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| k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH - Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

355 W. North Tempile - 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 » Salf Lake City. UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

January 17, 198¢

Mr. William H. Geer, Director
Division of Wildlife Resources
1596 West North Temple

Salt Lake City, Utah 8411s

Dear Mr. Geer:

Re: Application for Permit Modification, Utah Fuel Company,
Skyline Mine, ACT/0G7/0605, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed please find one (1) copy of the MRP Modification
for Utah Fuel Company's Skyline Mine. This submission needs to
be included in their permit application to update the mine
permit application. This information is being forwarded for
review by the Division of Wildlife Resources (DWR) in
accordance with our Divisions' Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU). ‘ ,

As you may recall, the MUU between our Divisions' calls'
for the following:

B. Mine Plan Review

l. Upon submission of a mining and reclamation plan to
DOGM, the DOGM will notify the DWR in writing of the
need for consultation in evaluation of the plan with
respect to fish and wildlife resources as required by
MC 786.17(a)(2). DOGM will provide a copy of such
plan to DWR when available.

2. The DWR will respond to DOGM in writing within €0 days
of receipt of the plan with an evaluation of the
adequacy or inadequacy of the fish and wildlife plan
submitted by the operator to avoid, ameliorate or
mitigate impacts of the proposed operation on wildlife
resources.

an equal opportunity employer !




Page 2
Mr. william H. Geer, Acting Director
January 17, 1986

The Division appreciates your cooperation and asks that all
comments and communlcatlons, regarding the mining and
reclamation plan review, be channeled through this office to
allow a single set of stipulations and requirements to be sent
to the operator. The Division is attempting to complete its
review of these plans by February 15, 1986. If your agency has
any comments on these plans please forward them by the above
date. If you have any questions, please contact me or Susan C.

Linner of my staff.
Sincerely,
- [} ~ ‘
st-Lowell Braxton

Administrator

Mineral Resource Development
and Reclamation Program

SCL:jvb
Enclosure
"0095R
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INTRODUCTION

In December, 1985, Coastal States Energy Company and Getty Mining
Company, formerly Getty Mineral Resources Company, (collectively
“Applicant"), as lessees, filed with the Bureau of Land Management an
application seeking to amend existing Federal Lease U-0142235 which is one

of the Federal Coal Leases comprising the Skyline mining properties.

This Application for Modification of the Skyline Mining and
Reclamation Permit is being filed to request approval of changes in the
areas to be mined and in the sequencing of mining in order that portions of
the to-be—amended leasehold can be mined. The Application contains
additional information besides that in the existing Mining and Reclamation
Plan to support the proposed modification and allow the impacts/benefits of

such modification to be evaluated.



APPLICANT INFORMATION

Name, Address and Telephone. Coastal States Energy Company and Getty
Number of Applicant: Mining Company

411 West 7200 South
Suite 200
Midvale, Utah 84047

801/566-7111

Resident Agent of Applicant: Vernal J. Mortensen
Vice President



PROPOSED MODIFICATION

The lease boundaries of the Skyline property run north-south and
east-west with the exception of for a portion of the eastern boundary which
runs approximately north-northeast (see Location Map, Attached). The
proposed mining of the mine block was originally laid out in a north-south,
east-west orientation in order to maximize recovery at the lease
boundaries, i.e., make the workings parallel and perpendicular to the
boundaries.

Initial underground mining was begun in October 1981. As mining
progressed from the outcrop to deeper cover, it became evident that the
north-south, east-west orientation was not acceptable since a dominant
regional joint system trends N 80° W. This joint system is only ten
degrees off the east-west drivages creating a dangerous condition on the
north-facing ribs. Large wedges of coal, sometimes 20 feet Tong and five
feet high, would slide off the rib with no warning.

Upon the advice of consultants and following discussions and
approval with the BLM, the mine was re-oriented during 1983 in a 20 degrees
counter-clockwise direction. This change has resulted in better rib
conditions and overall better safety but does not allow panels to approach
the lease boundaries in as favorable an orientation.

The first longwall block at Skyline (scheduled to commence
development in May, 1986) was originally planned for panels oriented
north-south. As more information became available on a low coal (want)
area and the faulting in the block, it was decided to re-orient the panels
east-west. This allows a panel to approach the boundary of the want in a

more perpendicular manner rather than trying to parallel it. Although in



this case the change increases the length of mains and attendent services
for the panels, the technique maximizes the amount of coal which can
economically be extracted from the block.

Similarly, when panel developments approach a lease boundary in a
more perpendicular manner, more coal can be recovered than when they
approach at an obtuse angle. In most cases at Skyline, lease boundaries
will be approached in the more perpendicular manner; however, this first
longwall block is bounded by both a political constraint and a geologic
constraint which by its nature cannot be changed. By modifying the
northern boundary of the longwall block, two wedges of coal which must
otherwise be mined by a poor recovery method can be included in Tongwall
panels of the first block, thus, maximizing economic recovery and

benefiting both the United States and the Applicant.

The proposed amendment of Federal Coal Lease Utah-0142235 would add

to the leasehold the following area:

T.13.S R 6 E, SL Meridian, Utah

Sec. 11: N 1/2 S 1/2;

Containing 160.0 acres.

The proposed revision of the mining sequence (see 5 year mine plan
map, attached) would allow mining of the additional acreage by underground
means. No surface activities or disturbance (beside controlled subsidence
associated with longwall mining) will affect the to be added acreage.

Since the coal to be mined 1ies at depths of 1000 to 1400 feet, surface



effects from subsidence should be minimized. The mining of the additional
area will not increase annual tonnage volumns but will allow overall higher
recovery. ‘The 160 acres contain a total of 1,616,900 tons of recoverable
coal based on the longwall panel and attendent entries containing 759,900
tons and on the balance of the tract containing 875,000 tons. (See 5 year
mine plan map, attached). Since the coal will be mined from the Lower
0'Connor "A" seam (as presently being mined at Skyline), the coal will be

of similar quality as that of current production.



SUPPORTING INFORMATION

The Applicant hereby;submits additional information, environmental
and otherwise, related to the mining of the to-be-added area. This
information is intended to supplement information contained in the existing

mining and reclamation plan:

Air Quality

“Since no surface disturbance is planned in the expansion area there will be
no additional air quality impacts. Information pertaining to air quality
contained in the Skyline Mining and Reclamation Plan should suffice.

Fish and Wildlife Impact

This modification of the property boundary should not cause any additional
impacts to avian, aquatic or terrestrial species of wildlife.

The major use of the area by wildlife is as summer range for big game
species. Mining activity will not disrupt this use. The only stream in
section 11 is small and intermittent and therefore contains no fish. The
minor extension of subsidence in the area will not extend to Winter

Quarters Creek.

Hydrology

The existing surface and groundwater hydrologic programs as outlined is
Section 2.3 and 2.4 of the M&RP and will be expanded to include the
proposed expansion area. A copy of a pre-mining survey of the seeps and
spring in the expansion and adjacent areas is attached as are copies of
water quality analyses of select sources in the area. A new monitoring
station will be added at location 004. This new station, to be identified
as S11-1, will be routinely monitored on the same basis as the other
stations located throughout the lease area. No new wells are proposed for
groundwater monitoring in the expansion area.

Archeology

The expansion and adjacent areas have been the object of several cultural
resource surveys with essentially negative results. Copies of the known
reports applicable to this area are attached.

Since no surface impacts, other than subsidence will occur in the expansion
area, it is requested that these previous surveys be considered adequate.
The issue of random sample survey adequacy was previously resolved for the
Skyline Mine in a meeting held at the SHPO on May 30, 1979. (See Item 2,
Memorandum of Discussion, copy attached)



Vegetation

The vegetative types in the north half of the south half of section 11 are
contiguous with the vegetative types in the south half of the south haif of
section 11. The vegetative types and condition classes for this area are
shown on the attached Range Environmental Analysis Type Map prepared by the
U.S. Forest Service. Since there is no surface disturbance proposed there
will be no vegetative disturbance.

Soil

Since there are no vegetative reference sites in the proposed amended area
no soil pits or data are needed. No surface disturbance is proposed; there
is no need for re-seeding or top soil protection.

Geology

Since the Applicant proposes to continue mining in the Lower 0'Connor "A"
seam as is presently being done, the geological information contained in
the Skyline Mining and Reclamation Plan should suffice.
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SCALE:
SOURCE OF BASE:

= 2000 FEET

1.

U.S.G.S. 1:24,000,
SCOFIELD, UTAH

58 _ §PRING OR SEEP IN GPM

40% STREAMFLOW ESTIMATE IN GPM

FLOW OBSERVATIONS MADE ON SEPT. 17, 1985

UTAH FUEL COMPANY SKYLINE MINE

HYDROMETRICS - 12/24/85

PREPARED BY:



ABORATORIES P.O. BOX 30916 * 1107 SOUTH BROADWAY °* BILLINGS, MT 59107-0916 + PHONE (406) 252-6325

h, ZE/‘JEBHV ENLAGY LABORATORIES, INC.

LABORATORY REPORT

To Hydrometrics . (1) Lab No. 85-10596
Address 2727 Airport Road Date 10-2-85 tab
S Helena, Montana 59601

ATTN: Bob Braico

-
6\‘(2 OS5

SPECIAL WATER ANALYSIS
Utah Fuel Co.
Unnamed Tributary - Winter Canyon
Sampled 9-17-85 @ 1115 Hrs
Submitted 9-19-85

CONSTITUENT mg/1
Calcium : 78
Magnesium 13
Sodium 4
Bicarbonate : 258
Chloride 4
Sulfate 16
Specific Conductance @ 25°C 418
Turbidity 0.28 N.T.U.
Total Dissolved Solids @ 180°C 233
Total Iron <0.03
Total Manganese <0.02

ANALYTICAL SERVICES -~ WATER,SOIL, PETROLEUM _ COAL



ffJEﬁﬁy ENERGY LABORATORIES, INC.

