Valley, the Belina mines, and
Sanpete County (UDOT, 1983).

Few vehicles travel the unimproved roads ascending Finn and
Boardinghouse Canyons. These roads are private with locked gates
to prevent through traffic.

The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad maintains the
rail spur from the main line at u.S. Highway 6 to the Utah No. 2
Mine loadout facilities. The section south of the Utah No. 2
Mine is in disrepair. However, the track is being reconstructed
to facilitate the Skyline loadout facilities at Eccles Creek.

Esthetics

Both national forest and private lands within and adjacent
to the proposed project have a moderate scenic quality which is
common throughout the area. They have few outstanding, unique,
or distinctive qualities (Torgeson and Carpenter, 1975) .

Socioeconomics
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The Belina Mine Complex is located in the Pleasant valley
area of Carbon County, Utah. Scofield and Clear Creek, small
communities near the mine, were created near the turn of the
century as a result of coal mine development. The early mines
began closing down in the 1930's and community populations
dwindled. The communities are composed primarily of small wood
frame and mobile homes. Because of nearby Scofield Reservoir,
the communities and adjacent area are popular with fisherman and
summer home owners. A lack of developable land and a lack of
pUblic services, particularly water and wastewater treatment
systems, limit the growth potential of these communities. A
moratorium on new hookups in Scofield has been in effect for over
5 years and will continue until adequate infrastructure
facilities are developed. A number of ranches on leased land
also occur in the area. Most miners working in the area live in
the Price-Helper area and in northern Sanpete County (O.S. Office
of Surface Mining, 1981).

III - SUMMARY OF THE OPERATIONS AND RECLAMATION PLAN

Valley Camp's Belina No. 1 Mine began operations in 1976 and
is currently active in the Upper O'Connor Seam. At present, only
limited amounts of coal are mined in the Belina No. 2 Mine. The
proposed mine plan will include the operation of both the Belina
No. 1 (Upper O' Connor Seam) and Belina No. 2 (Lower O' Connor
Seam) Mines. Utah No. 2 (Upper 0' Connor Seam) will not be in
operation and no mining of the McKinnon Seam will occur under
this permit action. Mining techniques employed by Valley Camp
are room and pillar operations with secondary recovery of
pillars. Coal is transported out of the mines by conveyor belts
to a stacking tube and loadout facility. The coal is then
transported by haul trucks to the main preparation plant and
railroad loadout facilities adjacent to Utah No.2. The coal is
transported by rail to the buyers.

Underground mining operations in Belina Nos. land 2 Mines
will progress in a southwest direction from the portal to
approximately the center of Section 36 (Tl3S, R6E, SLM) and west
to the Connelville Fault in Section 25 (Tl3S, R6E, SLM).

Reclamation of the surface facilities will commence upon
completion of mining operations. All buildings will be
dismantled and removed. Sediment ponds will remain operational
throughout the reclamation operations and until soil stability
has been achieved. Backfilling and grading operations will occur
to bring the cut slopes to a stable grade. The culvert that
diverts undisturbed surface runoff under the surface facilities
will be plugged and left in place.

When the mine was originally constructed, soil was not
salvaged at the portal areas, haul roads, and the railroad
loadout facilities. The Belina Mine Complex was originally
constructed prior to the passage of SMCRA. After the passage of
SMCRA, soil was salvaged from the office and main warehouse
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construction site and from expansion at the Belina portals area.
Soil removed at the Belina portals area has already been used for
ongoing reclamation at the mine site and hence, will not be
available for final reclamation. Substitute topsoil material to
be used for final reclamation will come from within the permit
area.

The substitute topsoil will be distributed over all
disturbed areas except on slopes greater than 1.5 H:IV. The
steeper slopes will have soil deposited in basins. These basins
will then be hand planted at spacing of about 6 foot centers.

Revegetation will occur in the first favorable season
following topsoil distribution. The topsoil will be scarified
using a disc and harrow. The flatter areas will be seeded using
a seed drill, while the steeper slopes will be both hydroseeded
and hand seeded. The proposed seed mixture is found in Volume
III, Appendix B, pages 22-34 of the PAP.

IV - LEGAL, FINANCIAL, AND COMPLIANCE INFORMATION - UMC 782.13,
782.14, 782.15, 782.16, 782.17, 782.18, 782.19, AND 782.21

UMC 782.13 Identification of Interests

Information reqUired by this rule is provided in Volume I
(Section 782.12), Volume V (Section 782.13), and Volume VI
(Section 782.13) of the PAP, and responses to determinations of
adequacy. The applicant is in compliance with UMC 782.13.

UNC 782.14 Compliance Information

Compliance information can be found in Volume I (Section
782.14), Volume V (Section 782.14), and Volume VI (Section
782.14) of the PAP. The applicant is in compliance with UMC
782.14.

782.15 Right-of-Entry and Operation Information

Information on the applicant's right-to-enter and mine coal
can be found in Volume I (Section 782.15), Appendices A and B,
and Volume VI (Section 782.15) of the PAP. The applicant is in
compliance with UMC 782.15.

UMC 782.16 Relationship to Areas Designated Unsuitable for Mining

Volume I (Section 782.16) of the PAP states that the permit
area is not within an area designated or under study for
designation as unsuitable for mining (see BLM concurrence letter,
October 21, 1983). The application is in compliance with this
section.

• UMC 782.17 Permit Term Information
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Permit term information can be found in Volume I (Section
782.17) of the PAP and the 16 November 1983 response to the
determination of adequacy. The applicant is in compliance with
782.17.

UMC 782.18 Personal Injury and Property Damage Insurance
Information

A telephone conversation with Shannon Storrud, UDOGM, on 28
September 1983 verified that Valley Camp has an insurance policy
in effect which meets the requirements of UMC 806.14. Therefore,
the applicant is in compliance with this section.

OMC 782.19 Identification of Other Licenses and Permits

Licenses and permits are identified
782.19), Volume V (Section 782.19),
determinations of adequacy. The applicant
782.19.

in Volume I (Section
and responses to

is in compliance with

(-.
\ ....-,

QMC 782.21 Newspaper Advertisement and Proof of Publication

The applicant has provided a copy of its notice of
application for a permit to mine (addenda received by aSM 14
October 1983) as well as verification from the ·Price Sun­
Advocate" that the advertisement was published in four
consecutive weekly editions (28 September to 19 October 1983).
The application is in compliance with this section.

V - LAND USE - UMC 783.22, 784.15, AND 817.133

The applicant adequately describes the premining land uses
in terms of environmental capability and productivity, and
historical and existing uses (Volume II, page 104 through 109A,
and Volume VI, pages 783.22-1 and -2 of the PAP).

valley Camp of Utah has committed to a primary post-mining
land use of wildlife (Volume VI, Appendix M) and a secondary land
use of livestock grazing. The applicant has provided a
description of the proposed use and the methods to achieve this
use. All issues concerning reclamation of the haul road from
Eccles Creek to the Belina mine portals may be found under UMC
817.156. The post-mining land use sections of the permit
application are in compliance with UMC 784.15(b) and 817.133(a)

Cultural and historic resources information is presented in
Section 5 and Appendix C of Volume II of the PAP .

A cultural resources TA has been completed by OSM. Although
not required by the Otah Surface Mining Act, various Federal laws
require further consideration of cultural and historic resources••
VI CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES
783.12(b) AND 784.17

OMC 761 •11 (a) (3) ,
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eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places
(see Appendix B of this TA).

OSM has received concurrence from the Utah State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) (February 29, 1984) with a Finding of
No Effect/No Adverse Effect. On the basis of this concurrence,
UDOGM and OSM find that the proposed mining operation will not
adversely affect any publicly owned park or place listed on the
National Register of Historic Places.

The proposed operation will be in compliance with the
requirements of UMC 76l.ll(a) (3), 783.l2(b) and 784.17. The
following standard condition is included as a condition of this
permitting action.

Condition No.1

If any previously unidentified cultural resources should be
discovered during mining operations, the operator shall ensure
that the site is not disturbed and shall notify the regulatory
authority. The operator shall ensure that the resou~ce(s) is/are
properly evaluated in terms of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility criteria (36 CFR 60.6). Should a resource be
determined eligible for listing on the NRHP, the operator shall
consult with and obtain the approval of the regulatory authority
concerning the development and implementation of mitigation
measures as appropriate.

VII - GEOLOGY - UMC 783.13 AND 783.14

The description of the geology in the permit area is
presented in: (1) The Geology and Coal Reserve Study (Gates
Engineering Company, 1982); (2) Volume II of the PAP, Part 783.13
and 783 .14, excerpted from the Hydrologic Inventory and Baseline
Study of the Valley Camp Lease Area Carbon and Emery Counties,
Utah, by Vaughn Hansen and Associates, 1980; (3) Volume IV of the
PAP; Map B Coal Maps, Maps B-la and b columnor sections; Maps F-l
and F-2 longitudinal and cross sections of the mine plan area;
(4) Volume V of the PAP Part 783.14; (5) Volume VI of the PAP
Appendix N; (6) a submittal dated 14 October 1983 showing a
geologic cross section of the Belina mines and adjacent area; and
(7) in the complete cumulative hydrologic impact assessment (CHIA
report) report available from OSM.

The descr iption of the geology provided in the sources
mentioned above provides sufficient information down to the first
aquifer [as required by UMC 783.14(a)] to be affected below the
coal seam (i.e, the Star Point Sandstone) to serve as the basis
of the ground water description for Section 783.15. The geology
information has been reviewed and is determined to be complete
and technically adequate. Key geohydrology issues addressed in
the PAP and the CHIA report include: (1) the location of the
intrusive dike encountered in the Belina mines and its influence
on ground water floWi (2) the faulting present in the Belina
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permit and adjacent area in relation to ground water discharge
points; and (3) the offset of strata along faulted zones and the
resultant potential to have more significant aquifers adjacent to
mine workings. Additional information can be found in the CHIA
report summary, Appendix A of this TA.

VIII - HYDROLOGIC BALANCE: SURFACE WATER - UMC 783.16, 784.16,
AND 784.22

783.16 Surface Water Information

Surface water information can be found in Section 783.16
(Volume II of the PAP) and the Hydrologic Inventory and Baseline
Study of the Valley Camp Lease Area, Carbon and Emery Counties,
Utah (Vaughn Hansen Associates, January 1980).

Completeness was evaluated with regard to OMC 783.16 and
783.24 (g) (Maps: General Requirements), OMC 793.25 (g) (Maps:
Cross-Sections, Maps, and Plans), and OMC 784.14(a) and (b)
(Reclamation Plan: Protection of Hydrologic Balance). All
sections are complete.

Compliance was determined as it relates to the technical
adequacy of OMC 817.52 (Hydrologic Balance: Surface and Ground
water Monitor ing) and OMC 817.54 (Hydrologic Balance: Water
Rights and Replacement). The applicantls existing surface water
monitoring program is in compliance; however, Valley Camp
proposes to modify this program. The technical analysis of the
proposed modification is presented below. In summary, the PAP
complies with OMC 817.54 as it relates to surface water.

Valley Campi s original surface water monitoring program
collected data from thirteen sites on and adjacent to the Valley
Camp lease area. Currently, there are premonitoring sites
upstream and downstream from the mine site monitoring for all
disturbed areas. Originally, the monitoring was performed on a
monthly basis (when accessible i.e., not snow covered) for water
quantity - and quality. After about one year the monitoring
program was reduced to bimonthly (when accessible).

The applicant proposed (Vaughn Hansen Associates, 1980)
several changes in his surface water monitoring program. These
changes are being approved in part. In summary, Valley Camp has
substituted stations VC-ll, VC-12, and VC-13 for VC-7 and VC~8.

Stations CS-l, CS-7, OPL-3, and OPL-IO are to be abandoned from
the Valley Camp surface water monitoring program. Monitoring at
Station VC-13 (Long Canyon) is suspended until at least one year
prior to any potential underground impact (see Figure 6 for
hydrology monitoring sites). Potential underground impact is
defined as mining underneath the surface water drainage basin.
No mining is proposed in this 5-year period application under the
Long Canyon drainage basin. The applicant I s recent request to
extend mining into the south half of section 36 requires
monitoring at VC-12, in Finn Canyon (see TA p. 26 for additional
information).
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Valley Camp also proposed to reduce their surface water
monitoring schedule from every other month to quarterly (i.e.
February, May, August, and November). This proposal is rejected.
The CEIA report with respect to the Belina mines documented that
there has been a large increase in total suspended solids
corresponding to construction activities associated with the
portal and haul road. Quarterly, or even bi-monthly, sampling is
not sufficient to adequately measure the effects of mining or
changes in total suspended solids concentrations. The following
condition is designed to improve the Valley Camp surface water
monitoring program to a level where total suspended solids can be
accurately estimated. The condition also incorporates recent
ODOGM policy regarding surface and ground water monitoring.

Condition No.2

Valley Camp shall revise and submit to the regulatory
authority for approval, their surface water monitoring schedule
within 60 days of permit issuance. Surface-water monitoring
shall be performed at stationns VC-l, VC-2, VC-4, yc-s, VC-lO,
VC-ll and VC-l2. Streams shall be monitored monthly during the
period from April through August. The monthly monitoring of
streams shall include measurements of streamflow and water
quality parameters according to the abbreviated water quality
parameter list (i.e., sodium, calcium, magnesium, potassium,
sulfate, bicarbonate, carbonate, chloride, total dissolved
solids, total suspended solids, pH, field specific electrical
conductance, and field temperature). Measurements of turbidity
may be substituted for the measurement of total suspended solids
following the development of an adequate site specific
relationship between the two parameters. Twice a year the full
suite of water quality parameters (according to the ODOGM
guidelines) shall be analyzed. The complete suite of water
quality samples shall be taken during a period of flow
representative of the warm season low flow and the spring
snowmelt highflow. A corresponding flow measurement shall be
taken at the same time that water quality samples are taken

Ground water (Springs): Each spring that is included in the
monitoring network shall be monitorea during the period from June
through August. These springs are 824-12, 82S-13, 836-17, 836­
23, 536-19, 531-13 and 57-11 (see Figure 6). During the monthly
monitoring period, measurements of flow, pH, specific electrical
conductance (EC) , calculated total dissolved solids, ana
temperature must be made. A quarterly flow measurement shall be
taken together with a water qulaity sample. The water sample
shall be analyzed according to the abbreviated schedule mentioned
previously, excluding total suspended solids. Twice a year
(spring and fall) a flow sample shall be analyzed according to
the complete suite of paramenters listed in the UDOGM gUidelines.
Data shall be submitted quarterly to UDOGM and an annual analysis
and summary of the data will be provided.
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784.16 Reclamation Plan: Ponds. Impoundments, Banks. Dams, and
Embankments

(b) (1) Sedimentation Ponds

Valley Camp has already constructed five sedimentation
ponds: two at the Belina mines and th.ree at the Utah No. 2
facilities. Ponds Nos. 1, 2, and 3 are located at the Utah No. 2
facilities. These ponds were built in 1979 and 1980. However,
Valley Camp has proposed modifications to Pond No. 3 (approved
with conditions by UDOGM dated 20 June 1983), and Valley camp has
proposed a new truck scale installation that would change the
size of the disturbed area that drains into Pond No. 2 (letter
from Valley Camp to UDOGM dated 25 JUly 1983).

Information pertaining to the sedimentation ponds can be
found in section 784.12 (Volume III), Appendix A (Volume V),
Section 784.16 (Volume VI of the PAP), and in -Office of Surface
Mining Reclamation and Enforcement Compliance Survey in Clear
Creek, Utah Area- (Vaughn Hansen Associates, October 1978), and
in the modification letters cited above.

