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MEMORANDUM

TO:

, •
O~CEOFSURFACEMnaNG

Reclamation and Enforcement
BROOKS TOWERS
1020 1STH STREET

DENVER, COLORADO 80202

2 5 APR 1983

FROM: Walter Swain, Senior Project Manager

SUBJECT: Summary of present permitting status.

In a telephone converstion with Tom Tetting and Ron Daniels of the Utah
Division of Oil, Gas and Mining (UDOGM), on April 14, 1983, Bill Kovacic and I
discussed permitting requirements for the Price River Coal Complex (PRCC).

Ron referenced Willis Gainer's presentation at the Coal Outlook meeting on
4-11-83, stating that OSM's policy is to review permit applications on a case
by case basis.' After some discussions clarifying this question, the following
concepts were established regarding requirements for the PRCC application:

1) The applicant has represented the envir_omnental baseline informat.ion
as adequate. For the purpose of this dicus310n, this was assumed to
be correct.

2) The focus of the applicant's concern is the level of detail required
for surface facilities design in order to meet the RA's requirements
for permitting.

3) Both UDOGM and OSM agree that the applicant must provide sufficient
design information for surface facilities and roads to allow the
agencies to assess impacts and compliance with the regulations.

4) The applicant may, if desired, submit information to permit less than
the entire lease area. Although both agencies regard life-of-mine
permits as very desirable, we do not require that a company apply for
the entire area when it represents an extremely long period of
mining. In the case of PRCC, the lease area could represent 100
years or more of mining. It is our understanding that the company
(PRCC) could mine for 25 years from their present facilities, with
minor modifications. This represents a normal l1fe-of-mine period.
It would be reasonable, both under SMCRA and NEPA, to assess this 25
year mine area as a permit area. Although it is less than the entire
lease area and anticipated life-of-mine, it is not an unreasonably
small increment.



• •
5) The applicant has expressed a strong desire to get the entire

life-of-mine (lease) area under permit. In order to expedite the
re-permitting process, OSM has suggested that PRCC concentrate on the
25 year mine area presently developed, and submit additional
information in two or three years to expand the permit area to the
life-of-mine (lease) area desired. UDOGM has agreed that this is
feasible, but is concerned that this not represent an unacceptable
precedent. It is our view that it does not, because permitted
increment is a reasonable block in terms of both time and coal
resources.

A point which was not discussed but which should be considered is the question
of probable subsidence patterns and impacts of subsidence. In order to permit
an area, the regulatory agencies must have sufficient information to evaluate

-- sUbsidence impacts to renewable resources. Ben Young, the Project Leader, has
previously discussed these informational requirments with Rob Wiley of PRCC.

cc: Ron Daniels, UDOGM
Ton Tetting, UDOGM
Ben Young, OSM
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The development of new sites.. al'ld associated: mining reserves would be
addressed as&,.ue.permit application and, when fuIly appr.oved, would be
bleorporated irt~ t.he es:1niug per.ft;.,

. . J

4;;. The above re.fereneetffad.lttieswould include all surface
deve10pllents supporting coal min:tng act:lrltIes such as access for men
and materials. utilities, co.1 and other transport (1IlO8t roads and
all coal belt lines). processiq. refuse: dIsposal and ventilatIono£
utive work1ngs.

4-.. The terat' of a pem1t:. would bef;t:~re years with a right of successive
reJmWalfor: the time nqufred!' t'oreeOTer the identified coal resource and'

.. .e.'reelaDl: the.affectetf areal..!f the faeilft.fes and portions 0·£. the
worldngswiUcollt:lu.ue to be used' far further m1.ning, the pentit would

"continue to ber:frt. effect until operations are permanently terminated and
tile affected areas are reelataed:.. Upon: .approval" facility'destgn and
other aspeets of theDdning operations would not be subject to a full.
reuew. 0Slf" and UDOGH aDd other responsible agencies nIt" of course,,!
1IlOD.itorthe operations cCmi!red by the permit.. Should information '
eollected UDder the: terms of the permit or from other sources show that
certain conditi,ona or assumptions had changed or were incorrect, the
permit would be subjee.t to rertsion at either m:1.d-term or upon renewal.. I
would expect sueh revisions to be minor, involving changes in monitoring.
refl\d.reaents, 8JlV-1roaental.studies and the like.. By the saae token, as
nee. encounters the need to alter the perm.1tto reflect changed or
1IJI8Ilt1cipated cond1tlon*" you have the option to request mod1fic:atioua·at.
&BY till. during the term of a permit.

using identified surface fac11.1tiea·and roads for whic:t -full
and cOilplete.- 1nforaat1on1s. provided~ In add.ition, suff:t.c.ient
1nformation regarding all surface· effects· of underground mining
(pnnc1pall'1 subsidence). mtSt be provided to allow OSH to
evaluate environmental impaets; and cOlIlpliance with applicable

.·.··regulatioD.lh,

,S.,; Certain s1:tesoract:f:rltiesoutside of~ tbe pexm1tarea and not direetly
related to perm1tred: m.1ldng: ean beneognizedss related act1V'1t1es
outside of the perat1t area. Suehactiv1t!es IlUBt be desenbed in thet
perJdt: applieation paekage to aUow OSM tore4ch'An inform.ed decision..
Sudl aet:rv:ftesand' facfift!es (sites) would include continued ventilatioll
oflnactive lIbe., (under the. direetion of the BLM.) and the limited use of
existing roads for thap1lS:'pose ofenvtronmental JIOutoring and studies: ..

I understand that PRCe ant1'efpatesone major expansion of the limited perm:f..t
area. which nUbe' :tdent.ifted 1:11. your upcoming revised application. aSH
strongly encourages: permit appl:icatious to eave%' all anticipated mining.. The



WTC staff bas, suggested the two phaseapproach,.ree.ognizing the large amount
of recoV'erable coal in the llm1ted pendt areaidenti.fied during the Karch 14"
1983 meeti.ng, and to expedite, the reperm1tting of your operation In a timely
unner~

~.~
Admi.nistrator
Western Technic.al Center

Comparing the substance of your Aprf! 6, 1983 letter, the position taken by
UDOCM, and OSM's re~u1reaents for reperm1tting of the Price River (oal
Company, I do not identify any di£ferences which would lead to a significant:
lIisunderstandi.ng. Please contact etrher Bennett Young or Walter Swain of f1lY
staff should any questiouarise concerning specific. aspects of your
repermittlng effort.

eel lton Daniels ~ .. UDOGK
roa Tetting, UDOGM
Bob Hagen, Albu'luerqu.aPteld Of.f·ic:e