[ﬂgﬂﬂﬂfﬂﬂlfs P.O. BOX 30916 * 1107 SOUTH BROADWAY * BILLINGS, MT 59107-0916 = PHONE (406) 252-6325

LABORATORY REPORT

.To Hydrometrics (1) Lab No. 85-10597
Address 2727 Airport Road Date 10-2-85 tab
- Helena, Montana 59601
ATTN: Bob Braico

SPECTIAL WATER ANALYSIS
Utah Fuel Co.
Site 005 — Tributary to Winter Canyon
Sampled 9-17-85 @ 1220 Hrs
Submitted 9-19-85

CONSTITUENT - mgl/l
Calcium 72
Magnesium 11
Sodium v 4
Bicarbonate 234
Chloride 3
Sulfate - 13
Specific Conductance @ 25°C 373
Turbidity 1.8 N.T.U.
Total Dissolved Solids @ 180°C 194
Total Iron <0.03
Total Manganese <0.02

ANALYTICAL SERVICES ~ WATER,.SOIL,PETROLEUM COAL



Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
NATURAL RESOURCES : Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Dianne R. Nieison, Ph.D., Division Director

_ ‘ STATE OF UTAH

Oil, Gas & Mining

355 W. North Temple « 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 + 801-538-5340

January 1£, 1986

Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt

Vice President/General Manager
Utah Fuel Company

P. 0. Box 719

helper, Utah 84526

Cear Mr. Zumwalt:
RE: Review of Operator Response to Conditional Approval for

Removal and Disposal of Sediments from Secimentation Pond,
Skyline Mine, ACT/0CG7/005, 3 & 4, Carbon County, Utah

The Division has completed the review of Utah Fuel
Company's November 18, 1985 response to the Division's
deficiency letter of October 18, 1985 concerning the plan
referenced above. The Division's concerns will be adequately
addressed provided the following recommendation(s) are found
acceptable by Utah Fuel. Please refer to the attached
technical review memo for the specific recommendations and
concitions.

Please provide a written response accepting Condition #1
and ten (10) additional copies of the complete set of plans in
a format allowing direct insertion into the approved MRP's
currently on file with the regulatory agencies by January 28,
1986. Thank you for your continued cooperation and patience in
completing this permitting activity. Please contact me or Rick
Summers should any questions or concerns remain.

Sincerely,

/(/ /"'//i*"/b( Skl
\. ‘ ,/Ll L{/ / 9 A :

i
D. Wayne Fedberg

Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

cc: Allen D. Klein David Lof
Lowell Braxton Susan Linner
Rick Summers

8952R-36

an equat opportunity emnplcyer



December 23, 1985

T0: Technical File

FROM: Rick P. Summers. Reclamation HydrologijE:ES;

RE: Response to Division 11/18/85 DeficiéEcy Letter Concerning
Disposal of Sediment From Sedimentation Pond, Skyline Mine,
ACT/087/005.

summary:

Skyline Mine's response to the above referenced letter dated
11/18/85 was reviewed. The response addresses the design of
diversion ditch BC-12 located beneath the conveyor at the Skyline
loadout. Designs for a relocated diversion were required due to the
disposal of sediment from the pond at the original diversion
location. Although the submittal contained a significant number of
errors, sufficient information was available to perform a technical
analysis. Based upon that analysis, it was shown that the diversion
has been overdesigned relative to the capacity to convey the runoff
from a 10 yr-24 hr precipitation event (capacity for a 100 yr-24 hr
event exists). Design velocities were calculated to be
approximately 5.5 fps for a 50 yr-24 hr design flow. A channel
lining of 4 inch riprap would be required to insure stability at
this velocity.

Recommendations:

Diversion BC-12 routes disturbed area drainage to an existing
sedimentation pond at the loadout. Combined with consideration of
the length of the diversion (356 ft.), it is my recommendation that

the diversion should be given final approval with the following
condition:

Condition #1:The applicant must install a channel lining of
four (4) inch material in diversion BC-12 prior to July 15, 1986.
‘The Division may waive this requirement following inspection of the
diversion by Division Hydrologists following the snowmelt period.
Selective placement of material may be approved in lieu of lining
the entire reach following the above inspection. Additionally,
smaller material may be used if a demonstration of reduced
velocities (increased Manning's n value) is submitted and approved
by the Division.

cc: Lowell P. Braxton
Sue Linner
Wayne Hedberg

Tom Wright
0317R-69
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Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining - Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

- k‘ ‘ STATE OF UTAH - ' Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
S v NATURAL RESOURCES
355 W, North Tempie « 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 - Salf Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

January 17, 198¢

Mr. Melvin T. Smith

State Historic Preservation Officer
Utah State Historical Society

300 Rio Grande :

Salt Lake City, Utah 84101

Dear Mr. Smith:

Re: Application for Permit Modification, Utah Fuel Company, -
Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed please find one (1) copy of the MRP Modification
for Utah Fuel Company's Skyline Mine. This submission needs to
be included in their permit application to update the mine IRA
permit application. This information is being forwarded for - Cor s
review by the Division of State History in accordance with our s
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU).

b
&

RN As you may recall, the MOU between our Divisions' calls for
~ the following: W . s e R

B. Mining Plan:

1. Upon submission cf a coal mining and reclamation
plan to the Division of 0il, Gas & Mining, the AR
Division of 0il, Gas & Mining will notify the ey
SHPCO in writing of the need for consultation and ‘
evaluation of the plan with respect to historic
and cultural resources. The Division of 0il, Gas
& Mining will provide a copy of the relevant
portion of the plan to the SHPO.

2. The SHPG will respond to the Division of 0il, Gas o
& Mining in writing within 30 days of receipt of T
the notification. The SHPO will include in such '
response an evaluation of the adequacy or
inadequacy of the plan submitted by the operator
to avoid, ameliorate or mitigate impacts of the
proposed operation on historic and cultural
resources,

an equal opportunity employer




;Page 2
Mr. Melvin T. Smith
January 17, 1986

3. Where the proposed mining plan, will, in the
judgment of the SHPQO, adversely effect sites
listed on, or potentially eligible for listing on
the National Register cf Historic Places, the
SHPG shall proceed pursuant to 36 CFR 800. The
SHPO will further assist the Division of 0il, Gas
& Mining in its requirements set forth in MC
761.12(f) of the Coal Mining Regulations and make
recommendations for survey and mitigation as
appropriate.

The Division appreciates your cooperation and asks that
all comments and communications, regarding the mining and
reclamation plan review, be channeled through this office to
allow a single set of stipulations and requirements tc be sent
to the operator. The Division is attempting to complete its
review of these plans by February 15, 1986. If your agency has
any comments on these plans please forward them by the above
date. If you have any questions, please contact me or Susan C.
Linner of my staff.

Slncerely,

yinw 7%44

Aowell Braxton

Administrator

Mineral Resource Cevelopment
and Reclamation Program

SCL:jvb
Enclosure
0095R




kr} STATE OF UTAH

’ NATURAL RESOURCES Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining
355 W. North Tempile - 3 Triad Center » Suite 350 - Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
February 4, 1986

Mr. Vernal J. Mortensen

Vice President Utah Operations
Coastal States Energy Company
411 West 72GC South, Suite 200
midvale, Utah 84047

Dear Mr. Mortensen:

Re: Determination of Completeness, Lease Modification, Skyline Mine,
ACT/007/0C5, Folder No. 2 and 3, Carbon Ccunty, Utah

The Division has reviewed the submittal received January 13,
1986, proposing to modify the permit area for the Skyline Mine to
accommodate an amendment to Lease U-0142235. The submittal has been
found to be incomplete.

Attached is a review document which details the information
which Coastal States Energy Company must provide to make the plan
complete. Please feel free to contact me or Susan Linner should you
have questions.

Sincerely,

Zﬂ/\f/uff«?

. P. Braxton
Admlnlstrator :
Mineral Resource Development
and Reclamation Program

SCL:jvb

Enclosure

cc: R. Holbrook
S. Linner
R. Summers

00Z8R-65

an equal opportunity employer



Determination of Completeness Review
Lease Modification
Skyline Mine
ACT/007/005
Carbon County, Utah

February 4, 1986

UMC 783.13 Description of Hydrology and Geology: General
Requirements and
UMC 784.14 Reclamation Plan: Protection of Hydrologic Balance -

RS, DD

Existing baseline data for seeps, springs, and streams in the
new lease and adjacent area (i.e. Winter Quarters Canyon) should be
presented (or referenced) and the hydrologic connection between any
aquifers and springs in the lease area should be established. A
description of the probable hydrologic effects relative to the
mining of the new lease based upon that data should be included.
Based upon the data and geologic description to be submitted,
additional baseline data may be required.

The applicant shall describe the attitude of the formation in
the vicinity of lease area U-0142235.

UMC 784.14 Reclamation Plan: Protection of Hydrologic Balance -

RS, DD

(b)(2) A narrative should be submitted describing any
anticipated production of increased mine water and
plans for treatment of that water (UMC 817.42).

(b)(3) Existing water monitoring points in the area should be
presented. The monitoring plan should be updated to
include all (or representative) springs and streams in
the area of projected subsidence, potentially impacted
water sources based on the dip and geologic
description of the area, and water sources in the area
which have baseline data collected. Proposed
monitoring point 004 should reference to a specific
spring (the map of springs simply shows the point near
"numerous seeps & springs from G.1 to 5 gpm"). All
proposed monitoring should be in accordance with the
attached guidelines.



(c) Data submitted in the application indicates that stream
flow still occurs on the area in September. This
information suggests that the stream might be a perennial
stream instead of an intermittent stream as shown in the
mine plan. If the stream is perennial the applicant will
be required to adhere to regulation UMC 817.126.

UMC 784.20 Subsidence Control Plan - DD

(b) The applicant shall submit a subsidence monitoring plan
that indicates results of pre-subsidence surveys and
methods for monitoring the impacts from subsidence.

