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Octaober 6, 1985

Mr. Walter Wright
President

Valley Camp of Utah, Inc.
Scofield Route

Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Mr. Wright:

Re: Mid Permit Term Review, Belina Complex, ACT/007/001,
Folder No. 2, Carbon County, Utanh

The Belina Complex was granted a five-year permanent program
mining permit from the state of Utah on August 24, 1584. In accord
with regulation UMC 788.11 a Mid Permit Term Review (MPTR) is now
due., Attached is a flow chart outlining the steps and timeframes for
the MPTR process.

To initiate the MPTR, the Division requests that Valley Camp
provide the following information, as addendums or replacement pages
to the origimal Mining and Reclamation Plan (MRP), to make tne MRP
current and complete:

1. All legal, fimancial and compliance information should he
updated as necessary, including upgrading the bond estimate
to match current surface disturbance in 1987 dollars, and
ensuring that the Certificate of Insurance is current.

2. The surface facilities map must be updated to show the new
mine water discharge line, the french drain system in the
road, the sedqiment controls installed at the pad at the
junction of the haul road and the main Eccles Canyon road,
and all other changes as appropriate.

3. Updatea maps and cross-sections should be provided for the
sediment pond, other diversion structures, the topsoil
stockpile, and other structures as necessary.

4. The text must be updated to reflect all changes including
those illustrated on the updated maps and cross-sections,
Surface and groundwater monitoring plans must be updated to
comply with the Division's guidelines, including the
schedule for monitoring and inspection of sediment ponds.
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5. Plans for all permit conditions which have been approved
must be incorporated into the MRP. This includes conditions
2, 4, 7 (except for part 4) and 8. Specific plans for
meeting conditions 1, 3, 7 (part 4) and 9 must De submitted
for approval and subsequent inclusion in the MRP,

In order for the Division to have sufficient time to review thase
changes, this material will need to be submitted by December 15,
1986. The Division will be contacting you soon to arrange for the
onsite tecnnical inspection(s). If you wish to meet to discuss the
contents of this letter or the general requirements for the MPTR
process, please caontact myself or Susan Linner as soon as possible.

Sincerelty,
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L. P. Braxton

Administrator

Mineral Resource Development
and Reclamation Program
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Is MRP updated and
consolidated iInto o
complete, coherent
document?

Does MRP comply
with current DOM
policy & reaulations?

Is MRP technically
up to date?

Has an onsite
technical inspection
been performed?

Is the applicant in
compliance with respect
to legsl, financial
reauirements including
fines, fees, forfeitures
and bonding up dated?

Have OSM concerns
been addressed?

Operator responds
to DOrM'e
deficiercy document

T

DOGM makes written
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and the operation
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mid-term review
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