All sedimentation ponds were reviewed for technical adequacy
for UMC 817.45 (Hydrologic Balance: Sediment Control Measures),
UMC 817.46 (Hydrologic Balance: Sedimentation Ponds), and UMC
817.49 (Hydrologic Balance: Permanent and Temporary
Impoundments). Sections 817.48 (Hydrologic Balance: Discharge
Structures) , 817.56 (Hydrologic Balance: Postmining
Rehabilitation of Sedimentation Ponds, Diversions, Impoundments,
and other Treatment Facilities), and 817.57 (Hydrologic Balance:
Stream Buffer Zones) were also reviewed as they pertain to
sedimentation ponds. The existing Ponds Nos. 1, 3, and 4 and the
mine-water discharge pond were found to be in compliance with all
pertinent sections, although Ponds Nos. 3 and 4 and the mine­
water discharge pond have special conditions that must be noted.

The two sedimentation ponds located at the Belina mines are
Pond No. 4 and a pond for the mine-water discharge. Mine water
was originally discharged into a filter pond that was built in
1977 and discharged into an undisturbed drainage above the portal
yard. This original pond did not perform adequately and Valley
Camp stopped using the pond. During this period, Valley Camp
conveyed the mine water to Pond No.4. Partially because of this
inflow of mine water (mean flow of about 0.5 cfs), Pond No.4 has
had a series of violations for exceeding the total suspended
solids effluent limitations and for failure to prevent short
cirCUiting (NOV Nos. 82-1-9-2 and 82-4-11-1). Remedial action
for these violations included reconstruction of the filter ponds
at the Belina mines. Approval of the new filter pond was given
by UDOGM (letter to OSM dated 29 June 1983). The new filter pond
was constructed in November, 1983 and has been functioning to
reduce the TSS levels in Pond No.4. No new violations have
issued by the State or OSM since the construction of the pond.
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The existing design for Pond No. 3 is totally in compliance.
However, there were questions in the PAP pertaining to a
modification of this pond. Specifically, the new modifications
had a designed side slope of 1.8H:IV which is steeper than that
allowed for in UMC 817.46C. UDOGM has received plans and design
calculations (dated 1 June 1983) from Valley Camp's consultant
that adjust the side slopes to 2H:IV or shallower on inside
slopes and 3H:1V or shallower on outside slopes.

Sedimentation Pond No. 4 will be left as a permanent
impoundment. Before abandoning the permit area, Valley Camp will
remove the accumulated sediment, remove the- principal spillway
and seal that portion of the pond, and place a minimum of 18
inches of riprap material (12 inches or larger) on the interior
of the fill slope (Section M, 9/14/83). The postmining landuse
for the Belina portal area will be wildlife and livestock
grazing.

The pond is large enough to prevent drying out due to
evapotranspiration if the pond is full in May; therefore, the
level of water will be sufficient to serve as a r,eservoir for
macroinvertebrates. Because the area below the pond is already
stabilized, the postmining pond should not result in the
diminution of quality of water downstream, but the impoundment of
water will reduce the water quantity. The pond has a storage
volume of about 10 acre-feet, and the average annual volume of
Whiskey Gulch above the mine area is about 29 acre-feet.
Therefore, about one-third of the volume of flow from this part
of Whiskey Gulch will be impounded. This storage volume will
reduce as sediment accumulates and fills the pond.

Design of the permanent impoundment meets the cr iteria
established under the U. s. Soil Conservation Service Practice
Standard 378, ~Ponds·. This technical guide is appropriate since
it covers ponds for livestock, fish and wildlife, recreation, and
other uses for small ponds where failure will not result in loss
of life or damage to homes, buildings, main highways, or public
utilities. No principal spillway will be used, rather flow in
excess of the storage volume will discharge through the
emergency spillway. Per imeter slopes of the pond are presently
stable and should remain stable after mining. The perimeter
slopes are not steeper than 2h:lv. Revegetation of the pond area
will be of the same type and timing as for the portal yard;
therefore, erosion at the pond should be minimized.

In summary, Sedimentation Pond No. 4 meets the performance
standards for permanent impoundments (817.49) and postmining
rehabilitation of impoundments (817.56). However, Valley Camp
still needs to get approval of the Utah State Engineer before
they modify the pond and abandon the site. No condition is
needed because this requirement is already part of their approval
from the Utah State Engineer when they built the pond.
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Pond No. 4 is designed to be in compliance with the
regulations. However, the addition of mine-water discharge into
the pond has exceeded the ability of the pond to properly treat
the water. The diversion of the mine-water discharge into a
separate pond should allow Pond No. 4 to again have the storage
capacity to properly treat the water from the portal pad. Pond
No. 4 also complies with the requirements of a permanent
impoundment.

The mine-water discharge pond is technically classified as a
sedimentation pond (UMC 701.5), but it is built of concrete in
the shape of a rectangular box. Current sedimentation pond
regulations are not flexible enough to allow for these types of
treatment devices. The pond should be treated as an alternative
treatment system. The pond is designed for and is currently
meeting effluent limitations for total dissolved solids and to be
stable; therefore, the pond is in compliance.

Buffer zone regulations require that no land within 100 feet
of an intermittent stream with a biological community be
disturbed by coal mining activities (unless the regulatory
authority authorizes such action). Whiskey Gulch is an
intermittent stream. It is uncertain whether there is a
biological community in Whiskey GUlch, but these facts must be
considered:

Eccles Canyon Creek adjacent to and downstream of Whiskey
Gulch has a biological community (Coastal States Energy, 1980);

• Underground mine-water discharge from the Belina mines has
resulted in almost continuous flow in Whiskey Gulch below the
portal yard since 1982 (Valley Camp surface water monitoring
program); and

Salamanders have been found at the Belina portal yard in
Sedimentation Pond No.4.

Because there is a biological community on the upstream and
downstream reaches of Whiskey Gulch and because there has been
almost continuous flow in Whiskey Gulch below the portal yard for
the past two years, it is assumed that Whiskey Gulch has a
biological community. Since Whiskey Gulch is an intermittent
stream with a biological community, buffer zone requirements are
applicable.

Most of the 1.79 mile haul road is within 100 feet of
Whiskey Gulch. The portal pad site is located on a fill over
Whiskey Gulch. Both of the structures were built pr ior to the
passage of SMCRA, but they still must be considered as to whether
the regulatory authority may authorize their placement within the
buffer sones. The regUlatory authority may authorize such
activities if they comply with UMC 817.41 through 817.44 and that
there will be no degradation of water quantity or quality.
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This technical analysis has found that temporary and
permanent diversions are already in compliance with UMC 817.41
through 817.44 (see page 16). Analysis of the surface water
monitoring data confirms that there is no reduction in water
quantity in Whiskey Gulch. However, the Belina CHIA report
determined that during construction and early use of the road and
pad there was degradation of water quality due to increases in
total suspended solids (TSS). The CHIA report also suggested
that these increases in TSS concentration were not at the level
to cause material damage because the level does not exceed
surface water quality standards for domestic, recreational, cold
water aquatic life and agricultural uses.

Degradation of the water quality due to increases in TSS
have been reduced since construction of the road and pad because
of stabilization of the areas, flushing away of available
material, and sediment control measures implemented by Valley
Camp. Valley Camp continues to provide extra control measures
such as their recent paving of the haul road and building of a
mine-water discharge pond. TSS levels should continue to
decrease over time, but they are likely to remain above levels
found in undisturbed areas. '

. Most of the water quality impacts associated with the road
and pad have already occurred. Levels of degradation have
continued to decrease since the road and pad were constructed.
OSM has considered (see EA page 6) the potential environmental
benefits of enforcing the buffer zone requirements, however,
reconstruction of the road and pad outside of the Whiskey Gulch
buffer zone would not be prudent for the following reasons: 1)
reconstruction of the road and pad would essentially cause the
mine to close; there are no feasible alternative access routes to
the portal area, 2) relocation of the pad would require closure
and relocation of the Belina No. 2 portal and truck loadout
facilities; this would create additional disturbance, and 3)
relocation of the road and pad would create a new wave of
sediment (3-10 years) into Whiskey Gulch. Therefore, the
regulatory authority authorizes the use of the pre-existing haul
road and portal yard within the Whiskey Gulch buffer zone~

The Utah No. 2 facilities were regraded around 1981 in order
to decrease the drainage area flowing into Pond No.2. According
to the revised plans, Pond No. 2 has less than four acres
draining into it, including the bath house and truck stop area
and part of the truck loadout scales. In addition, Valley Camp
cleaned out Pond No. 2 in the fall of 1983. A review of Valley
Camp's NPDES self-monitoring reports shows no reported discharge
from Pond No.2.

Pond No. 2 is too small to achieve a detention time of 24
hours (UMC 817.46 (c) ) • The pond is currently .4 acre/foot too
small for total containment of the la-year 24-hour event.
However, Valley Camp has committed to enlarging the pond during
the next construction season, spring of 1984 (July 25, 1983
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letter to UDOGM). Valley Camp has further committed to
submitting plans to the regulatory authority for review and
acceptance prior to construction.

In summary, Sedimentation Ponds Nos. 1, 3, and 4 and the
mine discharge pond are presently in compliance with 817'.46.
Valley Camp has committed to bringing Pond No. 2 into compliance
with 817.46(c).

Pond No. 2 is the only sedimentation pond at the operation
within 100 feet of a perennial stream. pond No. 2 is adjacent to
Mud Creek. Site visits have confirmed that the downstream
embankment slope is riprapped all the way to the stream.

Analysis of the surface water monitoring data indicates that
there are no adverse effects on the quality or quantity of waters
in Mud Creek adjacent to Pond No.2. The analysis was performed
in the Belina CHIA report on monitoring stations VC-l and VC-2.
Therefore, the Utah No. 2 facilities are in compliance with UMC
817.57 (Hydrologic Balance: stream BUffer Zones).

784.22 DiyersiQns

Valley Camp uses diversions both at the Belina mines and the
Utah No. 2 facilities. At the Belina mines, there are six open
channel ditches and two culverts that drain unaffected runoff
away from the disturbed areas. At the Utah No. 2 facilities,
there are five culverts and one ditch that drain the undisturbed
water away from Qr the disturbed water into the sedimentation
ponds. All present diversions are tempQrary.

Valley Camp proposes to reconstruct the stream channel at
Whiskey Gulch at the Belina portal yard after mining. This
diversion of the stream channel will be a permanent diversion.
The permanent diversion will be a channel Qver the portal yard,
through Sedimentation Pond No.4, and down the Qutslope alQng the
edge of the fill. InformatiQn is available for the longitudinal
prQfile and cross-section for the channel over the portal yards
(SectiQn 784.22, Volume VI of the PAP).

DiversiQns were evaluated for compliance for UMC 817.43
(HydrQlogicBalance: DiversiQns and CQnveyance of Overland Flow,
Shallow Ground WaterFlow, and Ephemeral Streams), UMC 817.44
(HydrQlogic Balance: Stream Channel Diversions). liMC 817.56
(HydrQlogic Balance: Postmining Rehabilitation Qf Sedimentation
PQnds, DiversiQns, ImpQundments, and Treatment Facilities), and
UMC 817.57 (HydrQlogic Balance: Stream Buffer ZQnes) were
reviewed as they pertain tQ diversiQns.

All Qf the temporary diversiQns at the Belina pQrtal yard
are in cQmpliance. Special nQte should be made Qf the flQW
velocities in the ditches and culverts. Peak flQW velocities fQr
the ditches will be in the range of 10 tQ 12 feet per second.
Normally, this velocity range would be excessive, but the ditches
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are on competent sandstone that functions as· a rigid channel
lining and should be stable at these velocities.

Where Ditch A-B enters Whiskey Gulch, the outflow velocity
from the ditch may be greater than the flow velocity in Whiskey
Gulch. Section 817.43(f) (3) requires that energy dissipators be
used at these locations. Valley Camp has committed to use straw
bales at this location. as an energy dissipator (March 6, 1984).
This will be adequate due to the small size of the area. This
will provide the control necessary to show compliance with this
section.

Flow velocity in the 42-inch culvert under the portal yard
at the outlet would be over 10 feet per second for the 100-year,
6-hour precipitation event. The outlet is on top of the rock toe
buttress of the fill. The rock toe buttress consists of boulders
and cobbles from one to four feet in diameter placed by end
dumping or moving with dozers in order to insure interlocking and
proper resting of individual boulders. This compaction of the
boulders and cobbles along with the large size of the rock will
allow the rock toe buttress to be stable with the discharge flow
from the culvert. '

The inlet for the 42-inch culvert was designed with a trash
rack (Figure D-l, Revision No.3, November, 1983). A site visit
showed that the designed trash rack has not been installed,
although a substitute structure is in place. Trash racks are not
required in the performance standards, but properly installed and
maintained trash racks are necessary to help prevent clogging of
the culvert. The newly designed trash rack has been constructed;
however, due to snow cover, it has not been installed. Valley
Camp has committed (March 6, 1984) to installing the new trash
reck during the first construction season, spring 1984.

There is and will be no permanent diversion at the Utah No.
2 facilities (OSM Compliance ·Survey on Clear Creek, Utah Area .,
Vaughn Hansen Associates, 1978). There will be one permanent
diversion at the Belina mines (see TA 18 for description).
General riprap sizing information is presented in the PAP,
November 15, 1983 DCA response. Valley Camp has provided
information pertaining to riprap gradation in their letter of 15
November 1983. Valley Camp has committed to follow the
guidelines established in the Army Corp of Engineers Riprap
Design Mannual, HEel1 for riprap gradation for the reconstructed
stream channel. This will be adequate to establish appropriate
gradation.

The channel drop section for the overland channel below Pond
No. 4 was constructed as part of the modification to the lower
pad and Pond No.4. Work was completed in 1980. Field
inspections by the OSM staff and the consultants confirm that the
channel drop section is stable due to the size of the riprap and
the absence of the erosional problems.
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In summary, the current temporary diversions at the Belina
mines and the Utah No. 2 facilities and the proposed permanent
diversion at the Belina mines are in compliance with UMC 817.43,
817.44, and 817.56. Compliance with respect to reclamation of
the haul road from Eccles Creek to the Belina portals is
addressed under OMC 817.156.

IX - HYDROLOGIC BALANCE: GROUND WATER - UMC 783.13 AND 783.15

The ground water resources are described in the following
parts of the PAP:

Volume II, Part 783.14;

• Hydrologic Inventory and Baseline study of the Valley Camp
Lease Area, Carbon and Emery Counties, Vaughn Hansen and
Associates, 1980;

•

•

•

Volume IV, Maps F, F-3, and F-5;

Volume V, Part 783.15; and

Volume VI, Appendix N.

•

(0.
"-..

•

The description of ground water resources in the sources
mentioned above for the permit and adjacent area of the Belina
mines has been reviewed and found to be complete and technically
adequate. The information from these sources has been used to
define the ground water resources in the permit and adjacent area
of the Belina mines as presented in the complete report, Appendix
B Chapter 2. Also see CHIA report summary, Appendix A of this
TA.

The most significant ground water resources identified in
the PAP and CaIA report (see Appendix B, Chapter 2) that are or
appear to be in hydraulic connection with the Belina mines and,
hence, may be impacted include:

The baseflow of Eccles Creek via the O'Connor Fault zone;

• The Boardinghouse Springs that supply the Town of Clear Creek
(water right Number 91-3586 belonging to Valley Camp of Utah,
Inc.) • This potential hydraulic connection to the Belina mines
was interpreted as part of the caIA report Report (see Chapters
2, 4, 5, and 6);

The fractured Star Point aquifer associated with the O·Connor
and Connelville Faults;

The Star Point aquifer east of the O·Connor Fault; and

Minor springs issuing from the Blackhawk Formation overlying
the Be1ina mines.
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The PAP is in compliance with UMC 783.13 and UMC 783.15

X - ALLUVIAL VALLEY FLOORS - OMC 785.19 AND 822

Eccles Creek within Eccles Canyon has been determined to not
be an alluvial valley floor (AVF). This issue was addressed in
the OSH technical analysis for the Skyline Mine. In addition,
Whiskey Canyon and Pleasant Valley above the Utah No. 2
facilities were observed by aSH (August 1983) to· be too narrow
for flood irrigation or sUbirrigation agricultural activities.