0028R-66



NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D.. Division Director

k‘ 5‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 » 801-538-5340

February 1%, 13986

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUEST s
(P592 431 327) N
Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt

Vice President and General Manager
Utah Fuel Company

P. 6. Box 71¢

Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Mr. Zumwalt:

RE: Operator Response to Cdnditional Approval for Removal and
Disposal of Sediments from Sedimentation Pond, Skyline
Mine, ACT/007/0G5, #3 and #4, Carbon Ccunty, Utah

The Division has received Utah Fuel Company's letter dated
January 21, 1986 which was provided in response to our January
15, 1986 letter ccncerning the plans referencecd above.

Your letter discusses Notice of Violation (NOV)
N85~-2-16-2, #2 of 2, which was issued by the Division's
Inspection and Enforcement (I. & E.) staff. It is stated that
the NOV addresses the same area of concern as outlined in our
January 15 letter. The area of contention is the diversion
ditch which is located beneath the BC-12 conveyor at the
Skyline Mine site. In your January 21 letter, you stated that
Utah Fuel Company would not respond to the Division's January
15 letter until the hearing officer had made a ruling on the
proceedings of the Assessment Conference for NCV N85-2-16-2,
which was held on January 15, 1986€.

Apparently there is some ccenfusicn regarding this issue.
Our January 15, 1986 letter is a continuation of the.ongoing
technical review of the company's previocus proposal which
addressed the removal and disposal of sediments from the
sedimentation pond. The subject NOV which was issued by

an equal opportunity employer
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Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt
ACT/GG7/0G5
February 13, 1986

by I. & E. is an entirely separate matter. It has no bearina
on the condition outlined in our January 15 letter. Both
issues, the NOV and our January 15 letter, must be addressed
individually by the cperator.

Regardless of the Assessment Officer's ruling on the
validity of the NGOV, the operator will still need to provide a
response to Condition #1 of our January 15 letter. Adequate
erosion control measures will need to be provided for those
sections of the diversion ditch where runoff velocities may
contribute to excessive erosion.

We encourage Utah Fuel Company toc please provide a
response to our January 15 letter by February 20, 1986. Should
questions or concerns remain, please contact us at your
earliest convenience.

Sincerely,

b Ay

. Wayne Hedber
Permlt Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

btb

cc: Allen Klein
Lowell Braxton
Joe Helfrich
Rick Summers
Tom Wright

8992R-48 & 49



STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 » Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

March 12, 1986

Mr. Melvin T. Smith
State Historic
Preservation Officer
Utah State Historical Society
300 Rio Grande
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101

Dear Mr. Smith:

RE: Application for Permit Modification, Lease Amendfieqt, Utah
Fuel Company, Skyline Mine, ACT/C07/005, #2 and{#3, Carbon
|\

County, Utah

Enclosed please find one (1) copy of Utah Fuel Company's
application for a permit modification for their Skyline Mine in
Carbon County, Utah. This material is for your review,
information and files. Should your office wish to provide
comments, please do so (or call us directly) by
March 28, 1986. The Division anticipates completing its review
by this date.

If you have any questions or need additional information,
please contact me or Susan Linner.

Sincerely,

- - . // o
/& [ Uy % %j/

D. Wayne Hedberd
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

btb
Enclosures
U341R-41

an equal opportunity employer



STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Qil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

355 W. North Tempile « 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 « 801-538-5340

March 12, 1986

Mr. William H. Geer, Director
Division of Wildlife Resources
1596 West North Temple

Salt Lake City, Utah 84l1le

Dear Mr. Geer:

RE: Application for Permit Modification, Lease Amenqﬁémt, Utah

Fuel Company, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005, #2 and\#3| Carton
County, Utah

Enclosed please find one (1) copy of Utah Fuel Company's
application for a permit modificaticn for their Skyline Mine in
Carbon County, Utah. This material is for your review,
information and files. Should your office wish to provide
comments, please do so (or call us directly) by

March 28, 1986. The Division anticipates completing its review
by this date.

1f you have any questions or need additional information,
please contact me or Susan Linner.

’
4
!

Sincerely,

N [

i £ _
T
i e
D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

btb

Enclosures
0341R-4GC

an equal opportunity employer



STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Qil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

355 W. North Tempile - 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 - Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 » 801-538-5340

March 12, 1986

Mr. Allen D. Klein, Administrator
Western Technical Center

Office of Surface Mining

Broocks Towers

1020 Fifteenth Street

Denver, Colorado 80202

Dear Mr. Klein:

RE: Application for Permit Modification, Lease Amendngt, Utah
Fuel Company, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005, #2 and [#3,] Carbon
County, Utah N

Enclosed please find eight (8) copies of Utah Fuel
Company's application for a permit modification for their
Skyline Mine in Carbon County, Utah. This material is for your
review, information and files. Should your office wish to
provide comments, please do so (or call us directly) by
March 28, 1986. The Division anticipates completing its review
by this date.

If you have any questions or need additional information,
please contact me or Susan Linner.

Siqceﬁgly,

i

/)l &
AUy }L/d e

-

D. Wayne Hedbepgfff
Permit Superviscot/
Reclamation Hydrologist

btb
Enclosures
0341R=-39

an equal opportunity employer



NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

k‘ 3‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

355 W. North Tempie « 3 Triad Center » Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 « 801-538-5340

March 26, 1986

Mr. Allen Klein, Administrator
Office of Surface Mining
Brooks Towers

1020 15th Street

Denver, Colorado 80202

Dear Mr. Klein:

RE: Response to DOC, Skyline Mine, Lease Modification,
ACT/007/005-1, Folder No. 2 and 3, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed are eight (8) copies of the response to the
Division's Determination of Completeness review of
February 4, 1986 for the Lease Modification to the Skyline Mine.

The Division will review this information to see if the
plan can now be determined complete and an appropriate
publication notice filed. This review is scheduled to be
completed by April 11, 1986. Please provide comments to myself
or Susan Linner by that date if possible.

Sincerely,

V% &ﬂ«?

L. P. Braxton

Administrator

Mineral Resource Development
and Reclamation Program

\E COPY

an equal opportunity employer

SCL:jvb
cc: S. Linner
0028R-92
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NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
QOil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

5‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

May 5, 1986

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
(P402 458 380)

Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt
Vice President and General Manager
Utah Fuel Company p
P. 0. Box 719

Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Mr. Zumwalt:

RE: Revision of Condition #1, Removal and Disposal of
Sediments from Sedimentation Pond, Utah Fuel Company,
Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005, #3 and #4, Carbon County, Utah

The Division transmitted a conditional approval letter to
Utah Fuel Company on January 15, 1986 which approved designs
for diversion BC-12 at the Skyline minesite. A series of
letters and joint discussions followed which resulted in the
Division's commitment to revise Condition #1 of the January
15th approval.

Please refer to the attached technical memorandum prepared
by Division hydrologist Rick Summers which outlines the revised
Condition #1. The revised condition and the new calculations
result in an adjustment to the previous channel lining
requirements for diversion BC-12. The new condition and the
requirement(s) outlined within, should resolve the main area of
contention and reflect the understanding reached in our last
joint meeting.

On May 2, 1986 we received your letter dated April 28,
1986 which indicatd that Ut ah Fuel has already implemented the
channel lining for diversion ditch BC-12. The condition as
outilined in the attached technical memo regquires that the
ditch provide an adequate flow depth of at least (1) foot for
the entire reach of the diversion. It is assumed that this
condition now exists. This requirement will be field checked
by the Division's inspection staff.

an equal opporfunity employer



Page 2

Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt
ACT/007/005

May 5, 1986

Please provide ten (10) additional copies of the complete
set of plans and as-built drawings in a format which will allow
direct insertion into the approved MRP's on file with the
regulatory agencies.

Thank you for your cooperation and patience in resolving
this permitting activity. Please contact me or Rick Summers
should any questions or concerns remain.

Sincerely,

:,v
#

» %‘ N4 |
L; / [/L,@//{,(,A?{C/(é‘LM |

D. Wayne Hedbergi /
Permit Supervisor
Reclamation Hydrologist

dwh

cc: Allen Klein
Lowell Braxton
Dave Lof
Rick Summers
Tom Wright

8992R-48 & 49



April 21, 1986

TO: Technical File .
i
FROM: Rick P._Summers, Reclamation Hydrologii;//
RE: Revision of Condition #1, Removal and Disposal of

Sediments from Sedimentation Pond, Utah Fuel Co.,
Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005, Folder 3 and 4, Carbon, Co.
Utah.

Summarx

The Division approved the designs for diversion BC-12
with one condition in the letter to Glen Zumwalt dated January
15, 1986. This condition essentially requires 4 inch riprap to
be placed in the diversion. Following discussions with Keith
Zobel and Keith Welch at the Division offices on March 14,
1986, it was agreed that the railroad ballast material
available at the site could be used for riprap of the channel.
They informed me the material was 2 inch plus and I responded
that I would complete the diversion design and revise the
condition.

