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1~~RTMENT OF NATIJRAL RESOURCES
Norman H. Bangerter .', DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

GOVf>rnor -
Dee C, Hansen ; 355 West North Temple

EXffu'ive Direl',or : 3 Tnad Center. Suite 350

Dianne R Nielson, Ph,D. ~ Salt Lake City. Utah 84180-1203

Division Directnr ~ 801-538-5340

July 25, 1989

TO:

FROM:

RE:

Susan Linner, Permit Supervisor

Lynn Kunzler, Reclamation Biologist ~--~~
Review of Permit Renewgl Ap-£,1ication, Valley Camp of Utap->_
Belina Mine Complex, ACT/007/001, Folder #2, Carbon County,
Utah.

Summary:

The above referenced submittal received on June 30, 1989 (in
the Price Field Office, DOGM) has been reviewed for completeness and
adequacy for vegetation information, revegetation plans, fish and
wildlife information and plans and land use information and plans.
The submittal is not complete or adequate and cannot be approved at
this time.

Analysis:

UMC 783.19 VegetatiOll-Jnformation - LK
(R614-301-321.200)

The submittal only includes vegetation data that was submitted
with the original MRP, which at that time was determined to be
inadequate. Several supplementary studies were conducted on the
Valley Camp properties to address data gaps of the original study.
Reports from these studies must be incorporated in the text of the
MRP in order to correctly identify and describe vegetation
communities which exist in the permit area and properly characterize
the vegetation of the reference areas that will be used for
determining revegetation success.

During the original permit review, reclamation feasibility
using the proposed revegetation plan was questioned. As a result,
the original permit contained conditions 5 and 6 to provide
information necessary to resolve the revegetation concerns. Valley
Camp has implemented testp10ts and conducted further vegetation
monitoring to address these conditions which need to be described and
documented in the renewal application.

The application does not contain any vegetation maps which
must be provided before this section can be considered complete.
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UMC 783.20 Fish and Wildlife Information - LK
(R614-30l-322)

Page 67 of the submittal contains incorrect information
regarding bald eagles. In recent years, bald eagle nesting has been
documented in Utah.

The permit application should include a copy of the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service's report (dated November 10, 1982) which
documents the adequacy of raptor protection technology implemented on
power lines.

UMC 783.22 Land Use Information - LK
(R6l4-30l-4ll)

The application refers to a land use map which is not
included. Please submit. Premine land use information eludes to an
industrial use of mining. However, page 3 (under R6l4-30l-4ll)
indicates that there was no previous mining at the Belina site.
While County Zoning may include industrial land uses for the area,
actual premining land use of the area would be recreation, grazing,
forestry, and wildlife habitat. This needs to be made clear in the
land use section.

With regards to previous mining activity, the application does
not include the requisite narrative required under UMC 783.22(b) for
the Valcam Loadout Facility or the Belina site (mining activity, as
per statements on page 2, commenced at the Belina site in 1976).

UMC 784.13 Recla~ation Plan: General Requirements - LK
(R614-30l-341)

(b)(5)(i) The application does not include a schedule of
revegetation which documents that seeding/planting will occur during
the normal period for favorable planting (see UMC 817.113).
Normally, this would be late fall for seeding (after October 1) and
early spring for planting (prior to May 15).

(b)(5)(ii) Linum lewisii (blue flax) is a forb, not a grass
as listed on the seed mixes for the Valcam Loadout Facility Area and
for the South-West Facing Aspects.

Page 74 refers to a seeding plan to establish conifers.
Seeding rates are not identified for this plan. However, the tree
species identified on the seed mixes (pages 72 & 73) for hand
planting are expected to provide adequate stocking of trees.
Therefore, this portion of the application should be eliminated.
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UMC 784.13(bO(5)(ii) (continued)

On page 75, it indicates that RiJL~~ montiggQ~ID (gooseberry
current), Sg.mb_~J;us. J'ac_elIt9J~a (red elderberry) and Ce_LCOC-..9._rpo:;l DlOnj::_g.IlUS
(birchleaf mountain mahogony) may be added to the seed mix for the
Valcam Loadout Facility (see page 71). If Valley Camp intends to use
these species, they should be added to the seed mix (page 71) and the
rate of seeding for each species identified.

(b)(5)(iii) Page 73 describes hydroseeding and mulching as
combining the seed tack wood-fiber mulch and fertilizer in a
hydroseeder. This methodology is not acceptable. Seed mixed with
mulch does not make the proper soil contact for good establishment
and seed mixed with fertilizer (even for a very short time) loses
much of vitality. For best results, seed, fertilizer and mulch
should be applied in separate applications.

Phase No. 3 planting section states that the planting of
seedlings will be done within 2 years of seeding. Planting should be
done during the early spring following the seeding of the area for
optimum success. Much of this section goes into great detail
regarding the care and handling of seedlings. Suffice it to say that
the only information the division needs regarding plantings is the
method (i.e. hand planting vs. mechanical) in which they will be
planted. Most of this section could be eliminated. Also, there is
references in the planting procedures to wildlife enhancement
structures and plantings. Please refer to comments under UMC 784.15
regarding these items.

(b)(5)(iv) While the application identifies wood-fiber
hydromulch to be used on the site, it does not indicate that all
seeded areas will be mulched nor does it provide the rate (tons/acre)
of mulch to be applied. A minimum of 2000 pounds per acre should be
used with steep slopes having as much a 3000 pounds per acre.

(b)(5)(v) The application does not discuss whether irrigation
will be used or what disease and pest control measures may be
needed. If these are used, the applicant will need to provide
detailed plans in the MRP.

(b)(5)(vi) The MRP needs to contain a detailed monitoring
plan which identifies what parameters will be monitored, the
frequency of monitoring, and the success standard for ultimate bond
release. Sampling methodology must be in concert with current
Division guidelines (methodologies used in the original establishment
of the reference areas are not acceptable). The extended liability
period (5 or 10 years) should also be identified.
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UMC 784.l~__~~c~amation Plan: Postmining Land Use - LK
(R6l4-30l-4l2)

The land use section seems to indicate that the proposed
postmining land use will be industrial. As such, enhancing the area
for wildlife and leaving the sediment pond for wildlife use may not
be considered appropriate. Also, this would potentially be
considered a land use change requiring the operator to provide the
required information under UMC 817.133. However, page 69 of the
revegetation section states the postmining land use to be rangeland
and wildlife habitat. As noted in the land use information comments
above, this land use description is not included in the MRP and thus
to reclaim to this would constitute a land use change. Please,
provide adequate descriptions of the premining land use for the
permit area as well as the intended postmining land use plans to
resolve this apparent conflict.

The revegetation plan (pages 75 and 76) indicate that the
sediment pond will be left for wildlife enhancement. Please note,
before the division can approve retention of the pond, Valley Camp
must demonstrate that the pond meets the criteria of UMC 8l7.49(a),
including a demonstration that retention of the pond will enhance
wildlife habitat.

UMC 784.21 Fish ap~ Wildlife Plan - LK
(R6l4-30l-33l)

The revegetation plan (page 75) refers to water enhancement
structure created for wildlife. Detailed plans, including a map
showing the location, must be provided for this structure.

The submittal does not include any wildlife maps which show
the locations of important habitat or features for fish and/or
wildlife. These must be provided before the plan can be considered
complete.

cc: R. Summers
BT30l3/36-39