Valley Camp's response (Volume V Apparent Completeness
Review) mentions that the upper part of Pleasant valley has
historically not been flood irr.igated. The PAP indicates that
the lower part of Pleasant Valley (i.e., below the proposed
Belina permit area) has historically been flood irrigated and may
also be sUbirrigated near the stream channel. OSH staff
evaluated the AVF characteristics of Pleasant Valley dur ing a
field trip in early August 1983. The field investigation
confirmed the statements in the PAP, that the upper part of
Pleasant Valley (near the Utah No. 2 Mine) is narrow and is
generally not suitable for flood irrigation development. The
lower part of the valley was observed to be flood irrigated. In
addition, it appeared that grasses on the valley bottom may be
sUbirrigated•

On the basis of the information presented in Volume V of the
PAP and information gained during the field investigation, it is
concluded that the surface topography, soils, water quality, and
water quantity of lower Pleasant Valley (i.e •. , below the Utah No.
2 mine) are all suitable for flood irrigation agricultural
activities. It is also likely that portions of Pleasant Valley
are subirrigated for agriculturally useful species of plants. It
is concluded, therefore, that lower Pleasant Valley is an AVF
with the essential hydrologic functions of flood irrigation and
possibly sUbirrigation. Conversely, it is concluded that the
narrow valleys of Whiskey Canyon, Eccles Canyon, and Pleasant
Valley above the Utah No. 2 mine facilities are not AVFs.

The analysis of probable hydrologic consequences and the
CHIA report indicate that the base flow component of streamflow
from Eccles Creek could be diminished by the Belina mining
operations (see CHIA report Chapters 4, 5, and 6). However,
during mining the ground water discharges from the mine would
maintain flow in Eccles Creek. In addition, the applicant has
committed to seal the mine workings (i.e. as determined safe by
MSHA, see page 784.14-2 & 3 of the PAP) in the vicinity of the
O' Connor Fault to allow accumulation of water to recharge the
fractured materials that currently convey water to Eccles Creek.
Within the mine, water encountered will be pumped to the vicinity
of the OJ Connor Fault. In this way, recharge to the O' Connor
Fault zone and the corresponding discharge to Eccles Creek will
be maintained dur ing mining. Following mining, ground waters
will flood the mine workings, after an unknown period, and ground
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water flow to Eccles Creek will be maintained. Therefore, it is
concluded that the quantity of water in Eccles Creek will be
maintained to support the irrigation operations on the Pleasant
Valley AVF.

Additional information developed in the CHIA report shows
that water quantity will not be impacted either at the Belina
mines nor the Utah No. 2 facilities. This study also shows that
water quality will be within the agriculture and livestock limits
for protection. of beneficial uses of water (Utah Division of
Health, October 1978). These conditions will prevail not only
for the proposed 5-year permit term but also for the life of the
mine. Therefore, the proposed operation will not materially
damage the water supplied to the Pleasant Valley AVF and the
Belina mines will not interrupt, discontinue, or preclude farming
on the AVF.

The stream flow monitoring stations on Eccles Creek (see
Chapter VIII of this TA) are considered adequate to determine if
the Belina mines are affecting the water supply to the irrigation
operation on the Pleasant Valley AVF. If water supplies are
affected, the applicant has committed additional water rights to
replace affected water supplies (see Chapter XI, UMC 783.17 and
817.54 in this TA). Therefore, the PAP is in compliance with
respect to UMC 785.19 and 822.

XI - WATER RIGHTS AND REPLACEMENT - UMC 783.17, 817.53, AND
817.54

The applicant has identified and evaluated the probable
impact of mining operations on existing ground water and surface
water rights (see pages 36 to 42 of Supplement N, Volume VI of
the PAP). The applicant also provides an adequate monitoring
system for surface and ground water (see Chapter XII, UMC 817.52)
to detect if mining-associated water losses will occur. If
mining causes an interruption or cessation of flow associated
with an existing water right or a perennial spring, the applicant
has provided a sequence of measures to be taken to maintain the
source of water inclUding: diverting water to the site, hauling
water, using Valley Camp's wells, developing a new source, or
transferring water rights (see Volume VI, Appendix N, pp. 41-42
of the PAP). The PAP is therefore deemed in compliance with
respect to UMC 783.17, 817.53, and 817.54).

XII - PROBABLE HYDROLOGIC CONSEQUENCES OF MINING
CHIA REPORT SUMMARY - See Appendix A of this TA

Surface Water

The applicant has made a determination of the probable
hydrologic consequences (PHC) of mining in Section 784.14 (Volume
III of the PAP) and in the "Hydrologic Inventory and Baseline
study of the Valley Camp Lease Area, Carbon and Emery Counties,
utah.1I (Vaughn Hansen Associates, 1980). Valley Camp has provided
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baseline hydrologic data from January 1976 to September 1979.
Additional hydrologic data were obtained from the quarterly
hydrologic monitoring programs from October 1979 through June
1983.

Completeness was evaluated with respect to UMC 784.14 (c)
(Reclamation Plan: Protection of Hydrologic Balance). The
applicant1s PHC, along with subsequent sUbmittals, was determined
to be complete. Most of the evaluation of the anticipated
hydrologic consequences was based on further analyses made in the
CHIA report. A summary of the CHIA is found in Appendix A of
this TA.

Compliance was determined for UMC 817.41 (Hydrologic
Balance: General Requirements), UMC 817.42 (Hydrologic Balance:
Water Standards and Effluent Limitations), and UMC 817.48
(Hydrologic Balance: Acid-forming and Toxic-forming Materials)
as they pertain to surface water.

Analysis of the surface water monitoring data shows that the
total suspended sediment concentration and load has increased
below the Belina Nos. 1 and 2 Mines. Based on field observations
and analysis of the NPDES records, it is concluded that the
increases in suspended sediment are coming from the haul road and
the portal area.

The Belina CHIA report determined that the increase in
suspended solids load ranged from 2.5 to 20 tons per disturbed
acre per year. The range is because the sediment carrying
capacity increases during a high stream flow year versus a low
stream flow year. The CHIA report also documented that impacts
on Eccles Canyon are the result of. other mining activities
(Skyline Mine) and non-mining activities, i. e. , on-going
construction and improvements to the Eccles Canyon Road.

The increases in suspended sediment has impacted the
fisheries production of Eccles Canyon Creek (see Chapter XVI).
Recent improvements at the Belina mines will reduce the suspended
sediment concentration and load. These improvements include
paving the haul road and building a new filter pond for the mine
discharge. It is unknown at this time to what magnitude these
improvements will reduce the total suspended sediment
concentration and load. The CHIA report estimates that 2-20
tons/acres/year of sediment may be produced at the mines;
therefore, paving of the 11 acre haul road may potentially reduce
the sediment load by 22-220 tons per year. A detailed analysis
of the anticipated hydrologic consequences is presented in the
CHrA report. Sufficient information is provided in the PAP and
the CHrA report to find compliance with respect to the surface
water aspects of UMC 784.14. Compliance with respect to
reclamation of the haul road from Eccles Creek to the Belina
portals is addressed under UMC 817.156.

GrQund water - liMe 784.14, 817.50, 817.52, and 817.55
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The probable ground water hydrologic consequences of the
Belina mines with respect to UMC 784.14 are discussed in the
following parts of the PAP: -

Volume III, Part 784.14;

• Hydrologic Inventory and Baseline Study of the Valley Camp
Lease Area, Carbon County, utah, January 1980, pages 114-117;

Volume V, Part 784.14; and

• Volume VI, Appendix N, pages 23-36.

,-e
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e

In addition, the CHIA report defines the ground water impacts
that are expected with respect to the Belina mines (see Chapters
4,5 and 6). Ground water impacts that are predicted in the PAP
and/or the CaIA report are as follows:

Effects of ground water discharges from the Belina mines to
the quality and quantity of receiving streams that are discussed
in the caIA report. Additional details of ground water/surface
water interactions are discussed below.

• Under standard operating procedures, ground water intercepted
in the Belina mines will be pumped from the mines and will be
discharged from sediment ponds to Eccles Creek via Whiskey
Canyon. This intercepted ground water is also the recharge to
the local ground water system. More specifically, ground water
flow via the O' Connor Fault (i. e., 200 gallons per minute) to
Eccles Creek provides the principle baseflow to Eccles Creek.
The Belina mines might potentially intercept almost all of the
recharge to the O'Connor Fault zone, and therefore, could cause
declines in the discharge of ground water to Eccles Creek along
the O'Connor Fault. However, as described previously (see
Chapter X), Valley Camp has committed to maintain water in the
mine in the vicinity of the O' Connor Fault in order to preserve
the base flow of Eccles Creek.

The subsidence effect of the Belina mines indicates that
surface cracks and potholes may reach the surface in areas where
overburden is less than 400 feet over the Upper O'Connor Coal
Seam (see Volume VI, pages 24-30 of the PAP). Plate 4, Volume VI
shows the areas of potential subsidence. Within the area of
potential subsidence water rights associated with 3 springs (91­
1643, 91-3499, and 91-3500) may be impacted. For the three
springs with water rights that may be affected, Valley Camp has
developed a plan and has committed to replacing the·water supply
for the water users that may be affected (see Chapter XI-UMC
817 .. 54) •

The CHIA report described the potential relationship between
recharge intercepted in the Belina Mines Complex and the springs
in lower Boardinghouse Creek, the main source of water for the
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Town of Clear Creek. The source of recharge to this spring is
believed to be primarily from the fault zones, south of the dike,
just upgradient from the spring. There is a possibility that
some reduction of flow will occur in the Boardinghouse Spring as
a result of ground water intercepted within the Belina mine. The
amount of expected decrease in flow is considered to be minimal.
The average annual flow from the Boardinghouse Spring is 250 gpm;
Clear Creek utilizes 61 gpm or 24 percent of this flow. A worst
case analysis indicates that the Belina mines could intercept 26
gpm of ground water flow, or result in a 10.4 percent reduction.
The town would still have 163 gpm available for use after
removing the 61 gpm from the spring. In addition, no decrease of
flow was reported as a result of the mining operations in the
O· Connor mine which was located in Boardinghouse Creek (Jack
Otanni; personal communication, 3/2/84). Due to the closer
proximity of the O'Connor mine to the spring, the O'Connor mine
would conceivably cause a greater reduction in flow than the
Belina mine would; however, since no reduction occurred during
the O'Connor mining activities, it is anticipated that no
signif icant reduction. of flow will occur as a result of the
Belina operations. Therefore, this impact is not considered to
be significant•

• Two wells, one in the Connelville Fault Zone (i.e., Coastal
States Energy Well 91-1560) and one in the O' Connor Fault zone
(i. e., Valley Camp's well 91-1691) may experience declines in
well yield. These water reductions are not seen as significant
and can be corrected by increasing the depth of the wells in the
fractured star Point Sandstone.

• Valley Camp's water rights associated with mine tunnel
discharges (91-3596 and 91-3595) will also likely experience
decreases in discharge as a result of dewatering operations in
the Belina Mines Complex. However, these water rights are· not
currently being used and the impact is, therefore, considered not
significant. The applicant is in compliance with OMC 784.14.

OMC 817,50 Hydrologic Balance: Underground Mine Entry and
Access Pischarges

The CHIA report concludes that gravity drainage will not
occur from any mine access points because intercepted ground
waters in the mine will move down dip (i.e., to the west) away
from the mine entries. Therefore, UMC 817.50 does not apply to
this PAP.

UMC 817.55 Hydrologic Balance: pischarae of Water into an
Underground Mine

The applicant plans to discharge all excess water
encountered in the mine workings via the portals and the system
of sedimentation ponds they have constructed and have planned.
Therefore, UMC 817.55 does not apply to this PAP.
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DMC 817.52 Hydrologic Balance: Ground Water Monitqring

The Belina mines ground water monitoring program can be
found in Volume VI, AppendiX N, pages 18-21 of the PAP.

Several issues that have previously been raised with regard
to the ground water monitoring program have been addressed in the
recent addition to the PAP (Volume VI). The issues that have
been adequately addressed include:

• Valley Camp will initiate sampling of springs 18 months prior
to potential disturbance by the Belina mines;

• A commitment by Valley Camp to monitor all springs in the
adjacent area that have water rights associated with them (i.e.,
531-1,531-5, and 531-11);

• A commitment by Valley Camp to monitor larger springs in the
adjacent area of the Belina mines (i.e., 56-3, S25-2, S25-6, and
536-3), inclUding the Boardinghouse Spring (532-3), which may
receive recharge from the mine area via the intrusi~e dike that
was encountered in the mines and which occurs near the
Boardinghouse Spring.

In a letter dated March 9, 1984 to aSM, Valley Camp requested
an extenstion of the present 5-year permit boundary, which would
extend mining in Federal lease U-044076 to the southern boundary
line of section 36 and in the southeast corner of .section 35,
Federal lease U-017354 (see coo respondence section). The
applicant requests this extension for the purpose of confirming
newly acquired geologic' (seismic> data. This tentative
geological information indicates that in this area, additional
fault(s) up to 350 feet in displacement and another intrusive
dike are present. Valley Camp is concerned about the location of
the faUlting and the dike and how it may interfere with the
present layout of the mine. In order to effectively plan for the
continuation of the Belina mine development, Valley Camp
requested to extend development of their South Main Entries, or
to (as the case may be) through the faulting and dike.

aSM has considered the hydrological implications of the
requested extension. The CHIA considered all anticipated mining,
which included the area of the requested extension. Since this
area has already been included 'in the assessment of the
cumulative hydrologic impacts, and faulting and intrusives have
been considered on the whole, potential impacts have been
addressed. The development of main entries into this area will
provide additional confirmation on the hydrogeology as required
by Condtions 3 and 4.

The determination of the anticipated hydrologic impacts
relied heavily on information concerning the occurrence of ground
water in mines in the Mud Creek drainage. The data search for
the CHIA report concerning ground water inflow to mines
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originated from personal communications with individuals that
have worked extensively in the mines.

Ground water inflow information is considered important to
document mining impacts on ground water resources in general.
More importantly, monitoring of ground water inflow to the Belina
mines would also document whether or not a significant water
bearing zone had been encountered that may require some
mitigating measure. Therefore, in order for the PAP to be in
compliance with OMC 817.52, condition is necessary.

Condition No.3

Valley Camp shall restrict mining in section 36; Sl/2,
Federal lease 0-017354 and section 35; El/2SE1/4, SE1/4NE1/4,
Federal lease U-044076, to the development of the south Main
Entries only. Opdated information on the geologic structures
(faults, dikes, fractures, channel sandstones, etc.) encountered
in the mine as the result of this development shall be submitted
as part of the applicant's annual in-mine ground-water monitoring
program (see Condition 4).

Condition No.4

Within 60 days of permit issuance, Valley Camp of Otah, Inc.
shall develop and implement an in-mine ground-water monitor ing
program. This monitoring program shall be submitted for approval
by the regulatory agency. The results of the monitoring program
shall be reported on a quarterly basis and include a map of all
points and/or areas of defined measurable flow (greater than 1
gpm) as well as an indication of the geologic source of the flow
(channel sandstone, fault, fracture, lineament system, etc.).
The map shall also show the location of in-mine sumps used to
collect water as well as updated information on the geologic
structures (faults, dikes, fractures, channel sandstones, etc.)
encountered in the mine as a result of extended mining into
Federal lease 0-017354 and 0-044076. The report shall also
contain a discussion of the quantity, quality, and source of the
water encountered. When new points or areas of measurable flow
are first encountered, flow rate and field water quality
parameters shall be measured. Field water quality parameters
shall, at a minimum, consist of: pH, temperature, electrical
conductance, and calculated total dissolved solids. Monthly,
flow and field water quality parameters shall be measured.
Quarterly, an abbreviated water quality analytical schedule for
the samples shall be completed. The abbreviated water quality
analytical schedule will, at a minimum, consist of the laboratory
measurements for: sodium, potassium, calcium, magnesium, iron
(total), chloride bicarbonate, sulfate, carbonate, pH, and TDS.
Amass balance table of the cations/anions in milliequivalents
per Ii ter shall be required for each sample analysis.
Biannually, and at the approximate same time each year, a
comprehensive water quality analytical schedule for the samples
shall be completed. The full suite of parameters to be analyzed
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shall include those recommended in the UDOGM guidelines for
establishement of surface and ground-water monitoring programs.
If the number of measuring points becomes excessive, the
applicant may request a modification of the number of sampling
sites from the regulatory authority. In addition to the in-mine
monitoring of ground water flow, the applicant shall account for
all ground water consumption (evaporation and other losses) and
transfers of water in and out of the mine.