Recommendations

Rnalysis of the proposed 2 inch riprap indicate that
the riprap is adequate for the expected flow velocities (4.01
fps) resulting from a 50 yr - 24 hr event. Since the
regulations only require a 10 yr. -24 hr. design, the diversion
is over designed and should be approved (see attached technical
memo for calculations and rationale). I recommend that we
revise the condition referenced above as follows:

Condition #1 (revised). The applicant must commit to
installation of a channel lining of two (2) inch material
in diversion BC-12 prior to July 15, 1986. The diversion
must be riprapped to provide for a depth of flow of 1.0
ft. for the entire reach.

cc: L. Braxton
S. Linner
D. Lof
6000R=-2



S 5 SQUARE
EETS 5 SQUARE
ETS 5 SQUARE

E
EET

IIT

~marionac

‘7/J/c&/ S/jé/ AM’L‘ W/"%z

foef= ,»fd S %, 9%

- N
—%-c(// S Y ey,

e
@‘/‘W. /:("( : ;/,—L/'rw/f‘té/"s

oerseor) Sl - 7

J

/4/7/&' > /7 Paye

At ez TS
S, SAz A
yt,o rc-—t: (/MZL_‘mo/ (/a.((&cu“f)

AT T

’

/’///‘ e B - 2 w_r({\_ < 7 - LY
'ﬁ""l el 6 & el /- 5\ - = e_c_‘-__,,\_,_“-.”/ TS R ey P <;4_—o/ 3 - S =y m‘) .
s ‘
~ 1
Ve
PR
7}4//6‘/ ? '7—: e
A/,_/gf JaR=Par W /32_9/
) v’ —_—
S e sTe T v
4 <&
<A i 7
7/4‘ (//)'r/l ) /~/ _’: PR (/ '// o S /,/—LJ/
/&y/ -z évt_/a/cf" .7
SOD i~ At p o 3¢
4
s (s

S ey T ;I//KL

f < £y

ot

5—:(9;2/,‘ - T’A‘//A- /&- - -
102 -2 e pea £

. e
Rl A — e, R
g £ - 4
/‘1/5 T le o
e ——
e ; = -

o

-ty ey

— L /
.:LP_L_(//S D e e e

e 7 7 P - .
“} 2 o = {l ¥ {(ce /4-

P
Ll

/ [ // S Do?%?‘- TS zs . /




SN

o

=o—- e rE -~ 5G.

e

arndoy
)
nartomac

/s
P SN I ISR SN

Deph = O &z X

/‘/f' TN, S

/58 =

cO= Teinne = 735 el

(/é'/acl‘j = 3 ?/f "79-13

(o™ Pl e

( e /»J o l‘—?i\-y_ . ﬁ/& //{/-’j

;Z/a/ﬂ,ﬂ 5/5:7

= = o

7/ 7 A S P

i
= /f Af"/’ m/¢ez, (..<_.

A o

o. =235

o= 5y cf::.




— N E -HE TS
}_ The riprap Ao e composed of g b S .
—  wellgrodeo mixture byt most of Yy e MU N N
[~ the stones . shouid pe of the size 1| .
. |- indicated by the curve. Riprop should R L
be placed over g filter blanket or T
42 — . . — ]
| bedding of graded gravel in g lgyer |
= 1.5 times {or more) gs thick as the T
[ lorgest stone diometer, T T T T T T
56 '-' LT
5s] | - S T S o
MET - |
z IS —
=
LT | /Tss NN
z L] LT
= I A
[ L] F—
5 7 NN
< : .
3 2sy o 2F —
w - olF | 3F
z / ]
= 1 )
1 NOTES [
Vil — Curve shows minimum size |
stones necessary to
|/ | resist movement —
3s ‘%SF Curve is tentotive gngd
i O4r subject to change as o |—
| i . result of futher tests |
, or operating experiences|.
4 | |F points gre prototype o
Vi riprop installgtions
|| which fgiled. -
T S points are satisfactory
T FPer instollations. =
LLL T VT [

o s
. BOTTOM
Vs

10 15 20 2s
VELOCITY IN FEET PER SECOND

Curve to defermine maIimum sfone size in nprap mizture

3000

4000
3500

3000

2500

2000

1500

1000
900
800
700
600

500

<00

300

250

200

150

75

50

25

IN POUNDS (@ 165 POUNDS PER CUBIC FOOT)

WEIGHT OF SPHERICAL STONE

-y

=

SN e T s

AV

P

Y

LOIUE LS

.
LTy

D




NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
QOil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

ﬁ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Govemnor

355 W. North Temple « 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 - Satt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 « 801-538-5340

May 5, 1986

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
(P402 458 380)

Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt
Vice President and General Manager
Utah Fuel Company
P. 0. Box 719
Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Mr. Zumwalt: s
RE: Revision of Condition #1, Remuval and Disposal of
Sediments from Sedimentation/Pond, Utah Fuel Company,
Skyline Mine, ACT/007/085, #3 aWd #4, Carbon County, Utah
(N

The Division transmitted a conditional approval letter to
Utah Fuel Company on January 15, 1986 which approved designs
for diversion BC-12 at the Skyline minesite. A series of
letters and joint discussions followed which resulted in the
Division's commitment to revise Condition #1 of the January
15th approval.

Please refer to the attached technical memorandum prepared
by Division hydrologist Rick Summers which outlines the revised
Condition #1. The revised condition and the new calculations
result in an adjustment to the previous channel lining
requirements for diversion BC-12. The new condition and the
requirement(s) outlined within, should resolve the main area of
contention and reflect the understanding reached in our last
joint meeting.

On May 2, 1986 we received your letter dated April 28,
1986 which indicatd that Ut ah Fuel has already implemented the
channel lining for diversion ditch BC-12. The condition as
outilined in the attached technical memo requires that the
ditch provide an adequate flow depth of at lesast (1) foot for
the entire reach of the diversion. It is assumed that this
condition now exists. This requirement will be field checked
by the Division's inspection staff.

an equal opportunity employer



Page 2

Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt
ACT/007/005

May 5, 1986

Please provide ten (10) additional copies of the complete
set of plans and as-built drawings in a format which will allow
direct insertion into the approved MRP's on file with the
requlatory agencies.

Thank you for your cooperation and patience in resolving
this permitting activity. Please contact me or Rick Summers
should any questions or concerns remain.

Sincerely,

Jia L -
yi z/c/@u)é/az ey

D. Wayne Hedberé: /
Permit Supervisor
Reclamation Hydrologist

dwh

cc: Allen Klein
Lowell Braxton
Dave Lof
Rick Summers
Tom Wright

8992R-~-48 & 49



April 21, 1986

TO: Technical File y
S [..
FROM: Rick P. Summers, Reclamation Hydrologiif//
RE: Revision of Condition #1, Removal and Disposal of

Sediments from Sedimentation Pond, Utah Fuel Co.,
Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005, Folder 3 and 4, Carbon, Co.
Utah.

Summarx

The Division approved the designs for diversion BC-12
with one condition in the letter to Glen Zumwalt dated January
15, 1986. This condition essentially requires 4 inch riprap to
be placed in the diversion. Following discussions with Keith
Zobel and Keith Welch at the Division offices on March 14,
1986, it was agreed that the railroad ballast material
available at the site could be used for riprap of the channel.
They informed me the material was 2 inch plus and I responded
that I would complete the diversion design and revise the
condition.

Recommendations

Analysis of the proposed 2 inch riprap indicate that
the riprap is adequate for the expected flow velocities (4.01
fps) resulting from a 50 yr - 24 hr event. Since the
regulations only require a 10 yr. -24 hr. design, the diversion
is over designed and should be approved (see attached technical
memo for calculations and rationale). I recommend that we
revise the condition referenced above as follows:

Condition #1 (revised). The applicant must commit to
installation of a channel lining of two (2) inch material
in diversion BC-12 prior to July 15, 1986. The diversion
must be riprapped to provide for a depth of flow of 1.0
ft. for the entire reach.

cc: L. Braxton
S. Linner
D. Lof
6000R=-2
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k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH : Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

QOil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
k 355 W. North Temple « 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 « Salt Lake City, UT 844180-1203 - 801-538-5340

May 28, 1986

. Mr. Allen D. Klein,- Admlnlstrator
. Western Technical Center
- Office of Surface M1n1ng
'~ Brooks Towers :
1020 Fifteenth Street
Denver, Colorado 80202

Dear Mr, Klein:

RE: MRP Amendment, Request to Revise Apbroved Subsidence
Monitoring Plan, Skyline Mine, Utah Fuel Company,
ACT/007/005-86B, #3, Carbon County, Utah.

Enclosed are seven (7) copies of Utah Fuel Company's plans
for a MRP Amendment for their Skyline Mine in Carbon County,
‘Utah. This material is for your review, information and
files. Should your office wish to prov1de comments, please do
so (or call us directly) by June 12, 1986. The Division
anticipates completing its review by this date.

If you have questlons or need additional information,
please contact me or Susan Llnner Permit Supervisor,
at (801) 538-5340. = . :

’Slncerely,

[' s, 7 Z//%’Z/

D. wWayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

dwh:djh
cc: Susan Linner
0341R-15

an equal opportunity employer v



A Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
k) NATURAL RESC Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

v NATURAL RESOURCES Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

Oil, Gas & Mining
355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

May 28, 198¢

Mr. Reed Christiansen
U.S. Forest Service
350 East Main Street
Price, Utah 84501

Dear Mr. Christiansen:
RE: MRP Amendment, Request to Revise Approved Subsidence

Monitoring Plan, Skyline Mine, Utah Fuel Company,
ACT/007/005-86B, #3, Carbon County, Utah.

Enclosed are two (2) copies of Utah Fuel Company's plans
for a MRP Amendment for their Skyline Mine in Carbon County,
Utah. This material is for your review, information and
files. Should your office wish to provide comments, please do
so (or call us directly) by June 12, 1986. The Division
anticipates completing its review by this date.

If you have guestions or need additional information,
please contact me or Susan Linner, Permit Supervisor,
at (801) 538-5340.

Sincerely,

. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

dwh:djh

cc: Susan Linner
0341R-16

an equatl opportunity employer



T k‘ 8 s or uian
. RYAP NATURAL RESOURCES

Oil, Gas & Mining

Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

: 355 W. North Terﬁple + 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 « Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 + 801-538-5340

May 28, 1986

Lecn Berggren, Area Manager ‘
Bureau of Land Management ’ N
900 North 700 East ' » ‘

" 'P. 0. Box AB

Price, Utah 84501
Dear Mr. Berggren:
i RE: MRP Amendment, Request to Revise Approved Subsidence

Monitoring Plan, Skyline Mine, Utah. Fuel Company,
ACT/007/005-86B, #3, Carbon County, Utah. ~

Enclosed are two (2) copies of Utah Fuel Company's plans
~ for a MRP Amendment for their Skyline Mine in Carbon County,

- Utah. This material is for your review, information and
‘files. Should your office wish to provide comments, please do
so (or call us directly) by June 12, 1986. The Division

‘anticipates completing its review by this date. -

: If you have questions or need additional informétion,
please contact me or Susan Linner, Permit Supervisor,
at (801) 538-5340. '

Sincerely, S

] _'[Quu;?/«déza -
D. Wayné/Hedberg <::7Z_M’ »

Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

dwh:djh
cc: Susan Linner
0341R-17

an equal opportunity employer



x Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
NAT(;JRA;AEES'OURCES Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
QOil, Gas ining

k‘) STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center * Suite 350 « Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 » 801-538-5340

May 28, 1986

Mr. Reed Christiansen
U.S. Forest Service
350 East Main Street
Price, Utah 84501

Dear Mr. Christiansen:
RE: MRP Amendment, Request tg Revise Approved Subsidence

Monitoring Plan, Skyline Mine, Utah Fuel Company,
ACT/OO7/OOS—86B, #3, Carbon County, Utanh.

