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March 17, 198¢

TO: Technical File
FROM: James S. Leatherwood, Reclamation Soils Specialist

RE: NOV Review N85-2-12-1, Item No. 4, Sedjment Pond Soil
Substitute Soil Determination, Belina jC&nplex, Valley
Camp of Utah, ACT/007/001, Folder No.f3 gnd 7,
Carbon County, Utah 4

SUMMARY

The applicant has submitted sufficient data for the
determination of the sediment pond soil as a potential
substitute topsoil. The Division has determined that this
material is a suitable substitute topsoil material. This
decision is based on Bookcliff laboratories data, submitted
March 4, 1986.

BODY

The following parameters were equated to the Division
suitability limits for rating topsoil substitutes:

PARAMETER DATA DIVISION RATING*
pH 7.9 Fair
7.8 Good
Texture S Good
SL . Good
Electircal Conductivity 0.95 - Good
2.38 Good
Sodium Adsorption Ratio 0.81 Good
4.85 Good
Saturation Percentage 3.7 Good
3.6 Good
Alkalinity 8.2 Good
2.8 Good

The sediment pond soil material overall rating has
been determined good.

*Table 2, DOGM Guidelines for Management of Topsoil and
Overburden.

jvb
cc: W. Hedberg

D. Wham
0437R-17
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Type of Proposal: _ X COAL

Exploration

X _NOV/CO Abatement, NOV # fMB5-2-12=(, Abatement Deadline

___MRP Revision
" MRP Amendment

Revised:

_ NONCOAL

4 MRP REVISION/NOV TRACKING FORM
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Bond Revised
Amount ($)

Cond'l. Approval
Stipulations Due
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Final Approval
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(e Py Soha e S ol

19ty Lo (e /70085

Y of Ho/ -

NOTE (INSPECTORS):

Please attach a copy of the NOV 1lssued to the abatement

plan when received from the operator.

NGTE (REVIEWERS):

7566R

appropriate regulation or statute.

the minimum requirement necessary to demonstrate compliance.
the # of hours spent in review by discipline.
to the Spec1al Permits Supervisor when complete.

Please prepare review comments in a format referencing the
State the deficiency as well as

Fill in
Return completed form