UMC 817.57 Hydrologic Balance: Stream Buffer Zones

The applicant has committed to establish a buffer zone,
where pillars will not be pulled, on either side of the perennial
streams within the permit area to avoid the surface effects of
subsidence. All the stream reaches within the permit area have
been reclassified as intermittent streams by OSM (January 26,
1984) • As a result of this new classfication the intermittent
streams are no longer protected under UMC817.126.

However, pursuant to this section: •••• no land within 100
feet of ••• an intermittent stream and which contains ,a biological
community••• shall be disturbed by surface (underground) coal
mining activities, ••• unless the Division specifically authorizes
surface (underground) coal mining activities closer to or through
such a stream upon finding- 1) that the original stream channel
will be restored; and 2) during and after the mining , the water
quantity and quality from the stream section within 100 feet of
the underground coal mining activities shall not be adversely
affected ••• ~ In the absence of information on biological
commmunities in these intermittent streams, it will be assumed
that each stream contains a biological community.

The portions of the stream reaches that are potentially
going to be affected from subsidence (a disturbance of
underground coal mining activities) are the headland reaches of
these intermittent streams, which are adjacent to the Mud
Creek/Huntington Creek basin divide. The main hydrologic role of
the stream headlands is to receive snowmelt runoff waters and
allow it to flow downstream. It has been determined that
subsidence would not adversely affect the ability of these
headlands to receive snowmelt runoff waters and allow it to flow
downstream, nor would subsidence affect water quality. Even if
subsidence cracks occured in the stream channel, the effects
would only be temporary as subsidence cracks have been shown to
be self-healing within a relatively short period of time (few
days to a couple of weeks). Even if subsidence cracks
intercepted snowmelt runoff, it would tend to recharge the
aquifer systems that provide baseflow to the respective streams,
until such time that the subsidence cracks self-heal through the
aid of runoff. (DeGraff, S.V., 1981, Subsidence Crack Closure:
Rate, Magnitude, and Sequence: Bulletin of the International of
Engineering Geology, No. 23, p. 123-127)
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The subsidence monitoring plan as described in the
september, 1983 Hydrology Update (Appendix N) on page 30 commits
to a plan which includes a late summer visual inspection of
potential subsidence areas above the mines and an annual aerial
photogrammetric survey. The visual inspection shall include the
intermittent streams above the mines.

The applicant has not committed .to restore the original
stream channel of an intermittent stream, only a perennial
stream. The applicant must commit to restore the original stream
channels of the intermittent streams if disturbance occurs to be
in compliance with UMC 817.57; therefore, the following condition
is required.

Condition No.5

Within 60 days of permit issuance, Valley Comp of Utah,
shall revise and submit to the regulatory authority for approval
the subsidence monitoring program to include the intermittent
streams in the permit area. The applicant shall commit to
restore the original stream channels of intermittent streams
within the permit area that may be disturbed by underground coal
mining activities, including surface subsidence effects.

XIII - CLIMATALOGICAL INFORMATION AND AIR RESOURCES

QMC 783.18 Climatological Information and Air Resources

The applicant has provided references for the information
required by UDOGM under this section in the Coastal States Energy
Skyline Mine permit application. Valley Camp's application
(Volume V, 783.18, page 14) is in compliance with Section UMC
783.18.

UMC 784.26 Air Pollution Control Plan

No air quality monitoring program has been reqUired by
UDOGM. The applicant has a fugitive dust control plan and the
approval of the Utah Department of Health to operate within
limits which it set. The applicant is, therefore, in compliance
with this section (Volume V, 783.18, page l4A-C).

XIV - TOPSOIL - UMC 783.21, 784.13(b) (3 AND 4), AND 817.21
THROUGH .25

Soil resource information can be found in Volume II (pages
83 through 103 and Appendix D) and Volume VI (pages 83 through
83B) of the PAP. Information pertaining to topsoil handling is
presented in Volume III (page 27), Volume V (pages 22 through
22D), and Volume VI (pages 784.13(b) (4) - 1 and 2 and Appendix P)
of the PAP •

Existing surface disturbance inclUding interim reclamation
areas (approximately 13 acres), occurs within three portions of
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the permit area. The first disturbed area of approximately 20
acres is the Selina portals area. The second disturbed area of
approximately 18 acres is the Utah No. 2 loadout and yard area.
The third aisturbed area of approximately 25 acres is the haul
road from Eccles Creek to the Belina portals. The only topsoil
salvaged from the previously disturbed areas has been
redistributed for interim reclamation at the Belina portals area
<approximately 4 acres). The applicant has proposed the use of
substitute topsoil material for reclamation. Two sources of
material are available 7 one source is located within the Belina
portals and the other source is at the Utah No. 2 loadout and
yard areas.

Specific information pertaining to the two sources of
substitute topsoil material, including location and extent of
source areas, laboratory data, suitability evaluations, volume
calculations, and a design for a greenhouse study, have been
provided by the applicant. However, for the application to be in
.compliance, deficiencies in the design of trials testing the
feasibility of using substitute topsoil as a plant growth medium
must be corrected. In addition, the applicant must ,provide more
detailed information on the depth and location of substitute soil
redistribution and the types and rates of soil amendments,
including fertilizer, to be added to the respread substitute
topsoil (see Condition No.6 and 7).

The calculations of substitute topsoil volumes provided by
the applicant are estimates of the amount of available material
which must be removed in order that the areas currently occupied
by the substitute topsoil be reclaimed to the final reclaimed
grades. More precise calcUlations of volumes <includes swell
factor) conducted by OSM for the two substitute topsoil sources
indicate availability of approximately 2,204,290 cubic feet of
material at the Belina portals area and 415,393 cubic feet of
material at the Utah No. 2 loadout and yard area, based upon the
applicant's maps and cross sections. The volume for the Belina
portals source indicates substitute topsoil material is available
in an amount sufficient to spread a thickness of approximately 6
inches over disturbed areas yet to be reclaimed within the Belina
portals area. This source of substitute topsoil will also serve
for the reclamation of the haul road. Compliance with respect to
reclamation of the haul road from Eccles Creek to the Belina
portals is addressed under UMC 817.156. The volume for the Utah
No. 2 loadout and yard area source indicates substitute topsoil
material is available in an amount sufficient to spread
approximately six inches thick over disturbed areas yet to be
reclaimed within the Utah No. 2 loadout and yard area. In order
to provide a substitute topsoil redistribution plan that commits
to spreading a uniform amount of substitute material at the
Belina and Utah No. 2 sites, Condition No. 6 is required.

An evaluation of the physical and chemical data developed
for both sources of substitute topsoil indicates both materials
are capable of supporting plant growth and would enhance the
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feasibility of reclamation of the Belina Mines Complex disturbed
areas. This determination is based on the review of
physiochemical and productivity data for soils, as described by
the Soil Conservation Service (SCS), which occur in areas
adjacent to the Belina Mines Complex. SCS soils reviewed in the
evaluation of reclamation feasibility includes the Daybell soil
series which is described as a poor source of topsoil due to an
excess of coarse fragments (USDA-SCS and USDI-BLM 1981).
However, this soil series produces an annual yield of air-dry
herbage of 2,600 Ibs per acre in favorable years and 1400 Ibs per
acre in unfavorable years for use primarily as forage for
livestock and wildlife. The substitute topsoil materials have
similar chemical and physical characteristics, except for the
absence of excessive number of coarse fragments, to the Daybell
soil. Therefore it is concluded that the substitute topsoil
material will support revegetation. To substantiate this
evaluation, greenhouse or field trials must be conducted.

The proposed design for a greenhouse study provided by the
applicant to test the two substitute topsoil sources is
inadequate' in scope. The purpose of the trial is to confirm the
ability of the substitute topsoil sources to support successful
revegetation under environment.al conditions (constraints) which
are characteristic of the site and the site-specific reclamation
plan. Therefore, for a greenhouse study to provide data valuable
to the evaluation of the two substitute topsoil materials and
vegetative response to each substitute topsoil material must be
assessed under conditions such as: 1) moisture availability, 2)
precipitation, 3) air and soil temperature ranges comparable to
the sites of reclamation. In addition to standard background
conditions, the greenhouse study must consider response to
variables including thickness of topsoil over substrate, seed
mixtures, fertilization rates, and aspect.

Due to the complexity of a greenhouse study which would
require site-specific environmental conditions and testing in
response to a number of variables, a favorable alternative to a
greenhouse study would be field trials conducted at each of the
disturbed areas. Field trials would provide the site-specific
environmental conditions~ including choices of aspect and would
eliminate problems associated with the greenhouse ·study.

When Condition No. 6 and No. 7 are satisfied, the applicant
will be in compliance with UMC 784.13(b) (4) and UMC 817.21
through 817.25.

Condition No.6

Within 60 days of permit issuance, Valley Camp of Utah,
Inc. shall provide for review and approval by the regulatory
authority, a plan to redistribute substitute topsoil material at
a uniform thickness over all disturbed areas to be reclaimed,
taking into consideration the total volumes of subtitute topsoil
materials available at all substitute topsoil material sources.
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Condition No.7

Within 60 days of permit issuance, Valley Camp of Utah, Inc.
shall provide for review and approval by the regulatory
authority, a sound design for either field site trails or a
revised greenhouse study. The permittee shall also provide a
commitment to conduct either of these tests selected to the
r.egulatory authority to demonstrate the feasibility of using the
proposed topsoil substitute material pursuant to UMC 817.22(e}.
If Valley Camp of Utah, Inc. elects to conduct field site trials,
the design of the trials shall include at a minimum: test sites
at both the Belina portal area and the Utah No. 2 loadout area;
the test of types and rates of soil amendments; a test for
optimum topsoil depth, tests for each proposed seed mixture by
appropriate aspect; and establish control plots for each test.

If Valley Camp of Utah, Inc. elects to conduct greenhouse
studies, the existing design proposed in the permit application
shall be revised to include at a minimum: tests for soil samples
from both Belina portal area and Utah No. 2 loadout area, tests
for types and rates of soil amendments, tests for optimum topsoil
depth, tests for each proposed seed mixtures by appropriate
aspect, and establish control plots for each study. The design
of the greenhouse study shall simulate environmental conditions
in the greenhouse (such as growing season, air temperature, soil
temperature, soil moisture, precipitation, light, available
rooting depth, and aspect) to those at the mine site.

The design of either the field site trials or the greenhouse
stUdy shall provide a monitoring schedule, identify methods for
monitoring, analysis of seedling establishment and plant
mortality, and standards for determining success of each test.

The applicant shall provide types and rates of application for
amendments to be added to the respread substitute topsoil based
on the laboratory data from either the greenhouse study or field
site trials.

XV - VEGETATION - UMC 783.19, 784.13(b), AND 817.111-.117

vegetation information can be found in the following
sections of the PAP:

Volume VI, pages 783.19-1 and 2, and replacement pages 15D
through l5N-32.•

•

Volume II, pages 39 through 51, Appendix F, and Appendix H.

Volume V, pages 15 through l5N •
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• Volume VI, replacement pages 783.19 through 783.19-4 (January
1984).

• Volume VI, replacement page 783.19-3, (November 1983) •

The Selina Mines Complex is an existing operation which was
disturbed prior to collection of any vegetation information. The
vegetation information provided in the PAP was taken from similar
areas adjacent to the surface facilities within the proposed
permit area.

A riparian community along Whiskey Gulch was buried by a
valley fill when the Selina portals were constructed. The
riparian community in all probability consisted of a narrow zone
along the valley bottom composed of redtop, silver sagebrush,
sedges, grasses, and numerous forbs.

The applicant has provided statistical analyses of sample
adequacy for cover (Figure 2-15, Volume II and pages 783.19-1 and
2, volume VI of the PAP) productivity (replacement pages 783.19-3
dated 4 January 1984), and tree density (replacement pages
783.19-3 and 783.19-4 dated 4 January 1984). The results of this
analysis indicate that a sufficient number of samples were
collected for the lower canyon spruce-fir sites, sagebrush site,
Whiskey Canyon aspen and spruce-fir sites, and the portal yard
spruce-fir site. The applicant collected the required number of
samples to establish vegetation conditions within the 80 percent
confidence level.

Reference areas have been established for all vegetation
types that have been disturbed· and which will require
reclamation. The reference areas are at a minimum 56 percent
similar in species composition to the validation sites. The
reference areas (7) have been located on maps of the permit area.

Restoration of the riparian community has been adequately
addressed. Adequate details on plant species composition,
planting density, planting areas, and methods of planting were
provided. As proposed, restoration efforts in Whiskey Gulch
would result in the development of approximately 0.3 acres more
riparian habitat than was lost because of mining activities. An
estimated initial loss of approximately 0.1 acres of riparian
community resulted from mining.

The application contains adequate site-specific seed
mixtures for existing conditions within the permit area (see
Appendix S, Volume III of the PAP). These seed mixtures provide
a diverse plant composition and are of adequate amounts. Also,
planting details are sufficient to determine the feasibility for
successful reclamation. An interim seed mixture slightly
different from that in the PAP was proposed by Valley Camp for
interim reclamation of the Belina haul road (see september 15,
1983 letter from Trevor Whiteside of Valley Camp to Lynn Kuntzler
of UDOGM). UDOGM, in a sUbsequent letter (29 July 1983)
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determined the interim seed mixture to be adequate and approved
Valley Camp's request.

Mining operations have disturbed a total of approximately 76
acres of vegetation (Belina Mine portals 29.5 acres; loadout
facilities 21.6 acres; haul road 25.0 acres). Of this total,
about 75 acres would be revegetated. Approximately 1 acre would
remain unvegetated because of retention of Sedimentation Pond No.
4 as a wildlife mitigation measure (see TA page 34). In
addition, it is estimated that 1,G43 acres within the permit area
may be subject to subsidence. (OSM CHIA, Figure 2).

The PAP is in compliance with OMC 783.19, 784.13(b), and
817.111 through 817.117. Compliance with respect to reclamation
and revegetation of the haul road from Eccles Creek to the Belina
portals is addressed under OMC 817.156 •.



ce XVI - FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES - UMC 784.21 AND UMC 817.97

The applicant1s fish and wildlife protection plan are found
in the PAP and in the sections shown. below:

FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCE SUBMITTALS

Section

Fish and Wildlife
Resource Data

Vol. 2
Vol. 2, Appendix E
Vol. 2, Appendix I
Vol. 3, Section 784.21
Vol. 5, Appendix I
VCl Letter

Fish and Wildlife Plan

Date of Submission

November 1980

12 May 1982
29 July 1983

Pages

52-82F

1-68
86-88A
1-22
1-4

/e
\_-'

Vol. 3, Section 784.21

Vol. 3, Appendix D
Vol. 5, Appendix I
Vol. 6, Section 784.15
Vol. 6, Section 784.21
Vol. 6, Section 817.97
Vol. 6, Appendix M

Attachments 1-4
VCI Letter
Supplemental Responses,
Section 784.21
Supplemental Responses,
Section 817.97

Supplemental Responses,
Section 784.21
Supplemental Responses,
Section 817.97

November 1980; 86-88A
January 1981
14 September 1982
27 January 1981 1-14
12 May 1982 ·1-22
13 September 1983 1-5
14 September 1983 1-5
15 September 1983 1-5
September 1983 +8

29 July 1983 1-4
17 November 1983 17-17a

15 November 1983 18-18c

5 January 1984 17b-170

6 January 1984 1-3
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No threatened or endangered fish or wildlife species occur
on the proposed mining plan area and no Federally-designated
critical habitats are present (Volume 5, Appendix I of the PAP).
The bald eagle, American peregrine falcon, and arctic peregrine
falcon occur sporadically in the region, but do not reside or
depend on habitats in the mining plan area. Documentation
regarding threatened and endangered species from U. S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) has been received Cletter 'dated 20
December 1983, from USFWS to OSM). Design and construction of
power transmission and distribution lines will be in accordance
with guidelines set forth in Environmental Criteria for Electric
Transmission Systems and REA Bulletin 61-10, powerline Contacts
by Eagles and Other Large Birds (Volume III, Section 784.21).
The golden eagle inhabits the mining plan area but no nest sites
are known. The mining activities will not significantly affect
the status of golden eagles in the area.