Enclosed are two (2) copies of Utah Fuel Company's plans
for a MRP Amendment for their Skyline Mine in Carbon County,
Utah. This material is for your review, information and
files. Should your office wish to provide comments, please do
so (or call us directly) by June 12, 1986. The Division
anticipates completing its review by this date.

If you have questions or need additional information,
please contact me or Susan Linner, Permit Supervisaor,
at (801) 538-5340.

Sincerely,

co_/
N (/%1/4//&' ,9?4/ @,

D. Wayﬁe Hedberg/
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

dwh:djh
CC: Susan Linner
0341R-16

an equal cpportunity employer



- Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
NATURAL RESOURCES i . Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

: k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
v Oil, Gas & Mining

355 W. North Temple « 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

May 28, 1986

Leon Berggren, Area Manager
Bureau of Land Management
300 North 700 East -

P. 0. Box AB

Price, Utah 84501

Dear Mr. Berggren:
RE: MRP Amendment, Request to Revise Approved Subsidence

Monitoring Plan, SKylihe Mine, Utah.Fuel Company,
ACT/007/005-86B4 #3, Farbon County, Utah.

Enclosed are two (2) copies of Utah Fuel Company's plans
for a MRP Amendment for their Skyline Mine in Carbon County,
Utah. This material is for your review, information and
files. Should your office wish to provide comments, please do
so (or call us directly) by June 12, 1986. The Division
anticipates completing its review by this date,

If you have questiohs or need additional informétion,
please contact me or Susan Linner, Permit Supervisor,
at (801) 538-5340. . S e Sy

Sincerely,

E_Zé;L2¢t( . 442%6 .
D. wayné/Hedberg C::7L—f

Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

dwh:djh

cc: Susan Linner
0341R-17

an equal opportunity employer



‘ ‘ ‘ STATE”OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
| NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
- Oil, Gas & Mining . Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

‘ 355 W. North Temple « 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340 -

May 28, 1986

Mr. Allen D. Klein, Administrator
Western Technical Center )

- 0ffice of Surface Mining

- Brooks Towers o :

" 1020 Fifteenth Street

- Denver, Colorado 80202

Dear Mr. Klein:.

RE: MRP Amendment, Regue$t ‘to Revise Apbroved Subsidence
Monitoring Plan,”Skyling Mine, Utah Fuel Company,
ACT/007/005-868/, #3, Carbon County, Utah.

Enclosed are seven (7) copies of Utah Fuel Company's plans
for a MRP Amendment for their Skyline Mine in Carbon County,
Utah. This material is for your review, information and
files. Should your office wish to provide comments, please do
so (or call us directly) by June 12, 1986. The Division
anticipates completing its review by this date.

If you have questions or need additional information,
please contact me or Susan Linner, Permit Supervisor,
at (801) 538-5340. s : :

Sincerely,

| l ct//c( 24/45/

D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

dwh:djh
cc: Susan Linner
0341R~15

an equal opportunity employer



NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

355 W. North Tempie - 3 Triad Cénter - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

July 28, 1986

Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt

Vice President/General Manager
Utah Fuel Company

P. 0. Box 719

Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Mr. Zumwalt:

Re: MRP Amendment, Underground Mine Plan Modification, Skyline Mine,
ACT/007/005, Folder No. 3 & 4, Carbon County, Utah

The Division has reviewed Skyline's proposal (December 28, 1986)
for a minor mine plan modification along 1 right 1 west to avert
unfavorable roof and rib conditions.

We find that these minor underground changes should not cause
any adverse impacts, and have no further comments or concerns.
Please accept our apologies for the delay in providing our
response. Thank you for keeping our office informed of changing
conditions and mine status.

Sincerely,

bk ety

D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

DWD: jvb
cc: L. P. Braxton
D. Darby
S. Linner
0OC05R-38

an equal opportuntty empiloyer



k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 « 801-538-5340

August 5, 1986

Dennis Dalley, Assistant Director
Utah Department of Health
Division of Environmental Health
P. 0. Box 45500

Salt Lake City, Utah 84145-0500

Dear Mr. Dalley:

RE: MRP Amendment, Addition of Stoker Coal Circuit, Utah Fuel
Company, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005, File #3, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed are two (2) copies of Utah Fuel Company's preliminary
plans for a MRP Amendment for their Skyline Mine in Carbon County,
Utah. This material is for your review, information and files.

Should your office wish to provide comments, please do so (or call us
directly) by August 12, 1986. The Division anticipates completing its
review by this date.

If you have any guestions or need additional information, please
contact me or David Wham, Reclamation Hydrologist, at (801) 538-5340.

i
\

hcerely, ‘
: //~\
AN
£/, ZU@*M/WM%
D. Wayne Hedberg

Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

Enclosure(s)

djh
cc: D. Wham
0341R-73

an equal opportunity emplover



STATE OF UTAH
NATURAL RESOURCES
Oil, Gas & Mining

Q

Norman H. Bangerter, Govermnor
Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 « 801-538-5340

August 5,

Allen D. Klein, Administrator
Western Technical Center
Office of Surface Mining
Brooks Towers

1020 Fifteenth Street

Denver, Colorado 80202

Dear Mr. Klein:

RE: MRP Amendment, Addition of Stoker Coal

1986

Circuit, Utah Fuel

Company, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005, File #3, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed are eight (8) copies of Utah Fuel Company's preliminary

plans for a MRP Amendment for tneir Skyline
Utah.
Should your office wish to provide comments,
directly) by August 12, 1986. The Division
review by this date.

Mine in Carbon County,

This material is for your review, information and files.

please do so (or call us
anticipates completing its

If you have any questions or need additional information, please
contact me or David Wham, Reclamation Hydrologist, at (80l1) 538-5340.

Siq
2
£

cerely,

D. Wayne Hedberg

ol N / /
//(Z/J/L‘[/U ,%/C% Al

by

Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

Enclosure(s)

djh
cc: D. Wham
0341R-74

an equal opportunity employer



NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Govemor

355 W. North Temple « 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 » 801-538-5340

September 9, 1986

Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt
Utah Fuel Company
P. 0. Box 719
Helper, Utah 84526

Gl

Dear ﬂ7< Zumwalt:

Re: Approval to Suspend Annual Vegetation Monitoring Skyline Mine,
ACT/007/C05, Folder No. 3 & 4, Carbon County, Utah

The Division has reviewed your August 7, 1986 letter requesting
that the annual vegetation monitoring be suspended and that a "study
plan" (test plot program) be developed to determine the type of
revegetation to be under taken for non-vegetated areas. The
Division is in agreement with this proposal and will look forward to
reviewing the proposed study plan to be submitted by October 1, 1986,

The plan to install a fiber blanket in the North Fork emergency
overflow channel is also approved. As disscussed between Mr. Keith
Zobell of Utah Fuel Company and Lynn Kunzler of the Division, the
approved interim seed mix will be used for the necessary seeding
inconjunction with installation of the fiber blanket.

The Division appreciates your concern and willingness to
address these reclamation concerns.

Sincerely,

Sowtt

L. P. Braxton

Administrator

Mineral Resource Develapment
and Reclamation Program

LK:jvb

cc: S. Linner
D. Lof

0028R-49

an egual opportunity employer



NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
QOil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D.. Division Director

k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerfer, Governcr

355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

September 9, 1986

Mr. Keith Zobell
Environmental Engineer
Utah Fuel Company

P.0. Box 719

Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Mr. Zouell:
Re: Approval of MRP Amendment, Subsidence Monitoring, Skyline

Mine, Utah Fuel Company, ACT/007/005-(86B), Folder #3, &4
and 10, Carbon County, Utah

The Division has completed a review of U.S. Fuels Company's
May 12, 1986 proposal to develop and implement a new subsidence
monitoring program using the photogrammetric method.

Your proposal is technically complete and satisfactory.
The Division hereby grants its approval to implement the
program. We have no further questions at this time and
apologise for the unforeseen delay in responding to your

request.
Sincerely.
/O ﬁ@u/u %L
D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist
djh
cc: R. Christensen
A. Klein
L. Braxton
D. Darby
0873R~24

an equal opportunity employer



k‘ 3‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governcr

v NATURAL RESOURCES ' Dee C. Hansen, Executive Directer

Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nieison, Ph.D., Division Directcr
355 W. North Temple » 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Saif Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

October 28, 1986

Mr. Marv Maxell, Assistant Director
Utah Department of Health

Division of Environmental Health
P.0. Box 16700

Salt Lake City, Utah 84116-0700

Dear Mr. Maxell:

Re: MRP Amendment, Minor Change to Permanent Open Coal Storage
Area, Utah Fuel Company, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005-86E,
Folder #3, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed is one (1) copy of Utah Fuel Company's
preliminary plans for a MRP Amendment for the Skyline Mine in
Carbon County, Utah. This material is for your review,
information and files. Should your office wish to provide
comments, please do so (or call us directly) by Movember 10,
1986. The Division anticipates completing its review by this
date,

If you have any questions or need additional information,
please contact me or Susan Linner, Permit Supervisor, at (801)

538-5340.
Sincerely,
/@ (&lﬁu
D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist
djh

Enclosure(s)
cc: S. Linner
0341R-35

an equal ocpportunity empioyer



k‘) STATE OF UTAH | Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Qil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
355 W. North Temple « 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

October 28, 1986

Mr. Allen D. Klein, Administrator
Office of Surface Mining

Western Technical Center

Brooks Towers, 1020 Fifteenth Street
Denver, Coloradoc 80202

Dear Mr. Klein:
Re: MRP Amendment, Minor Change to Permanent Open Coal Storage

Area, Utah Fuel Company, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005-86E,
Folder #3, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed are eight (8) copies of Utah Fuel Company's
preliminary plans for a MRP Amendment for the Skyline Mine
in Carbon County, Utah. This material is for your review,
information and files. Should your office wish to provide
comments, please do so (or call us directly) by November 10,
1986. The Division anticipates completing its review by this
date.

If you have any questions or need additional information,
please contact me or Susan Linner, Permit Supervisor, at (801)

538-5340.
Sincerely,
& M&dx/n(
D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist
djh

Enclosure(s)
cc: S. Linner
0341R-34

an equal opportunity employer
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k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
355 W. North Temple + 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salf Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

ober 28, 1986

Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt
Vice-President/General Manager
Utah Fuel Company

P.0. Box 719

Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Mr. Zumwalt:

Re: Follow-up Request for Additional Copies of As-built Desig¥®,
Conditional Approval of Sedimentation Pond Cleanout Proposal,
Utah Fuel Company, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005-D, Folder #3,
Carbon County, Utah

On May 5, 1986 the Division transmitted a certified letter to
you which revised Condition #1 of the approved plans as referenced
above. QOur letter requested an additional ten (10) copies of the
finalized plans and as-built drawings in a format to allow direct
insertion into the approved MRP's on file with the regulatory
agencies. A recent review of our records failed to locate a
response to this request.

Recently, Utah Fuel Company provided the Division with revised
five-year permit applications. Technical staff hydrologists have
performed a preliminary review of the new applications and were not
able to locate any of the requested information in the revised MRP.
The Division will attempt to resolve this issue as part of the
ongoing review of the updated five year permit applications.

Please contact me or Rick Summers of the permitting staff should
you have questions or need addtional information.

Sincerely,

) bk Aty

D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

Jjvb
cc: Lowell Braxton Dave Lof

Sue Linner _-Rick Summers
8992R-93

an equal opportunity employer



Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

r STATE OF UTAH
L ¥

Qil, Gas & Mining

355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 « Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

February 4, 1986

Mr. Vernal J. Mortensen

Vice President Utah Operations
Coastal States Energy Company
411 West 7200 South, Suite 200
Midvale, Utah 84047

Dear Mr. Mortensen:

Re: Determination cof Completeness, Lease Mcdification, Skyline Mine,
ACT/C07/0C5, Folder No. 2 and 3, Carbon Ccunty, Utah

The Division has reviewed the submittal received January 13,
1986, proposing to modify the permit area for the Skyline Mine to

accommodate an amendment to Lease U-0142235. The submittal has been
found to be incomplete.

Attached is a review document which details the information
which Coastal States Energy Company must provide to make the plan

complete. Please feel free to contact me or Susan Linner should you
have questions.

Sincerely,

L.? /g’/uz/f;:‘

L. P. Braxton

Administrator

Mineral Resource Development
and Reclamation Program

SCL:jvb

Enclosure

cc: R. Holbrook
S. Linner
R. Summers

00Z8R-65

an equal opportunity employer



Determination of Completeness Review
Lease Modification
Skyline Mine
ACT/007/005
Carbon County, Utah

February 4, 1986

UMC 783.13 Description of Hydrology and Geology: General
Requirements and

UMC 784.14 Reclamation Plan: Protection of Hydrologic Balance -
RS

, bD

Existing baseline data for seeps, springs, and streams in the
new lease and adjacent area (i.e. Winter Quarters Canyon) should be
presented (or referenced) and the hydrologic connection between any
aquifers and springs in the lease area should be established. A
description of the probable hydrologic effects relative to the
mining of the new lease based upon that data should be included.
Based upon the data and geologic description to be submitted,
additional baseline data may be required.

The applicant shall describe the attitude of the formation in
the vicinity of lease area U-0142235.

UMC 784.14 Reclamation Plan: Protection of Hydrologic Balance -
RS

, DD

(b)(2) A narrative should be submitted describing any
anticipated production of increased mine water and
plans for treatment of that water (UMC 817.42).

(b)(3) Existing water monitoring points in the area should be
presented. The monitoring plan should be updated to
include all (or representative) springs and streams in
the area of projected subsidence, potentially impacted
water sources based on the dip and geclogic
description of the area, and water sources in the area
which have baseline data collected. Proposed
monitoring point 004 should reference to a specific
spring (the map of springs simply shows the point near
"numerous seeps & springs from 0.1 to 5 gpm"). All
proposed monitoring should be in accordance with the
attached guidelines.



(¢) Data submitted in the application indicates that stream
flow still occurs on the area in September. This
information suggests that the stream might be a perennial
stream instead of an intermittent stream as shown in the
mine plan. If the stream is perennial the applicant will
be required to adhere to regulation UMC 817.126.

UMC 784.20 Subsidence Control Plan - DD

(b) The applicant shall submit a subsidence monitoring plan
that indicates results of pre-subsidence surveys and
methods for monitoring the impacts from subsidence.

0028R~-66



STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

QOil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 « Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 » 801-538-5340

March 12, 1986

Mr. Allen D. Klein, Administrator
Western Technical Center

Office of Surface Mining

Brooks Towers

1020 Fifteenth Street

Denver, Colorado 80202

Dear Mr. Klein:

RE: Application for Permit Modification, Lea(-\l\gnendmentJ Utah
Fuel Company, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005, #2 hnd #3, Carbon
County, Utah \_/

Enclosed please find eight (8) copies of Utah Fuel
Company's application for a permit modification for their
Skyline Mine in Carbon County, Utah. This material is for your
review, information and files. Should your office wish to
provide comments, please do so (or call us directly) by
March 28, 1986. The Division anticipates completing its review
by this date.

If you have any questions or need additional 1nformat10n,
please contact me or Susan Linner.

Slncerely, /

/\(, /LCL(’@U

D. Wayne Hedbeng”'
Permit SupervisoT/
Reclamation Hydrologist

COP

btb
Enclosures
0341R-39

an equal opportunity employer



k‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

3565 W. North Temple « 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

March 12, 1986

Mr. William H. Geer, Director
Division of Wildlife Resources
1556 West North Temple

Salt Lake City, Utah 84116

Dear Mr. Geer:

RE: Application for Permit Modification, Le éé\xﬁendment, Utah
Fuel Company, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005,| #2 and #3, Carbon
County, Utah

Enclosed please find one (1) copy of Utah Fuel Company's
application for a permit modification for their Skyline Mine in
Carbon County, Utah. This material is for your review,
information and files. Should your office wish to provide
comments, please do so (or call us directly) by

March 28, 1986. The Division anticipates completing its review
by this date.

1f you have any questions or need additional information,
please contact me or Susan Linner.

!
i

Sincerely,

/[ A / .
/( b A dle
va 2,{\/}(@/ i A ///

D. Wayne‘HedbergL’
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

btb

Enclosures
0341R-4GC

an equal opportunity employer



STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

355 W. North Temple « 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 « Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 « 801-538-5340

March 12, 1986

Mr. Melvin T. Smith
State Historic
Preservation Officer
Utah State Historical Society
300 Rio Grande
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101

Dear Mr. Smith:

Re: Application for Permit Modification, Leaéx\ﬂmendment Utah

Fuel Company, Skyline Mine, ACT/G07/005 \#2 land #3, Carbon
County, Utah

Enclosed please find one (1) copy of Utah Fuel Company's
application for a permit modification for their Skyllne Mine in
Carbon County, Utah. This material is for your review,
information and files. Should your office wish to provide
comments, please do so (or call us directly) by

March 28, 1986. The Division anticipates completing its review
by this date.

If you have any questions or need additional information,
please contact me or Susan Linner.

Slncerely,

/&/( ! LL”WM % d///_’#//

D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

btb
Enclosures
0341R-41

an equal opportunity employer



NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

é 3‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
355 W. North Temple « 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

March 26, 1986

Mr. Allen Klein, Administrator
Office of Surface Mining
Brooks Towers

1020 15th Street

Denver, Colorado 80202

Dear Mr. Klein:

RE: Response to DOC, Skyline Mine, Lease Modification,
ACT/007/005-1, Folder No. 2 and 3, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed are eight (8) copies of the response to the
Division's Determination of Completeness review of
February 4, 1986 for the Lease Modification to the Skyline Mine.

The Division will review this information to see if the
plan can now be determined complete and an appropriate
publication notice filed. This review is scheduled to be
completed by April 11, 1986. Please provide comments to myself
or Susan Linner by that date if possible.

Sincerely,

£.07 Bl

L. P. Braxton

Administrator

Mineral Resource Development
and Reclamation Program

ILE COPY

an equal opportunity employer

SCL:jvb
cc: S. Linner
0028R-92




k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340 4{!/

April 18, 1986

Mr. Keith Welch

Coastal States Energy Company
411 West 7200 South

Midvale, Utah 84047

Dear Mr. Welch:

Re: Determination of Completeness Review Response, Skyline Mine,
Lease Modification, ACT/007/005-1, Carbon County, Utah

The Division has reviewed the submittal, dated March 12, 198s,
responding to the February 4, 1986 Determination of Completeness
review. The submittal only partially responds to the Division's
concerns and cannot be considered complete enough to allow
preparation of a technical analysis or a Cumulative Hydrolegic
Impact Assessment (CHIA).

As you are aware, UMC 788.12 requires that "any extensions to
the approved permit area, except for Incidental Boundary Changes,
must be processed and approved through application for a new permit
and may not be approved under this section" (emphasis added). The
Division Policy for Mining and Reclamation Plan Content Requirements
for Lease Amendments to Coal Permits, dated November 19, 1985, (copy
enclosed) states "the proposed permit application should stand on
its own, i.e., contain all necessary information to fully describe
and support all activities and impacts directly associated with
mining the additional lease area". Additionally, the policy states
that "For those items which will not be impacted or changed by the
additional lease area, the permit application may refer back to an
approved MRP by referencing the chapter and page number or section"
(emphasis added), and "...(the lease application) will be considered
a new permit and as such each regulation must be addressed......some
by reference...". The two submittals received to date do not meet
those criterisa.