Five major fish and wildlife issues have been identified:
(1) alteration of key wildlife areas; (2) disruption of raptor
nest sites; (3) loss and degradation of riparian habitat; (4)
degradation of aquatic habitat in Eccles and Whiskey Creeks; and
(5) the lack of specifics in the applicant's fish and wildlife
plan. Each of these issues is resolved in the following
narrative.

The USFWS identified potential jeopardy to active raptor
nest sites in Eccles Canyon (letters dated 13 september 1982 and
8 April 1983). The PAP is in compliance with UMC 784.21(b) (3)
and UMC 817.97(d) because mining operations would occur outside
the recommended 0.25 mile buffer zone during the breeding season
as suggested by USFWS (see Volume VI, Attachments of the PAP and
the USFWS letter of 13 September 1982). No jeopardy of the
raptor nest sites should occur.

The USFWS (letter dated 8 April 1983), the utah Division of
Wildlife Resources (UDWR) (letters dated 8 September 1983 and 4
October 1983) and the UDOGM (letter dated 23 May 1983) expressed
concerns about the protection and restoration of key wildlife
habitat. Key wildlife habitat and features within the permit
area include portions of deer and elk summer range. An estimated
17 perennial springs and seeps are scattered throughout the
permit area and may constitute another high value habitat
feature. The UDWR has designated the entire permit areas as
being included in deer and elk summer range. Past mining
activities have resulted in a total of about 76 acres of
disturbance. The applicant has committed to restor ing all 75
acres (Pond No.4, 1 acre, will not be reclaimed) with a
vegetative cover and composition conducive to wildlife uses. The
applicant has: (l) provided a commitment to protect and restore
wildlife habitat; (2) provided plans for restoring useable
wildlife habitat; (3) committed to revegetate all disturbed areas
(excluding Pond No.4); (4) prOVided habitat enhancement
measures; (5) committed to incorporating the recommendations of
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the UDWR in locating random wildlife habitat plantings of trees
and shrubs on reclaimed areas; and (6) provided a feasible plan
for restoring lost riparian habitat (discussed in greater detail
below). Compliance with respect to reclamation of the haul road
from Eccles Creek to the Selina portals is addressed under OMC
817.156.

The generic, non-site specific nature of the provisions
described in the proposed Fish and Wildlife Protection Plan in
the initial PAP was a consistent concern expressed by the USFWS
(letters dated 13 September 1982 and 8 April 1983) and the ODOGM
(letters dated 25 June 1980 and 23 May 1983). The UDWR found the
reclamation plan adequate (letters dated 4 October 1983 and 13
August 1982), but still had concerns regarding water quality
impacts on the Eccles Creek fishery (letters dated 8 September
1983 and 14 September 1983) and the proposed permanent retention
of the haul road (letter dated 4 October 1983). The submission
of supplemental data and commitments by the applicant (November
1983 and January 1984) provided adequate information to resolve
concerns about specific mitigation and/or restoration questions.

The degradation of water quality in Eccles Canyon Creek by
siltation from the haul road and its resultant effects on the
downstream fishery and aquatic life status was a concern
expressed by the USFWS (letters dated 19 May 1980, 13 September
1982, and 8 April 1983) and the UDWR (letters dated 8 September
1983 and 14 September 1982). The applicant provided adequate
plans and planting schedules. for stabilizing the road shoulder
with soil binding agents, implementing a suitable planting plan,
utilizing suitable soil amendments, and selecting adequate plant
species for the existing road conditions. Compliance with
respect to reclamation of the haul road from Eccles Creek to the
Selina portals is addressed under UMC 817.156.

The USFWS (letters dated 19 May 1980 and 8 April 1983), the
USFS (letter dated 20 April 1983), and the UDOGM (letters dated
25 June 1980 and 23 May 1983) expressed numerous concerns about
several aspects of riparian habitat. Concerns inclUded the
absence of: (1) riparian habitat mapping; (2) protection and
restoration commitments; (3) description of restoration methods;
and (4) subsidence impacts on riparian/wetland habitats. The PAP
and applicant do: (1) provide a commitment to protect, enhance,
and restore riparian habitat; (2) provide adequate plans for
revegetating and developing riparian habitat in selected areas
(Whiskey Gulch); (3) acknowledge impacts to riparian wetland
habitats; and (4) propose a plan for monitoring, evaluating, and
mitigating spring subsidence effects on wetlands and wildlife
use.

The applicant IS riparian habitat restoration plan will
resul t in approximately 0.3 acres more habitat being available
than was estimated present before mining disturbances began.
Part of this area will include the sedimentation pond in Whiskey
Gulch that will be retained as a wildlife watering source.
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The PAP recognizes the potential effects of subsidence­
induced losses of wetlands, riparian areas, and potential
wildlife watering areas caused by dewatering of springs and
seeps, some of which are perennial. Replacement and/or
restoration of springs and seeps for wildlife purposes are
addressed (as required by UMC 817.97(a) and UMC 817.41(a) (b» in
the PAP. Commitments are made to (1) monitor perennial springs
and seeps within the subsidence zone, and (2) provide replacement
flows for the loss of important springs and seeps. However, the
PAP lacks mapping and descriptions of riparian and other wetland
habitat, considered important in light of recent determinations
of potential subsidence effects on springs and seeps. Such data
are considered essential since both the USFWS and USFS identified
potential impacts to streams, springs and seeps, and riparian
habitats (USFWS letter April 8, 1983 and USFS letter April 20,
1983). The position of UDn is that springs and seeps provide
critical wildlife habitat for all wildlife and mitigation will be
expected for any spring or· seep impacted by the mining activity
(UDWR letter to UDOGM, February 3, 1983). Even though the
applicant has committed to a conceptual plan to identify and
monitor springs and seeps and potential wetlands, specific
details for implementing the plan were not provided, therefore,
the following condition is required.

Condition NO, 8

Within 180 days of permit issuance, Valley Camp of Utah,
Inc. shall submit to the regulatory authority for review and
approval an implementation plan for monitoring wetland and
riparian areas in the entire subsidence area. The plan shall
include: (1) a map locating all wetland and riparian areas; (2)
a description of the size and plant characteristics of each
wetland; (3) the source of water supporting each wetland; (4)
details and commitment to restore or replace affected areas and
water sources; and (5) a monitoring schedule.

The USFWS initially concluded that the Belina Complex would
not affect threatened and endangered species (December 20, 1983).
However, in a subsequent letter to OSM· (January 16, 1984), the
USFWS identified concern with all Utah mines utilizing and
potentially depleting water from the Upper Colorado River system.
The agency has identified the need to analyze the impacts of the
depletions of water from the river as habitats for the Colorado
squawfish and humpback chub. The OSFWS feels there is a need for
those who deplete the source to contribute to the conservation
program designed to compensate for the loss of water from the
system. The USFWS currently assesses a one-time fee of $15 per
acre/foot to each water user depleting the source.

OSM's CHIA concludes, based on the applicant's estimate of
evaporative losses and other information collected from nearby
mines, that Valley Camp depletes approximately 49 acre/feet per
year of water. Based on this figure, the applicant would be
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(- obligated to contribute a one-time f~e of $735 to the USFWS study
program.

OSM is currently consulting with theUSFWS on this issue. If the
USFWS determines that the Valley Camp operation constitutes a
significant effect on the river system, OSM will e.nforce the
following condition:

Condition NQ. 9

Within 30 days of permit issuance, the permittee shall implement
the mitigation measures identified in the USFWS letter dated
Apr il 19, 1984, and submit proof of such compliance to the
regulatory authority.

XVII - PRIME FARMLAND - UMC 783.27, 785.17, AND 823

Valley Camp has provided documentation from the Soil
Conservation Service stating that there are no prime farmland
soils Within the permit area.

XVIII - EXPLOSIVES - UMC 784.23(b) (9) AND 817.61 THROUGH .68

XIX - OPERATION DESCRIPTION - UMC 784.11 AND 784.12
•••I

\ .
.....,,-""

Valley Camp states in Volume
the PAP that there would be no
surface operations. Therefore,
regulations are not applicable.

VI, Section 784.11, page 4 of
blasting associated With its
these sections of the utah

•

Volume III of the PAP (pages 3A, 4, and 5 of UMC 784.11)
contains a description of the existing and proposed m~n~ng

support facilities. Map No. C-6 illustrates the facilities in
place at the Be1ina No. 1 and No. 2 mine sites, and Map NO. C-3
shows the facilities at the Utah No. 2 portal. Included in these
facilities are the three sedimentation ponds at the Utah No. 2
mine and one sedimentation pond at the Belina site. Also
included are the domestic wastewater treatment plant, the mine
wastewater settling and filtration unit, CUlinary water well,
Belina bathhouse, Belina shop/warehouse and valley Camp mine
office west of the Utah No. 2 mine. Further details of the
domestic wastewater plant are shown on Figure 3-6B and the mine
wastewater facility is shown in detail on Figure 3-6C. A section
of the existing CUlinary water well is illustrated on Figure 3­
6A.

The mine operation plan outlines the methods proposed for
extraction of coal from Belina No. 1 and No. 2 mines. The Utah
No. 2 mine is presently not active except for the coal loading
facilities. Room and pillar coal extraction methods are
presently being usee at the Belina mines. Roof control plans
found in Appendix B. Volume V of the PAP illustrate the proposed
underground mining system. The applicant hascommited to limit
extraction of coal from areas defined by a 35 degree angle of
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draw under existing gas pipelines, perennial streams, and other
surface or near-surface structures (Volume VI, Appendix N). In
accordance with the applicant's subsidence monitoring program
this figure may be reduced as mining conditions change (see MMS.
letter, May 23, 1980, to Valley camp and Chapter XXVI of this
TA) • The description of operations is in compliance with the
requirements of the OMC 784.11 and OMC 784.12 regulations.

xx - BACKFILLING AND GRADING - UMC 784.13(b) (3), 817.101, 817.72,
817.73 AND 811.74

Post mining topography in the vicinity of the Belina portal
area is illustrated on Map D-l and post mining topography for
Utah No.2 is shown on Map D-3 (see Volume IV of the PAP). The
information provided in the PAP demonstrates compliance with UMC
817.101, 817.72 - .73.

Because terrace slopes adjacent to the Belina portals exceed
the allowable 2H:IV Valley Camp provided a plan for stabilizing
the terrace slopes. The plan is considered adequate and
therefore the applicant is in compliance with respect to UMC
784.13 (b) (3) •

XXI-COAL PROCESSING WASTE AND NON-COAL PROCESSING WASTE - UMC
784.13(b) (6), (b) (7), 784.16(c) AND (d), 784.19, 784.25, 817.71,
817.93, AND 817.103

The applicant has stated in paragraph 784.11, Volume VI,
page 4, and paragraph 784.13 (b) (7) page 1 and 2 of the PAP that
no coal processing wastes are generated and that all non-coal
wastes are disposed of at the Carbon County Sanitary Landfill.
All non-coal wastes are stored at the mine site in metal trash
containers prior to being transported to the landfill. The
operation is in compliance with the requirements of these
regUlations.

XXI I - MINE FACILITIES, COAL HANDLING STRUCTURES, AND SUPPORT
FACILITIES - UMC 784.11,784.12, 784.16(a) (2) AND Ca) (3),817.181

The description of mine facilities, coal handling
structures, and support facilities can be found in Volume VI,
paragraphs 784.11, 784.12, and 784.13 of the PAP. These
structures are shown on map C-6 of Appendix 0, Volume VI of the
PAP. The major mine facilities include the main coal conveyor,
stacker tube, underground coal reclaimer, and truck loading bin.
Coal is hauled by truck to the railroad loadout facility at the
Utah No. 2 facility or directly to the consumer. Support
facilities include the office/warehouse west of Utah No.2, the
Belina shop/warehouse, and the Belina bathhouse. No coal washing
is performed. The operation and facilities descr ibed are in
compliance with the facilities' requirements listed above.

XXIII - ROADS - UMC 784.18, 784.24, AND 817.150 THROUGH 817.180
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As-built drawings of the Whiskey Canyon access road,
including road profile, plan location, sections, details of
drainage, and auxiliary items, are shown on the supplementary
road drawings, sheets No.1, T-l, 5-1 through 5-4, P-l through P­
7, and D-l through D-5 of the PAP. Sections and details of the
ancilliary roads at Belina Nos. 1 and 2, Utah No.2, and the
Valley Camp office and warehouse are shown on Figure 3-32 and
described on page 92 in Volume III of the PAP. Geotechnical
analysis reports for slope stability of steep cut and fill slopes
have been furnished in Appendix L of the PAP. Inclusion of the
corrective measures for steep slopes recommended in Appendix L
brings the work described in compliance with the requirements of
those regUlations.

Valley Camp has proposed to leave the Belina haul road from
the Eccles Canyon Road to the Belina portal area after completion
of mining and reclamation operations. The haul road and Belina
portals are located on fee land. In accordance with UMC 817.133
and 817.156, aSM consulted with the private land owners to
determine the acceptability of the applicant I s plan and if the
surface owners would accept responsibility to maintain the road
(see aSM letter, December 14, 1983). Based on the applicant· s
as-built drawings of the road, aSM determined that maintenance
would be essential to ensure the stability of the road after
mining operations cease. The applicant and the landowners
declined to accept liability and maintenance responsibilities for
the haul road after bond release; therefore, the regulatory
authority is requiring the applicant to restore the haul road
right-of-way to a condition meeting the requirements of UMC
817.156. aSM informed the applicant (see letter of January 27,
1984) of its decision to establish a bond amount sufficient to
cover the reclamation costs for the road. After permit issuance,
Valley Camp may choose to submit a revision to the permit
consisting of an alternative plan for reclamation which would be
compatible with proposed (i.e. wildlife habitat) or revised post
mining land use. If Valley Camp's alternative plans are found to
be acceptable, the bond can be adjusted accordingly (see Chapter
XXIV of this TA).

The applicant must prepare and submit to the regUlatory
authority a reclamation plan for restoring the haul road right­
of-way (Condition No. 10). Preparation of this plan will
require the applicant to revise the topsoil handling portions of
the reclamation plan for the portal area. Review of the
available substitute topsoil volume for the portal area indicates
sufficient material to cover the portal area and haul road right­
of-way with no less than 6 inches.