At this time Utah Fuel Company must make a diligent effort to
compile (including references to the existing MRP by volume and
page) a complete permit application that can stand on its own.
Specifically the applicant must address the following regulations,
which have been determined to be applicable to the new lease
proposal.

an equal opportunity employer



Page 2

Mr. Keith Welch
ACT/007/005-1
April 18, 1986

78%.13-Description of Hydrology and Geology

783.14-Geology Description

783%.15-Groundwater Description

783.16-Surface water description

78%.17-Alternative water supply information.

784 .14-Protection of Hydrologic Balance

784 .20-Subsidence Control Plan

786.19(c)~-Probable cumulative hydrologic impacts

817.46 and 50-Sediment ponds and Underground entry discharges
(applicable only if analysis indicates an expected significant
increase in mine water)

817.123-.126-Subsidence Control

The attached specific review comments should be addressed within
the context of the appropriate regulations.

Please contact myself or Susan Linner if we can provide
assistance.

Sincerely,

L /W

L. P, Braxton

Administrator

Mineral Resource Development
and Reclamation Program

SCL:jvb

cc: A. Klein
K. May
S. Linner
B Team

0753R-1
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Determination of Completeness Review
Lease Modification
Skyline Mine
ACT/007/005-1
Carbon County, Utah

Page 6, January 13, 1986 submittal. The applicant must
commit to conducting all proposed new monitoring (i.e.

station S11-1) according to the recently adopted water

quality monitoring guidelines prepared by the Division.
Additionally, the applicant must commit to a date when

monitoring will commence.

The monitoring plan for the proposed lease area must be
developed more specifically. An adequate monitoring plan
can only be developed following a determination of the
existing geologic conditions at the site. The
information requested in the Divisions February 4th, 1986
letter (additionally reiterated in this document)
concerning the geologic structure, strike and dip of the
affected formations, and projected subsidence area must
be completed and included in the rationale used to
determine representative monitoring locations. The
applicant must propose monitoring locations based upon
this information. Following the determination of the
above information, the Division will be available tgo
assist in the selection of representative sampling
points. Additionally, all sources of water with an
associated water right in the area of projected
subsidence must be included in the plan.

Response to DCGM comment 784.14(b)(3), March 10, 198¢
submittal from Skyline. The applicant must compile and
submit all data collected in the lease and adjacent
areas. This should include baseline data collected for
the original MRP submittal (referencing by specific
volume, page and/or plate is acceptable) and all data
collected since the submittal of the original MRP. The
applicant must summarize this data, draw conclusions
based upon that summary, and include a discussion
addressing the requirements of UMC 7832.15, 783.16, and
784.14 (c).

Response to DOGM comment 784.14(b)(2), March 10, 1986
submittal from Skyline. The applicant has not clearly
answered the question. Chart 1 depicts the past
correlation between the mine water produced and the
production of coal in tons/month. The analysis needs to
be taken a step further and the applicant must discuss



0753R

what conclusions can be extrapolated from the data and
how the inclusion of the new lease will affect the mine
water produced (i.e. production per month versus expected
mine water discharged). The sedimentation system at the
minesite is currently operating near full capacity and is
not designed to handle significant amounts of expected
mine water,.

Attachment A, March 10, 1986 submittal, paragraph 2. &
copy of Ground Water in Eccles Canyon (Roy P. Full) was
not included In the submittal. The Division requests
that this report be submitted.

List the type of mining that will take place on the new
lease and all coal seams to be mined and the thickness of
each coal seam. Provide an isopach map of the overburden
and portray each geologic unit down to and including the
formation below the lowest coal seam to be mined., If
mining will occur in the same seams currently mined,
provide specific references to where this information can
be found in the approved MRP.

Identify all aquifers on and adjacent to the lease area
and establish their association to springs and streams.
Evaluate groundwater flow patterns.

Determine potential subsidence impacts showing areas,
structures and renewable resources in the zone of
subsidence and evaluate potential effects to those
features.



(November 1985)

POLICY DECISION
(COAL MINING AND RECLAMATION PLANS)

RE: Content Reguirements for Mining and Reclamation Plans which Add
pdditional Lease Areas to an Existing Approved Permit and Do Not
Have Associated Aaditional Surface Disturbance and Facilities

For those permit applications which add additional lease areas
to an approved Mining and Reclamation Plan (MRP) ana do not have any
additional disturbed surface area or facilities, the following

requirements apply to the content of the proposed permit application.

1.

The proposed permit application should stand on its own,
i.e., contain all necessary informaticn to fully describe
and support all activities and impacts directly associated
with mining the additional lease area.

Examples would include designs and justification for:

A. mine water treatment facilities;

B. coal refuse and noncoal development waste disposal
areas;

c. coal stockpile storage areas and loadout facilities;

D. changes to transportation facilities necessitated by

the mining of the lease addition;

E. other changes to surface facilities necessitated by
the lease acgdition;

F. subsidence relateac items such as springs and seeps,
raptor nests, etc.;

G. probable hydrologic consequences.

For those items which will not be impacted or changed by
the additional lease area, the permit application may refer

back to an approved MRP by referencing the chapter and page
number or section. Examples of items which can be referred
to may include, but are not limited to:

A. seaiment control structures;

B. signs ana markers assocciated witn the original
permitted gisturbed area;

C. baseline environmental data.

S— 1%
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The intent of this policy is to avoid cuplicating large amounts
of information, maps and plans from an existing approved MRP into a
permit application when not pertinent to the review at hang.

However, it should be notea that the lease adaoition in most
cases will Dbe considered a new permit anau as such each regulation
must be aadresseu (albeit, some by reference to an approved
permanent program MRP).

0432R




ppril 16, 1986

T0: Technical File
FROM: Rick P. Summers, Reclamation Hydrologis&gﬁ5
RE: Utah Fuel Co., Skyline Mine, Determination of

Completness Review Responses-Lease Modification,
ACT/007/005, Folder No. 3, Carbon Co., Utah

Summary: The above referenced submittal, dated March 12, 1986
was reviewed for adequacy of response to the Division's letter
of February 4, 1986. The response consisted of a partial
response to the Division's concerns and cannot be considered
complete enough at this time to prepare a technical analysis
and CHIA findings document.

Final rule ammendments for UMC 700.5 and UMC 788.12,
dated January 16, 1986 require that "any extensions to the
approved permit area, except for Incidental Boundary Changes,
must be processed and approved through application for a new
permit and may not be approved under this section" (emphasis

added).

The Division Policy for Mining and Reclamation Plan
Content Requirements for Lease Ammendments to Coal Permits,
dated November 19, 1985, states "the proposed permit
application should stand on its own, i.e., contain all
necessary information to fully describe and suport all
activities and impacts directly associated with mining the
additional lease area". Additionally, the policy states that
"For those items which will not be impacted or changed by the
additional lease area, the permit application may refer back to
an approved MRP by referencing the chapter and page number or
section" (emphasis added), and "...(the lease application) will
be considered a new permit and as such each regulation must be
addressed...... some by reference...".

The two submittals recieved to date do not meet those
criteria.

Recommendations: The applicant must make a diligent effort to
compile (including references to the existing MRP by volume and
page) a complete permit application that can stand on its own.
Specific concerns with the applicant's submittals to date are

as follows:
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Memo to File
ACT/007/005
April 16, 1986

Page 6, January 13, 1986 submittal. The applicant must
commit to conducting all proposed new monitoring (i.e.

station S11-1) according to the recently adopted water

quality monitoring guidelines prepared by the Division.
Additionally, the applicant must commit to a date when

monitoring will commence,.

The monitoring plan for the proposed lease area must be
developed more specifically. An adequate monitoring
plan can only be developed following a determination of
the existing geologic conditions at the site. The
information requested in the Divisions February 4th,
1986 letter (additionally reiterated in this document)
concerning the geologic structure, strike and dip of the
affected formations, and projected subsidence area must
be completed and included in the rationale used to
determine representative monitoring locations. The
applicant must propose monitoring locations based upon
this information. Following the determination of the
above information, the Division will be available to
assist in the selection of representative sampling
points. Additionally, all sources of water with an
associated water right in the area of projected
subsidence must be included in the plan.

Response to DOGM comment 784.14(b)(3), March 10, 1986
submittal from Skyline. The applicant must compile and
submit all data collected in the lease and adjacent
areas. This data is to include baseline data collected
for the original MRP submittal (referencing by specific
volume, page and/or plate is acceptable) and all data
collected since the submittal of the original MRP. The
applicant must summarize this data, drawn conclusions
based upon that summary, and include a discussion
addressing the requirements of UMC 783.15, 783.16, and
784.14 (c).

Response to DOGM comment 784.14(b)(2), March 10, 1986
submittal from Skyline. The applicant has not clearly
answered the question. Chart 1 depicts the past
correlation between the mine water produced and the
production of coal in tons/month. The analysis needs to
be taken a step further and the applicant must discuss
what conclusions can be extrapolated from the data and
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Memo to File
ACT/007/005
April 16, 1986

how the inclusion of the new lease will affect the mine
water produced (i.e. production per month verses
expected mine water discharged). The sedimentation
system at the minesite is currently operating near full
capacity and is not designed to handle significant
amounts of expected minewater.

5. Attachment A, March 10, 1986 submittal, paragraph 2. A
copy of Ground Water in Eccles Canyon (Roy P. Full) was
not included in the submittal. The Division requests
that this report be submitted.

In conclusion (and for the applicant's reference), the
following hydrology related regulations have been determined to
be applicable to the New Lease proposal and must be addressed.
It is suggested that the applicant address each subsection of
each regulation in sequential order to expedite and facilitate
a prompt review and approval. The information submitted to
date should be incorporated into this final package.