Condition No. 10

Within 180 days of permit issuance, Valley Camp of Utah, Inc.
shall submit to the regulatory authority for review and approval
a detailed reclamation plan to restore the Belina haul road in
accordance with UMC 817.156. This plan must address, at a
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EXHIBIT 1

• BELINA HAUL ROAD BOND CALCULATIONS

Earth work (assuming section at 60 + 100 as typical)
Approximate volume to be removed fro~ side slope
Volume to be placed in cut:: 106,000 yd
(Unit costs are from Dodge Guide)

(1) Clearing and grubbing (assume disturbed width 200')
Area = 25 ac
Light clearing and grubbing with disposal
$6l7/ac x 25ac = $15,425

= $16,367

= $4,158

2:: 27,740 yd=Area

Remove and dispose offit. concrete (asphalt surfacing)
9,300 tons @ 149 1bs/ft T=6"
Volume:: 9,300 x 2,000 lbS./ft3 = 124,832 ft3

149 lbs

124,832 ft
3 x~;

.5 ft 9ft

2 2Cost:: 27,740 yd x .59!yd

Remove culverts
900' l.f. 24" csp
900' x ($4.62/ft)

(3)

(2)

• (4) Earthwork
(a) Remove earth from down slope

(Assume total volume can ~removed with dragline)
Assume ljard clay ~d a 3 yd dragline and casting to road surface
$1.30/yd 0,300 yd /day)
106,000 x $1.30 = $137,800

(;) Move an~ spread by dozsr, shape and compact
$1.97/yd x $106,000 yd = $208,820

(6) Revegeta tion
Area:: 25 ac

(a) Haul and spread topsoil
25 ac x 43,560 x .5 x 1

if
3:: 20,167 yd

20,167 (.67 + 2.58) :: 65,543

•
(b) Area preparatioo

25 ac x $468/ac =$11,700



•

•

•

Fertilizing
25 ac x $428.33/ac

(d) Seeding

25 ac x $600.90!ac

TOTAL
10% mobilization -de mobi lization
13% profit + adm.

Maint. 10 years at $lOO!ac

TOTAL BOND

EXHIBIt 1 continued

=$10/08

=$15.022

$ 485,543
4.8,554­
63,121

$ 597,218

=$25,000

= $622,000



r.•

2. Hydroseeding (Fert. and seed)
649.35/ac x 41.4

3. Fertilzer and seeding
794.27/ac x 37.7

4. Mulching 12.5 ac (Vce's Figure)
400/ac x 12.5

5. Shrubs and Trees
750 x .78/ea.
Total Item D

26,883

29,944

5,000

562
$ 99,007

============

TOTAL BOND

Haul Road (See Exhibit 1)

$ 41,000
37,322
41,000

$899,000

622,000

$1,521,000

10% Contingency (Items A, B, C, 0)
13% Profit and Adm (Items A, B D)
10% Mobilization and Demob. (Items A, B, C, 0)

TOTAL

==========

••••c.. '

The applicant has posted a $190,000 interim surety bond
assessed for the disturbance of 38 acres at $5,000 per acre•
Upon submittal of a bond to cover reclamation costs of
$1,521,000.00, prior to permit issuance, the applicant will be in
compliance with this section.

xxv - SEALING OF DRILLED HOLES AND UNDERGROUND OPENINGS - UMC
817.14 AND 784.13(b) (8)

:.

The methods which have been used to plug and seal
exploration holes are described in paragraph 817.31(b) (8) page 1,
and illustrated in Figure 3-9A in Volume IV of the PAP. Proposed
sealing of the existing culinary water well dur ing the
reclamation phase is also described on page 1 of the same
paragraph.

Because the inactive Utah No. 2 mine will not be utilized
for extraction of coal during the term of this permit, the mine
has been sealed approximately 700 feet back from the portals.
The portion of the mine between the portals and the seal is
currently being used for material storage. The existing portals
provide access to this storage area and are' being ventilated.
Access to the storage areas through the portals is controlled by
locked doors which prevent unauthorized entry into the mine. The
applicant is in compliance with UMC 817.14 and 784.13(b) (8).

XXV! -SUBSIDENCE - UMC 817.126 AND 784.20

The PAP includes a subsidence base map for the Valley Camp
lease area (see Plate 3 of the PAP) and an illustration of
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potential sUbsidence areas within the Valley Camp lease area (see
Plate 4 of the PAP). Analysis of the potential for subsidence
due to mining is included in Appendix N of the PAP as part of the
Hydrology update. This material is found at the back of Volume
IV of the PAP. Using this information, OSM estimates that
approximately 1,043 acres within the permit area may be subject
to subsidence. Maps E2-006 and EI-0005 are included in Appendix
C, Volume V and are used to illustrate how the applicant proposes
to protect the existing gas transmission pipeline which crosses
the mine site, a gas well and Boardinghouse Creek. The
subs idence moni tor ing plan in use is descr ibed in Vol ume V and
Appendix H.

The monitoring plan provides for establishing ground
stations located by physical survey for vertical and horizontal
position. Under agreement with the U.S. Forest Service, these
points will be checked for movement by aerial p~otogrammetric

methocis on an annual basis. An angle of 35 degrees from the
vertical is used at this mine. Where overburden depths are less
than 400 feet, there should be no surface cracking or
displacement due to the applicant· s commitment to, establish a
sufficient buffer zone on either side of the pipeline within
which no coal will be mined.

The applicant has committed to a similar approach to avoiding
the effects of subsidence for the perennial, streams and a gas
well within the mining plan area. The applicant has acknowledged
that springs may be lost in areas where overburden is less than
400 feet thick. A commitment is provided with respect to
perennial streams to leave coal pillars in.; place beneath the
streams within the angle of draw. OSM has reclassified the
streams within the permit area as intermittent, therefore, valley
Camp's commitment and monitoring plan must be adjusted (see TA
discussion under OMC 817.57, page 28). In accordance with
information collected through the applicant's subsidence
monitoring program, the angle of draw may be adjusted. This
approach was approved by MMS on May 23, 1980, in a letter to
Valley Camp (see correspondence section). The USFS lease (Utah
067498; January 1, 1962) covering the Belina Mines Complex
stipulates that: 1) underground mining operations shall be
conducted in such a manner so as to prevent surface subsidence
that would cause damage to surface structures (USFS Condition
11), and 2) surface structures lost or damaged as a result of
mining activities are to be replaced or restored (USFS Condition
15). The requirements of this permit are in agreement with the
applicant's commitments and will provide for the protection of
the gas pipeline in accordance with UMC 817~126 and 784.20. The
angle of draw may be reduced, as supported by the applicant's
monitoring plan. If subsidence affects the pipeline, the
applicant must replace or restore the structure in accordance
with the USFS lease condition (see USFS letter to OSM, March 7,
1984). The information provided is considered adequate and the
PAP is in compliance with UMC 817.126 and 78,4.20.

XXVII ~ SPECIAL CATEGORIES OF MINING OTHER THAN ALLUVIAL VALLEY
FLOORS AND PRIME FARMLAND
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Not applicable.

XXVIII - MISCELLANEOUS COMPLIANCE

Regrading or Stabilizing Rills and Gullies - UNe 817.106

The applicant has committed to regrading and stabilizing
rills and gUllies (Volume V). The applicant would accomplish this
operation after the rills or gUllies have been filled and graded.
These areas would then be reseeded, interseeded, and replanted,
and appropriate measures taken to avoid additional erosion. The
PAP has complied with the requirements of OMC 817.106.

Contemporaneous Reclamation - OMC 817.100

The applicant has provided sufficient documentation that
reclamation efforts would be carried out contemporaneously
throughout the mining operations. This specifically includes
backfilling, grading, topsoil handling, and revegetation (Volume
III, page 23). The PAP demonstrates compliance with,OMC 817.100.

Signs and Markers - OMC 817.11

Valley Camp states in its PAP (Volume VI, Section 784.11,
page 5) that the required signs and markers would be posted.
Drawings are included illustrating specifications of these signs
and markers (Volume VI, Section 784.11, DraWings AS-0064 and AS­
0065). The applicant has complied with this section.

Compliance with Clean Air and Clean water Acts - PMC 784.13(b) (9)

The applicant's two requests for approval for development
and an amendment for increased production were approved by the
Otah Department of Health in letters dated 23 May 1975, 7 May
1980, and 17 August 1981, respectively, with 14 conditions
attached. The stipulated approvals are sufficient for the State
of Utah and OSH (conversation with Floyd Johnson, OSH, 29
September 1983) to find the applicant in compliance with the
Clear Air Act. The Otah Department of Health determined that no
PSD permit would be reqUired (17 August 1981 letter from Utah
Department of Health to Valley Camp, Inc.). The applicant has
not exceeded the tonnage limit of 2.25 million tons of coal per
year set in the approval letter. The 5-year plan projects an
increase in production to 1.93 million tons per year.

The applicant holds an NPDES permit (No. UT0022985) from EPA
Region VIII which allows discharge to Mud and Whiskey Creeks.
Violations issued in the past historically exceed TSS limits.
There are no current outstanding violations due to the
applicant's redesign and construction of the mine water
filtration pond. No fines have been levied against the company.
According to Rob Walleen (EPA Region VIII, 6 October 1983), the
applicant is in compliance with the Clean Water Act since no
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dredge and fill permits are required from the Corps of Engineers
and the applicant currently holds the proper NPDES permits. The
applicant is in compliance with the Clean Air and Clean Water
Acts.

Public Notices of Filing of Permit Applications - UMC 786.11

The applicant has placed an advertisement in the Price Sun­
Advocate (addenda received by OSM 14 October 1983) which complies
with the requirements of this section.

XXIX OPERATIONS ON LANDS SUBJECT TO LIMITATIONS OR
PROHIBITIONS - OMC 762.11 AND 786.19(d) (2)

The proposed permit area is not within an area designated or
under study for designation as unsuitable for mining. The
applicant's statement required by OMC 782.16 is located in Volume
I, page 24 of the PAP. The proposed operation is in compliance
with the requirements of this section.
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APPENDIX .. A"

CUMULATIVE HYDROLOGIC IMPACT ASSESSMENT SUMMARY
MUD CREEK BASIN

INTRODUCTION

This is an assessment of the probable cumulative hydrologic impacts of
all anticipated mining in the Mud Creek Drainage Basin with respect to
Valley Camp's Belina mine.

The lease area of the Belina Mine Complex is located within two major
drainage basins: the Price River and Huntington Creek drainage in the
northern Wasatch Plateau. On the Huntington Creek side of the divide,
the hydrology is related to runoff from undisturbed surface lands only
and is, therefore, not considered as part of the cumulative impact area
since there are no anticipated effects to this basin as a result of
mining.

On the east side of the drainage divide, Mud Creek (previously known as
Clear Creek and Pleasant Valley Creek) drains into the Scofield Reservoir
which in turn releases water into the Price River. The portals to the
Belina mine are located along an intermittent stream in Whiskey Gulch, a
tributary to Eccles Creek. Eccles Creek, a perennial stream, drains into
Mud Creek. Also draining into Mud Creek in the vicinity of the Belina

•

Mine complex. are Boardinghouse Canyon and Slaughterhouse Canyon, both
perennial streams. Other tributaries to Mud Creek above Scofield
Reservoir are Long, Finn, Broads, Green, Winter Quarters, and Woods
Canyon Creeks.

GEOLOGY

The lowermost strata of importance in the area is the Masuk Shale member
of the Mancos Shale formation. Above the Masuk are the Star Point
Sandstone, the Blackhawk Formation, and the Price River Formation
including the basal Castlegate Sandstone member.

The Masuk Shale grades upward into, and interfingers with, the Star Point
Sandstone. The hydrologic characteristics .of the Masuk are very poor:
and the Masuk is considered as a lower confining bed for the Star Point,
characterized by low vertical and horizontal permeabilities even when
associated with faulting.

The Star Point Sandstone generally consists of the predominant sandstone
tongues with interbedded shales and siltstones in between. The Star
Point is about 600 feet thick in this area and interfingers with the
Blackhawk formation above. The Star Point Sandstone tongues are
generally massive and medium grained and are occasionally broken by shale
lenses of low permeabilty. These massive sandstones have generally poor
hydraulic characteristics, but the water-bearing characteristics of the

•

ore massive units are greatly enhanced by the localized faulting and
. econdary fracturing and jointing that has occurred. Springs and seeps

n the Star Point area are common. Fractured and faulted zones in the
\ Star Point are characterized by relatively large discharge rates and low

seasonal variability inflow rates.



The Blackhawk Formation is about 1500' thick in the area and consists of
fluvial channel sandstones and intercalated shale, siltstone, and coal.

~~.he channel sands are more dominant in the upper half of the Blackhawk
han in the lower half. The channel sandstones are generally local in

extent in that they are relatively narrow across but are long lengthwise,
meandering as fluvial deltaic streams will. The discontinuous nature of
these channel sandstones makes ground-water movement through the
Blackhawk formation somewhat irregular, resulting in perched aquifers
within the channel sandstones.

About 300 feet of the Castlegate Sandstone member of the Price River
Formation overlies the Blackhawk Formation. The Castlegate is a
cliff-forming, coarse-grained, fluvial, sandstone-and-pebble conglomerate
that is considered to be good aquifer material. Springs and seeps are
common in the gradational contact of the Castlegate and Blackhawk.

Several major en echelon (step-like) faults trending northeast-southwest
and a dike up to 230' thick trending east-west at Boardinghouse Canyon
extend through the Mud· Creek drainage. The major faults in the area are
(from east to west) the Pleasant Valley, the O'Connor, the Connelville,
and the Valentine faults. These faults are generally scissors faults
with varying amounts of displacement (ranging from only a few feet to
over a thousand feet) at the northern and southern ends of the faults.
They are generally high-angle, normal faults, down-dropped on the west.

Available information indicates that faulted zones in the Blackhawk

_
' ormation have not significantly increased the hydraulic properties

,_ ,'. cept where sandstone strata are connected across the faulting, whereas
: aulted zones within the Star Point do have greatly improved hydraulic
'" properties. The lamprophyre dike is believed to be a low permeability

ground-water flow barrier.

Ground-water movement down and through the Blackhawk to recharge the Star
Point is enhanced by faults and fault zones. It should be noted that
lateral ground-water movement and discharge from its faulted zones in the
Blackhawk to streams is negligible. Ground-water movement in the Star
Point moves preferentially along fractured zones in the sandstone tongues
and is discharged where these fractured sandstones are exposed along the
valley margins. Discharge from fractured Star Point occurs at a
relatively high rate, with little seasonal fluctuation. As a result, the
Star Point is the main source of baseflow in the Mud Creek and Eccles
Creek drainages.

DELINEATION OF CUMULATIVE IMPACT AREA

Different areas have been delineated for the ground-water and
surface-water cumulative impact areas (CIArs). The ground-water CIA was
delineated on the basis of the hydrogeology of the area. The eastern
boundary of the CIA is the Pleasant Valley Fault zone, a major ground­
water system' in itself which will buffer ground-water effects from the
Belina mines from occurring east of the fault. The northern and-.
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southern boundaries were placed on arbitrary topographic boundaries, and
the western boundary was placed on the Huntington Creek-Mud Creek

1<....•..ainage divide. For the surface-wa.ter CIA, dra.inage that does not
" ntribute to the Mud Creek was assumed to be outside the limits of the
'-'CIA. Drainage from the Belina lease area in the Huntington Creek basin

is from undisturbed surface lands only. The only possible impact to this
area is from possible subsidence, which, in the undisturbed area, is
determined to be unlikely; therefore, this area was excluded from the
Belina CIA.

ANTICIPATED MINING

Three mines are currently operating in the CIA. These mines are the
Skyline No's 1, 2, and 3; the Blazon No.1 (temporarily closed); and
Belina No's 1 and 2. Proposed mining includes the Scofield mine and the
Kinney No. 2 mine. The assessment considered that all five mines would be
operating for approximately forty years.

HYDROLOGY

General

Surface water is a calcium bicarbonate type and is generally of good
quality. Baseline total dissolved solids (TDS) has ranged from 171 to
391 mg/l with a mean of 315 mg/L Ground water is also of a calcium
bicarbonate type and is also of good quality. Values for ground water
~e generally between 300 and 600 mgl1 TDS.

(--.d Creek prOVides about 16 percent of the annual flow into Scofield
. Reservoir, estimated to be 8,844 acre-feet per year with an average flow

rate of 2 to 4 cfs. Estimated ground-water flow into Scofield Reservoir
from the Mud Creek basin is about 15 acre-feet per year (.02 cfs average).

Surface Water Impacts

Four scenarios were used in the computer model to evalutepotential
cumulative effects from all anticipated mining in the CIA, using variable
mine discharge rates and either a high or low value for the water quality
parameters.

Quantity: Increases in streamflow were predicted for all four
scenarios. The predicted streamflows into Scofield Reservoir are almost
double the present 2-4 cfs average flow. The largest increases were
predicted for baseflow conditions August through March.

Quality: Increases were predicted for all dissolved and suspended
sediments. Quality will be discussed here with respect to total
dissolved and suspended solids (TDS and TSS). Predicted increases in TDS
load for the four scenarios ranged from 210 to 720 tons per year using
scenario baseline values of 393 to 526 mg/l. This compares with a
current mean TDS load of 3000 tons/year (7 to 24 percent increases).

has set a primary drinking water criteria for TDS at 2000 mg/l.
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The amount of total suspended solids has occurred in two extreme
conditions as a result of variations in flow: 1.5 tons/acre/year in a
low streamflow year to 20 tons/acre/Year in a high streamflow year,
making prediction of TSS increases as a result of mining operations
difficult. Over the life of the mines (40 years), an additional 4120 to
33,000 tons is expected to be deposited in Scofield Reservoir. This will
only reduce the storage capacity of Scofield by a maximum of 0.2 percent.

Since no water quality criteria are expected to be exceeded and since
reduction of storage capacity at Scofield Reservoir is basically
insignificant, water quality impacts are considered minimal.

Ground-Water Impacts

Ground-water quality was determined to not be affected from the mining
operations. The impact of this intercepted ground water on the flow and
quality of Mud Creek has been evaluated in the surface-water analysis.

The amount of ground water that will be intercepted in the mines cannot
be quantified with the available information; however, mine discharges
can be reasonably predicted using ground-water inflow data from other
mines in the area. At a maximum, mine inflow will be on the orde~ of 224
gpm.

Ground-water baseflow to Eccles Creek is believed to be primarily from
the O'Connor fault zone which crosses the permit area. The baseflow from
the O'Connor fault to Eccles Creek is on the order of 200 gpm. If ground
water in the vicinity of the O'Connor fault is intercepted within the
mine, then this would also intercept the baseflow to Eccles Creek. The
applicant has committed to maintain water in the mine in the vicinity of
the O'Connor fault in order to preserve the baseflow to Eccles Creek from
this source; therefore, this impact is considered minor.

Within the areas of potential subsidence, three springs with water rights
may be affected from subsidence. For these springs, the applicant has
committed to replacing the water supply for the water users that may be
affected; therefore, this impact is considered not significant.

Ground water intercepted in the mines may result in minimal reduction of
flow to the spring in lower Boardinghouse Canyon. The reduction in flow
to this spring is considered minimal and, consequently, this potential
impact is considered to be not significant (see TA chapter XII, UMe
784.14, 817.50, 817.52, and 817.55).

Two wells, one in the Connelville fault zone and the other in the
O'Connor fault zone, may experience declines in well yield as water is
intercepted from these fault zones in the mines. These wells are owned
by the mining companies and can be made deeper to improve yield, if
necessary. This impact is considered minimal.



The applicant holds water rights associated with mine tunnel discharges.
These discharges will likely experience some decrease in flow rate as a
result of dewatering the aquifer system; however, these water rights are
not currently being used, and the impact is considered not significant.

FINDING

It is concluded from the cumulative hydrologic impact assessment report
and the technical assessment that increases in total dissolved solids,
total suspended solids, calcium, magnesium and phosphate will occur;
however, these increases have been determined to not cause material
damage to the surrounding hydrologic balance. In addition, springs with
water rights (other than Valley Camp's) may have a diminution in flow;
increased streamflow from mine discharges will occur in Eccles Creek and
Mud Creek; and an unknown number of springs currently used by wildlife
may possibly decrease in flow. The applicant provided mitigating
measures to minimize impacts to the hydrologic balance where potential
impacts were considered important to local users or wildlife; therefore,
it is determined that the mining operation has been designed to prevent
material damage to the hydrologic balance outside the proposed mine plan
area for the life of the proposed mining operation.
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Appendix B

TECHNICAL ANALYSIS
BELINA MINES

VALLEY CAMP OF UTAH, INC.
Carbon and Emery Counties, Utah

CUltyral Resources

A. Description of Existing Envirorunent

A cultural resources inventory of mine portals,
transportation corridors and service areas has been prepared for
the Belina Mines permit area (including Belina #1, Belina .2 and
Utah #2) (Hauck 1980). Five historic sites have been recorded
within the permit area. Sites 270U/l and 270U/2, both cabin
foundations, will be directly affected by mining operations.
Both sites were determined ineligible for nomination to the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) by OSM and the Utah
state Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) in conjunction with
approval of the Skyline Mine (Attachment 1). Therefore, mining
operations will have No Effect on these sites.

Historic sites 42Cr388 (Utah No. 12 Mine), 42Cr389 (Green
Canyon Sawmill) ana 42Cr390 (Nicolitus ?tIine) are located outside
the direct impact areas but within the permit area. All three
sites have been recommended ineligible for nomination to the
NRHP, and OSM has received SHPO concurrence with the
recommendations (Attachment 2). There is no need to seek
Determinations from the Keeper of the National Register of
Historic Places or to consult with the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation, due to the SHPO's concurrence.

B. Description of Applicant's Proposal

OSM's apparent completeness review of the cultural
resources documentation submitted with the application, identified
nine deficiencies which required the submittal of additional
information. In SUbsequent submittals (November 16, 1983;
January 41 1984) the applicant satisfied all nine deficiencies.

The applicant will complete a 100% pedestrian inventory of
cultural resources of certain areas over the underground workings
as designated by OSMCOctober 14, 1983 Determination of Adequacy)
and will submit an acceptab1ecultural resources inventory report
prior to December 31, 1984 to the Division of Oil, Gas and
Mining; the Utah SHPO;the BLM; I>lanti-LaSal National Forest; and
CSM. The applicant will conduct adaitional inventory to assess
the effects of subsidence upon sensitive sites as may in the
future be deemed necessary by the above agencies, and will
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consult with the regulatory authority concerning the necessity of
impact mitigation and/or monitoring of sensitive sites. If
mitigation measures are deemed necessary, the applicant will
consult with the regulatory authority concerning the development'
of an acceptable mitigation plan.

The proposed measures, in conjunction with the stipulation
concerning emergency discoveries of cultural sites during mining
(Section F) and the cultural/paleontological resource
stipulations to the Federal coal leases (Attachment 3) are
s-ufficient to allow OS!-1 to seek SHPO concurrence with a
Determination of No Effect/No Adverse Effect.

c. Evaluation of Compliance

Applicant's Com~liance

Adherance to the measures proposed ih the application and
acceptance and implementation of the proposed Stipulation
(Section F) will indicate the applicant is in compliance with all
applicable regulations and legislation.

OSM Compliance

OSM has received concurrence from the Utah SHPO concerning
the recommendea ineligibility of sites 42Cr388, 389 and 390 and a
determination that permit approval will have No Effect/No Adverse
Effect upon significant cultural sites (Attachment 2). OSM has
also received concurrence from the Forest Service on March 12,
1984 (See correspondence section).

D. Revision to Applicant's Proposal

Upon plan approval, the applicant shall satisfy the
stipulations identified in Section F and Attachment 3.

E. Reevaluation of Compliance

The Utah SHPO has concurred with OSM's recommendation
concerning site eligibility and the effect of the undertaking;
therefore, OSM does not need to consult with the Keeper of the
National Register of Historic Places and/or the Advisory Council
oh Historic Preservation. Additional consultations with the SHPO
and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation may be
necessary if mitigation measures must be implemented to avoid
adverse effects resulting from subsidence.

F. Stipulation

1. If any previously unidentified cultural resources should be
discovered during mining operations, the operator shall ensure
that the site is not disturbed and shall notify the regulatory
authority. The operator shall ensure that the resource(s) is/are
properly evaluated in terms of the National Register of Historic

-2-



-.

•

Places eligibility criteria (36 CFR 60.6). should a resource be
determined eligible for listing on the NRHP, the operator shall
consult with and, obtain the approval of the regulatory authority
concerning the development and implementation of mitigation
measures as appropriate.

G. Summary of Compliance

The applicant will be in compliance if the stipulation in
Section F and the measures proposed in the application are
adhered to. The SHPO and USFS concurrences have been received and
OSM will ensure that the stipulation is followed; therefore, OSM
is found to be in compliance with the National Historic
Preservation Act.

H. Proposed Departmental Action

The Secretary can approve the application with the proposed
stipulation in accordance with the SHPO concurrence with
recommendations concerning site eligibility and project effect,
and USFS concurrence concerning completeness and adequacy of the
application.

I. Residual Impacts of Proposed Departmental Action

At least two historic sites, which are currently considered
ineligible for nomination to the NRHP will be directly impacted
and an unknown number of sites will be indirectly affected by the
proposed undertaking. Cultural resources that are considered
insignificant today may contain information that would be
recognized as significant in the future. These sites could be
adversely affected, making future data recovery impossible.
Unknown cultural sites may also be affected through operator
activities, vandalism and unauthorized collection.

J. Alternatives to the Proposed Action

One alternative would be disapproval of the permit.
Another would be to require complete inventory of.the permit area
and avoidance of. all cultural sources during construction of
surface facilities. Disapproval of the permit is not appropriate
(See EA, Page 3). The applicant is required (Stipulation No.1)
to ensure that no disturbances occur to cultural reSOurce sites
discovered during mining operations until NRHPeligibility is
determined.

The preferred alternative is to approve and implement the
measures described in the application and in Section F. This
~llows the applicant to proceed and allows OSM to comply with all
applicable federal legislation and regulations •
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Unit.ed States Department of the Interior
OFFICE OF SURFACE M!NI~G

Re:la."nation and Enforcement
BROOKS TOWERS
1020 15TH S7RE:5.T

DENVER, COLORADO S0202
Or-rICE OF THE RZG10NAL DIRE.CTOR

113 JUN lsar

'Melvin'!. ·Sai:h
State lHstcrie ?:-eservai=ion Officer
U:ah State Historical Society
307Uesr 200 South, Suite 1000
Salt Lake City~ Utah 84101

Att~~ Jim nyk;an

Dear ,Sir:

1 ) 'The applicant vill sub=1t~ w"1thin60 days of acceFtance of depart;:ental
.. app'to'l121 of the, ~ine plan, additional 1nfon:at1cn to Os:! and the Utah SH?O ou

the Ab,andoned Eccles Canyon Mine. (This information 1s available frOQ Joe
Harvey o£?r1ce,Utah,andthe Utah StateI:)dustrial COJ;;.::lissio'C.)

2) t'heapplicaotshall ensure that a sample $u:"vey for cultural reSou=ces is
pe.r:for6ed i.n areas of the :ine plan that. r:.:ay be affect.ed by subsidence. This
sU;:'Ye)~ sbould conc~nt=ate on locating si :es that :::ay be especially sensitive
to'thee£fect.s of subsidence. These site types include, buta:-e not U::nited
to':Stancii~g··.:all st.:.-uctu:-es. both historic anG prehistoric.; rock a:.-t; and
::ock"shelters. A I:inicumof 10i. of the area that -::ay be iopacted by
su:bs~14e!lCe shall be surveyed. Areas that have pr~viously bee!'1 sur-Jeyed

.•.......e.,,'.x.}:..,... l....··.\Jd.·.....:::g d.ri.l.l.h.O.1e. 4.n~ correspo:'.lding acc. ess l".oad sun..•eys.) =:3.Y be.. used in' .
iifs:"lq... sur·.ey. This aoditionalsurvey ::ay be rando:.or:::ay concent:ate on

~__. a:-eas th2:. in the judg::en:: of a professional archaeologist.) \:ould beoore
l.. likely to con::ai:sensitive cultu::al resources. ~et:hods.us·ed to survey the

adcitior::zla::eas viII be justified in the survey :report. This sur.... ey ....ill
co:::ence vi:01:. 60 cays of acceptance of de?~rt;:e:'::::al api'roval of th~:::ine

.-.t.. - "
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i.• j''lan, and the :-epo:-t ~1ll be sub:n1tted to the OS~ and the SHPO ~"'ithin 12Crc;,ays
::.:. ' of approval. !'he report shall be iJt'itten using the standa=dsoutlinec 1:

OSM'sd:-aft ~?roposed Cuidance. to Applicants·. If ~.1lt:u:'al resources are
lo::.a.t.ed that: are eligible for nomination to the Nat:ional Registe.r of lH.$toric
Pla-ee$·(36crR60.6) and -.:hich -cay be adversely i!l1pacted bysubs1dence; a'plau
to.::itigatethese 1mpact.s shall be prepared and submitted tQ thl! regulatory
authority· for _approval. Impacts -"'ill be 1U.tigated prior to commencement of
subsidence-causing ac·tivities.

" -; d I -h 1 "d if1 d~J .1.... ur.ng ... e course of Qining operations, p:-evious y un1. ent ,e
cultural resources are discovered, the applicant shall ensure that the site is
noc 'c:U.,$turbed and shall notify the :-egulatory authority. The operator shall
ensur~. that t.he resource(s.)is properly evaluated in teres of the National
'Register of Historic: Places eligibility criteria (36C:1t60.6). Should a
resO;l1:rce be deterT:2ined eligible for listing" the opera tor shall consult ;:ith
and~'.~·obtain the appro,,-al of the regulatoryauthori ty and the Utah 5111'0
co~erning the development and implementation of aitigatiotl oneasures as
a'vp,rcpria t e.

4) All vehicular traffic., personnel movement, and construction be con£inedto.
tne loc.a~ions exa1'Uined for the mine plan by the cultural resources survey and
t;h1! access reads leading int-o these locations•....

. . _..r•. S>-'The cOl:!.pany Shall instr-uct ~heir personnel that' it: is a violation of
)., fi!*,e:t!aland state 1a..:s, to collect individual artifacts or to othervise disturb
. .- eu~t~~al resources. All personnel shall refrain fro= any such disturbance.

We,req,uElSt your concurrence in this Deremination of No Effect pursuant to
3~CtRa:OO.4., We ·.,ould appreciate your response at your earliest possible
¢Qn"e:~ance. If you have any questions, please contact Judy Shafer or Bill
KiJ,la.m at: (303) 837-5656. '

Sincerely,

At:aCMent

c:c:~eith ~elc:h
CoastalSt~tes Mining Company

Reed Christensen
Manti-LaSsl National Forest

J~= Seith
DOQi

•L
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.
Chairpe: son _
Environmental Coorcinating Committee
State ?lanning Office
118 State Capitol
~al t Lak e City, Utah 84114

R;:~ Sk:~{line Mine , Carbon Co.

Dear Chairperson:

s:::m .. "..t~SOH
c..."'Vf RNOA

Division of
State History
MA.. $tA'[ "l$fOAGlLSClC:l!T'l')

::-:;;'TtO~U1~ .. '
crrAAt'wi"I'O~ ~",u...f't·~
£C.>IOwC O£YE LGlI'.I'J('i

'utLYlNT~ItM.~~t;;'·:" ,'.

»7W£$f7NODnM
$oqT~c:rrr"i.n_"'01

lWI'Mc:H£ .'$XloU:'s

/-,.•..... .

J~.

In:'response to you: r eques t for rev iew and in accordance with
YQur responsibility as outlined in 36 CFR 800.4 we are happy to
consult with you concerning your project.

The s ta ff h as de termined, after rev ie,", tha t if the s ta ted
pr'oceoures, projects or· regulations are followed as outlined,
t~'et~'iwill be no k.nown effect upon any potential or listed
Na,ti.;pn~l Resister h"istoric, archeological ,or .,cultur"al sites.

I(you have any questions or concerns, ple~se'cont~~t jamesL~
0J'k1!'~'n, Ccrn?liance Administrator, or Hilson~. Martin,
Pr,eserva·ticn Oevelooment Coordinator, UtahS.tate Historical
S~fiety:,307 west 200 South, Salt Lake City,U,tah 84101,
S3,~;"60).7 •

Since:ely,

7!~v~
l-1elv in T. Smi th
Director and
State Historjc"Prese:~ationOfficer

.:1!..~: r e: C942 Carbon

'(3) Con2urwi~h !ln~ings/reco~~en~ations

. C'3~ Kei th 17. WeI eh, En vironmen t al Coordfna,tor', 411 i':est 7200
Sou,th Sui te 200, Midvale, Utah 84047

-6S-
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Division of
State History
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~:- =': ~= ...:,:::
I,

~" •.;...:=.-. _".:.,... ~~"- .. ~•
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R~'X.,L6 Wi 1son
Cbfi."Archeologist
0111,eof Surface Mining
Re.~lamati on and Enfo rcement
B'ro~ksTowe rs
1.1l2,Ol 5th Street
Oe":Y'e'r, Colorado 80202

R'E:'a:elina Mine, Carbon and Emery Counties,Utah

'rni~'Reply Refer To: Case No. F250

Dea~Mr. Wils~n:

•

lOt,t,r--letter of Februa ry6, 1984 ,has been reeeived for
,;.t:'O"',sjd"ritionby the UtahPreservat10n Office. After review of

"""",tbei'materialprovided concerning cultural resources at the mine
s;i.te.;"Qur office has the following cO.Glents for your
con-sf der:ltlon •. , ;,',". ,\,,' ..: ..

Quroffice<would concur with the deterafnationsof eligibility
f:~/r;csl~esc ,,42Cb388 and 42Cb389, and 42Cb390. Also, we would

:c:,o'nic,lIr1 Ita deter.; nat i on of no effect, cons i dering the
'C'omll:ittaent by, the company to do further surveys on areas over
u:ltd'erg round, wqrki ngs,; .

T'he';;abQ'Ie J ~provided on request as info rllat ion or ass is tanc•.
,W.,:make,no ~egulatory require_ent, sinc;e that responsibility
r~stswith ~he federal agenc;y official. However, if you have
q,ttesti ons or need additionalassi stance, please 1et us kno~.
Ctj,n~-act Jill, Dykman at 533-7039.

\, ' .

JL,D:jrc :;f 250/0 120V

S;;I'! ""$1';1'" 80aTd
-',,"1>ft,ja l... ~' ..~I~I.~lI"

M111~ C Aorams. C!'\a,~'jIIl< • -~S ~ A.e.arrl()e~ • ~••ltD A &.i~'" .. ..,; E(JOr'" :i..:'.".a~ • =, I~a~.'" ~, ... '.

• :'iJ~~.. ""aw • ': a_·o:s ....0""'$.7 • oN·ji~~ 0 Cwfe"s • _.. ~;oo z' ;:.aoa,......~a.i • 4,-3-C:'=''' 1"';
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.:. £. (1) :Sefo:-e under,:aking any ac':ivitiestha,: maycj"stu;:.b the
su:"face of the leased lands. the l.essee :r.av be :-e:Qui:-e'd 'to
c:cnduct a cultu:-alresour::e int.ensivefield.in.....en~Qry in.··.a
::anner specified by the Regional Director aridthe::·A~tho:-i..::e~
Officer of the $Urf;lCe managing agency onportj,aQS9f che.~·
mine plan area and adjacent areas. or explorac.iot:l plan area.
that :say be advers'ely affected bj· leas.-relaced' ac:tivi~ie$
and \ofhich were not previously inventot'iedat such a level~!

incensity. The inventory shall ·beconducted by a qua.+1fied.... .
professional cul tural resource specialist (i .e.. arc:.,haeologi.S:t ,;
historian, or historical architect. as appropria;e), approved.
by the Authorized Officer oftne surface managirtg a:$;e~cy and
a report of theinvent.ory and recommendacions fo~t>.r.:otecting:

any cultural resources identified shall be submitte-d to the .. '
Regional Director' (or thEf Dist.rict Mining' 'Supervisor-if---- _.­
activities are associated with coal explorationo~~sidean
approved mining permit area) and the. Authorized Offic.er of th~
surface managing agency. The Lessee shall undert~~e, ::easures;.•
in accordance \ofith instruct~ons froTl2 the Regio~alDirec:tor Co#,
the District Mining Supervisor if ac:t.1.vities area,s.soci:ate.d.·· .
Yith coal exploration out.side an approved mining per:llita.r~iL),
co protect cultural :-esourc:es on the leased land. The··t.;.ssee
shall not cotn.-nence the surface disturbing actiyities UfU::U
per:nission to proceed is given by the Regional'D~r:ect~i-or
the Discrict: Mining Supervisor as appropriace.

(2) The Lessee shall protect all cultural resource pro;ierties
\ofithin the lease area from le:1se-related activitie~viirtcil .the
c~ltural resource mitigation measures can be imple6ented as
part of an approved. mining and reclamation plan or exploration
:~ " .

p.1.a;1.

(3) . ,+'he cost of conducting the inventory. pr,paring': repo1:'ts,
and'ca.rrying out mitigation measures shailb~.borne 'bY the
Les~ee.

(4) If·cult'!Jral resources are discovered during opttia:t;:ons
utider: tbi~1"ease. t.he Lessee shall iamnedia tely.bri~g .:Ch(!U! to
t.he atte~'~;"on of the Regional Director (or the "I>1s;rict 'Mining
Supervisor~as appropriate), and the Authorized Offi'c'er, Surface
Mana:gatnent Agency. '!'he l.essee shall not disturb' such resources
except as may be subsequencly authorized by the Regional Director
(or the Dist~ic~ Mining Supervisor).

~ithin ~";;'o (2) ....orking 9a}'s ,of notificatio:a,t:he Re;gional Director
(or the Di~t:rict: HiningSupe.rvisor, asappropriate) ......il.l evaluate
or' have evaitial;ed any cultured resourcesd-1,scov ered . and ...·i1l
determine if'ahY:action. may be required to pro,tec.t. or preserve
such discove~ies. The cost of data recovery for cul'tural
resourc:es discovered during lease operations shall be borne by
the surface managing a~ency unless othe~..1ise specified by the
A1:1chorized O.fficer. Surface' Han<1gemcncAgency.

~""
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(5) All cultural :-esour::es shall. re~ain under,t.1')~ju_:'i.sC:i=tio~

of the UnitedS:ates until o...-nership is. det-e:-:ninec under
appli-cable la...:.

g. 'Before undec~aking any .act:iV'it:,ies ,that: -maydist:urb "thesurf'ace
or the 1,eased lan'ds, the LesseeshalJ,.. conta.ct tone It'eg£t1na':4
Director and Authorized Officer oftheSurt"ace~n;$gem.n~

Agency to de-termine whether the Less~evi:ll be required_ .tm
conduct a paleontological appraisal of .themine-Plan and
adjacent-a=eas, or exploration plan areas, that ,may be
aciversely affected by lea.se-rela red ac::.ivities.. If the
Regional Director and Authorized Officer, Surfac:e--Management
Agency, determines that one is necess.ary, the pa.L.oncologfcal,
appra·isal shall be conduc:ted by a qualified paleon'tol,ogist
approved by the Authorized Officer of_~he surface managentent
agency, using the published litera-ture and" where approp.riate',
field appraisals for determining the pos5:i1:»le ·existence of
larger and more c:onspicuous fossi'lg ofsc:ienti'fic: :significanc,e.
A report of the appraisal and recot:Dendatio,%1s .for protec:ting
any larger and more c:onspicuous .£0,s5ils of signific:.atu.sc1:enti'fi:e;
interest on the leased lands so ide.ntifiedsha,llbe su~¢i;1::ted to
an¢ approved by the Regional Director and theAuth9ri%ltdo.~fi(:e.t.

,?urfac:e Management: Agency. ~hen nec:essary to P-t'otect'and'eo~l:e~t

;he +~rger and more c:onspic:uous. foss1l$ of' sig1'lificant sA:.ient1fic
interest on the leased lands. the-Lessee.·shall·vndertakeche.

.:. measures provided in the approval of the rl2in~1 and reclamati~n
pla.n or exploracion' plan~-' - - - .

(J.) The Lessee shall noe kno,"Yingly disturb .• alter. descroy, oit:
take any larger and more conspicuous fossi.lsof sigriiric:ant
sc:i~ntific interest, and shall procect all such fossils in°

. cOt,lfortlanc;e vith che measures included. in. the approv-al of the
mini·ng and reclamation plan or explorati,on :plan.
.. .
(2) ''I"h. J.;i!!ssee shall immediately bring any. such fossi"ls tha::
r!light' b~ ~ltered or destroyed by his operat101'\ to the actention
'of';pe' Re&j.onal Director or the District Mining Supervisor, as
,apprcpriac.. Operations may continue as long a',s'the fossil:, .
'speci;~en or spec;m~ns you14 not be seriously damaged or destroyed
'by the activity. The Regional Director or t:he' D~stric:: Min.ing
Supe~viso+.as appropriate, shall;' evaluate or hav'a evaluated
suchdiscgvt!ries brought to his a.ttention and ,"Io:'idi.infive .(S)
wor'king days. shall notify che Le~see what action shall be taken
Yich respect: to s\;,e:.h discoveries.

'. '

(:3) Al~ such fO!'$ils of signific.nt scien'cific;int:erest shall
remain under the j~risdic;;:ion of the Unite.d .Sl:~t:es until owner­
ship is det.eI"lline<;J undel' a!5pliciible lav. CO'pies of all paleon­
tP+.6gic~t reso4rc:~ data generated as a result of the lease: ter::1
re.qu,i.rements "--ill be prOVided to the Regional Di~ec~or or the
District }fining Su~'ervisor. a$ ~?propriate.

-,
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borne by the United States.

(5) '!bese c.ondit'i"OtlS .apply to all such fossils' of. significant
scie:: tific i."'1t ere~Fdiscovered::,~i::hiri.~',;.~e lease at'e~\ol'h.th~:: "
discover'ed in the avo,arburden 9 inl:er,burden.or eo,alseatll: 'or,,:
seams. Fossils 0'£ significant:' sciettttiieinteres:tdo- not,
include those fossils 'co1'lU'llonly encotin'te!:'edduring' unde~~round
mining operations. such as ferns and dino$aurtr~lcks~ S;teT~;tal
remains shall be, consider:ed significant.

_.• _---.; --~~

'.

-'------ -- - _..........---- ----------
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u.s. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
OFF1C~ OF SURFACE MIm:NG

" RECLAlfATIQN AND ENFOI.Cm(£NT
" NOT~C! OF A DECISION AND AVAILABII..ITY

OF>'B0'1'H4 ·T.EQD!~CAL ANALYSIS AND AN
·ENVIRONMENT4J,." ASSESSMENT FOR

V4LUYCAla·OF UTAH, INC•.
~"PROGlUM.PElUttT

.IELDlA'MINES COMPLEX'
CAUON~ ANi)'.RY COUNTIES, UTAH

Th~::Unitecl States])epartment, of the Interior, Office 0;.. Surfae.e Min~p.g"
aeC:1.~~;1on and E1JforceDlent (OSH), has approved, wi th conditicms, a ..
fiv."Y~f1rp_r1U,t for Valley Camp of Utah,tnc. to mine coal at'ft$.'~Belina'
Mines.~,:CQQ,.pl~.~, .

. ' .,:! ...... ' .

Th""B.l;in,. Miues Complexundar.ground coal mirieis located in Carbon and,
~tt:':C~qri~1es..,; Utab, about three miles southwEl'st of Scofield, Utah, and'

. tw~n,ymiies tlprthwest of Prit;e, Utah. The mine has been:1;n ope;t"atio1'l' '.:--.,,;
sin~•. 1976. The proposedS1(QA permit area will cover appro~mately..
2,83,i':a¢~res~~ The. ,mining plan approval, w~ch excludes county and fe'e: .;
co.~~tH.ll·cQ"le~allproJd: ..teJi1 1,318 acre·a~ Mine production is at a rate
'of~97 UJ1.1,l;iQutotiiJ·of,c:qal over five years, ,.increasing to a maximum.
prodU~1:;i91!7/·ofl. ~3 m1lJ,ion tons a year begimdng in 1988 •

. ".' " ",'. . .

AnI;pe;sonW'1t'h;,an. interest which is or may beadversely.a.ff.ect:ed by· this·
'ed:et~lpeniit~"l1p:provalaction may request an acljudicatoryliearing,on ·t~:,
flJi.l,'4ec.islci!ir.w1t'lrl.n thirty (30) days after publicat;1on of. this .not;1ce, .;
in·atcordaneeE:W1t:1\,.Sect'ion 514(c)of the Surfac~ MitU,.1,1g Control arid
'Re¢,l~,t1.0n~A~t,(SMClA). Any hearing will be goverhedby provfsions of
5ij".s;.c~s.2t1oil:;;S54. A petition forr.eview of the OSM decision should
b·;;"'··bmf~~ ." d"" :.. ..: .. '., .. . .e, au. ' .... ;~e .:,to., -,'

Hea~-ng& '; D1vision..
Off£9.::~£,:;~itf.i~~·a~ Appeals
U..S.;, <Depa;'tiil~~:Qt~*=he Interior
49.1~,.,:Wi.lso~.':~~v~rd
~.u.t.on;··Vi#gj,~~'.... 22203

. ::',.: " "," ',,' ',:': '. ", .,........ ,,~~

purs~t1t to 40 C.F.;~. Se4tf~ns)50:J;..4(c) and 1506.6, notic,e,.;l;s hereby
gi.ven,that OS~(has'c:om.p.lefed a tec}mi(:al analysis (TA) fort-he 1111ning .and
rec+amation plan (1111ning. pl~n) for the' Belina .. Mines Comple;lt,Carboo.a-nd
EIIl~:ry'Counties, t11;-aI:l.. "OSMha1l al.soprepaX'ed an environmental assessment
(!AS. OSM' s re,(lo_ep;da.l:io:q,,~tq; ~.:pprove the VaUey Camp ,of Utab:, Inc. ;
min1Iii.;plan and .. the "pe~~,:·a,PPlic.at1o~,witheonditions ,,1s,in accQ.r:dan<;:e
with'·s.ctions 510 and 5Z3.~or SMCRA,~' OSH's analysis 1s ths>t:· no .....:
Sign1J:i..e~n.ten"'ironment~..~~pa,cts '~'Wculd result from such. ~pproval. F~r
infon!uitlonor clarifics,.tfon con-c:eningthe approval of the, Belin.a.Mines
compi~';pleasecontaetSarah Bra~som or Walter S"ain at '(303) 837-380Q,
Office"qfSur.face Mining, Denver, Colorado •
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Both the .TA. and·:t.h~·EA are available for public .reviewit.tthe.fol1~wj.lig:
locations:· ' .

. '. 6ffice.df·>SUtf:~ce·-;M~1ns\ItiJQ-l"'t~n·a11d.itd:dreement
'.We$tern Teehni'ca1; Center·. " '" " " ", .

,·102Q>;:L5t~St.· ".' ,
·>J)EtIlJll6r;'t,· •qolorado' ,,,8.0'202 .

.·A<?f~~ee·~f ,.$ur~~e·.'Hinittg···a.c,1aJaation ..aIlcl:Enforc~E!nt·
. ;.21.~,9.Pt-ral~e:1l~tN:~·W.. .
.;.A1P*4~r:q~e't-,'!hH•." . 87102 . '.

.,Utab;'l)ivi.~\1ti··of01:l..;..Gas.,:8.ltd::M1n:tJlg,· .' .
·~!'4·241~,$t~te;o.tf1ceBU$ld1.ng·;· . .
':Sa:ltt:'l-ake,C1tTit Utah 84114