783.13-Description of Hydrology and Geology

783.14-Geology Description

783.15-Groundwater Description

783.16-Surface water description

783.17-Alt. water supply information.

784,14-Protection of Hydrologic Balance

786.19(c)~-Probable hydrologic cumulative impacts

817.46 and 50-Sediment ponds and Underground entry discharges
(applicable only if analysis indicates an expected significant
increase in mine water)

cc: L. Braxton
D. Cline
D. Darby
S. Linner

0317R-82



April 16, 1986

To: Technical File
From: David W. Darby?j)&t2>
RE: U.S. Fuel Co., Skyline Mine, Determination of Completeness

Review Response, Lease Modification, ACT/007/005, Folder
No. 3, Carbon Co., Utah

Summary: The geologic, hydrologic and subsidence aspects of
Skyline's lease modification response dated March 12, 1986 has been
reviewed for adequacy. More detail is requested to assertain the
hydrologic connection between ground water aquifers and springs in
and adjacent to the lease area and the potential impacts subsidence
will have on springs, streams and aquifers.

The technical information requested should be provided as a
seperate review submittal that can stand alone in describing the
hydrologic and geologic parameters of the lease area.

Recommendations: The applicant should evaluate the geclogic
structure and stratigraphy with respect to mining activities and
relate potential subsidence effects to the surrounding hydrologic
regime. The applicant should provide maps, data and referceces of
geologic and hydrologic submittals to substantiate responses.

Specific concerns are as follows:

1). List the type of mining that will take place on the new
lease.

2). List all coal seams to be mined and the thickness of each
coal seam. Provide an isopach map of the overburden and portray
each geoclogic unit down to and including the formation below the
lowest coal seam to be mined (including litho facies changes).

3). Evaluate the structure of the lease area showing all
faults, folds and the attitude of each formation.

4). Establish all aquifers on and adjacent to the lease area
and their hydrologic association to springs and streams.

5). Evaluate groundwater flow patterns




6). Establish potential subsidence impacts showing areas,
structures and renuable resources in the zone of subsidence and
evaluate potential effects to those features.

The following regulations have been determined to be applicable to
the lease proposal.

783.13 Description of Hydrology and Geology
783.14 Description of Geology

783.15 Groundwater Description

784.14 Protection of Hydrologic Balance
786.19 Probable Cumulative Hydrologic Impacts
784,20 Subsidence Control Plan

817.123-126 Subsidence Control

cc: S. Linner
Q005R-16
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April 21, 1986

T0: Technical File
FROM: Rick P. Summers, Reclamation Hydrologisgffs
RE: Revision of Condition #1, Removal and Disposal of

Sediments from Sedimentation Pond g f§tah Fuel Co.,
Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005, Foldery 3 jand 4, Carbon, Co.

Utah. oS

summary

The Division approved the designs for diversion BC-12
with one condition in the letter to Glen Zumwalt dated January
15, 1986. This condition essentially requires 4 inch riprap to
be placed in the diversion. Following discussions with Keith
Zobel and Keith Welch at the Division offices on March 14,
1986, it was agreed that the railroad ballast material
available at the site could be used for riprap of the channel.
They informed me the material was 2 inch plus and I responded
that I would complete the diversion design and revise the
condition.

Recommendations

Analysis of the proposed 2 inch riprap indicate that
the riprap is adequate for the expected flow velocities (4.01
fps) resulting from a 50 yr - 24 hr event. Since the
regulations only require a 10 yr. -24 hr. design, the diversion
is overdesigned and should be approved (see attached technical
memo for calculations and rationale). I recommend that we
revise the condition referenced above as follows:

Condition #1 (revised). The applicant must commit to

installation of a channel lining of two (2) inch material
in diversion BC-12 prior to July 15, 1986. The diversion
must be ripraped to provide for a depth of flow of 1.0 ft.

for the entire reach.

cc: L. Braxton
S. Linner
D. Lof
6000R-2
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‘ ‘ STATE OF UTAH
k)l NATURAL RESOURCES Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

. £9 Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
o . .
il, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Divisiorn Director

355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 « 801-538-5340

May 6, 1986 -

Mr. Allen Klein, Administrator
Office of Surface Mining
Brooks Towers

1020 15th Street

Denver, Colorado 80202

Dear Mr. Klein:

RE: MRP Amendment, Request to Amend Aquatic Monitoring Plan,
Utah Fuel Company, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed, please find eight (8) copies of Utah Fuel Company's
plans for MRP Amendment, request to Amend Agquatic Monitoring Plan,
for their Skyline Mine in Carbon County, Utah. This material is for
your review, information and files. Should your office wish to
provide comments, please do SO (or call us directly) by May 22,
1986. The Division anticipates completing its review by this date.

If you have any guestions or need additional information, please
contact me or Susan Linner, Permit Supervisor at (801) 538-5340.

Sincerely,

| ;/Lg?y/u’ j%/ﬂ///é(j//

D. Wayne Hedberg/
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

jvb
cc: S. Linner
0l141R-29

an equal opportunity employer




krj STATE OF UTAH

v NATURAL RESOURCES Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

! £ Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Qil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

May 7, 1986

Mr. Dennis Dalley

Department of Health

Division of Environmental Health
P. 0. Box 2500

Salt Lake City, Utah 84101

Dear Mr. Dalley:

Re: MRP Amendment, Request to Amend Aquatic Monitoring Plan,
Utah Fuel Company, Skyline Mine, AC1/007/005, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed, please find two (2) copies of Utah Fuel Company's
plans for MRP Amendment, reguest to Amend Aguatic Monitoring Plan,
for their Skyline Mine in Carbon County, Utah. This material is for
your review, information and files. Should your office wish to
provide comments, please do so (or call us directly) by May 22,
1986. The Division anticipates completing its review by this date.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please
contact me or Susan Linner, Permit Supervisor at (801) 538-5340.

Sincerely,

Kb ;z%j_

D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

jvb
cc: S. Linner
0141R-30

an equal opportunity employer



k‘ ‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Directer
Oil, Gas & Mining 7 Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center » Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

September 11, 1986

Mr. Robert L. Morgan

State Engineer

Division of Water Rights
1636 West North Temple

Salt Lake City, Utah 84116

Dear Mr. Morgan:

Re: Five Year Mine Plan Submittal Coastal States, Skyline
Mine, ACT/007/005, Folder No. 2, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed please find one (1) copy of the Five Year Mine
Plan Submittal, Coastal States, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005,
Carbon County, Utah. This information is being forwarded for
Teview by the Dam Safety and Water Rights sections of your
~office in accordance with our Divisions' Memorandum of
Understanding (MQU).

As you will recall, the MOU between our Divisions' calls
for the following for the Dam Safety Sectiaon:

B. Mine Plan Review:

1. Upon submission of a mining and reclamation plan
to DOGM, the DOGM will forward a copy of the
mining and reclamation plan to Dam Safety. 1If
information additional to that contained in the
operator's submission is required, Dam Safety is
responsible for contacting the operator to obtain
such information. Copies of such requests and
also copies of the company's submittal in
response to the request will be submitted to DOGM.

2. Within 30 days of receipt of the mining and
reclamation plan, Dam Safety shall contact DOGM
with their final response to the agency's
proposed action on the operator's application,

an equal opportunity employer

o




Page 2
Mr. Robert L. Morgan, State Engineer
September 11, 1986

3. If Dam Safety proposes to reject the plan for
failure to meet water retention safety standards,
the DOGM will call a conference between the state
and the operator at the earliest possible date.

The Division appreciates your cooperation and asks that
all comments and communications, regarding the mining and
reclamation plan review, be channeled through this office to
allow a single set of stipulations and requirements to be sent
to the operator. The Division is attempting to complete its
review of these plans by November 11, 1986. If your agency has
any comments on these plans please forward them by the above
date. If you have any questions, please contact myself or
Susan C. Linner of my staff.

Sincerely,

Lowell Braxton
Administrator

Mineral Resource Development
and Reclamation Program

JL:jvb
Enclosure
0095R



NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Qil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

k‘} STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

September 11, 1986

Mr. William H. Geer, Director
Division of Wildlife Resources
1596 West North Temple

Salt Lake City, Utah 84116

Dear Mr. Geer:

Re: Five Year Mine Plan Submittal Coastal States, Skyline
Mine, ACT/007/005, Folder No. 2, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed please find one (1) copy of the Five Year Mine
Plan Submittal, Coastal States, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005,
Carbon County, Utah. This information 1is being forwarded for
review by the Division of Wildlife Resources (DWR) in
accordance with our Divisions' Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU).

As you may recall, the MOU between our Divisions' calls
for the following:

B. Mine Plan Review

1. Upon submission of a mining and reclamation plan to
DOGM, the DOGM will notify the DWR in writing of the
need for consultation in evaluation of the plan with
respect to fish and wildlife resources as required by
MC 786.17(a)(2). DOGM will provide a copy of such
plan to DWR when available.

2. The DWR will respond to DOGM 1in writing within 60 days
of receipt of the plan with an evaluation of the
adequacy or inadequacy of the fish and wildlife plan
submitted by the operator to avoid, ameliorate or
mitigate impacts of the proposed operation on wildlife
resources.

an equal cpportunity employer
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Mr, William H. Geer, Director
September 11, 1986

The Division appreciates your ccoperation and asks that all
comments and communlcatlons, regarding the mining and
reclamation plan review, be channeled through this office to
allow a single set of stipulations and requirements to be sent
to the operator. The Division is attempting to complete its
review of these plans by November 11, 1986. If your agency has
any comments on these plans please forward them by the above
date. If you have any questions, please contact me or Susan C.
Linner of my staff,

Sincerely,

Lowell Braxtaon
Administrator

Mineral Resource Development
and Reclamation Program

JL:jvb
Enclosure
0095R



STATE OF UTAH

. Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
NATU RAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Qil, Gas & Mining

Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

September 11, 1986

Mr. Melvin T. Smith

State Historic Preservation Officer
Utah State Historical Society

300 Rio Grande

Salt Lake City, Utah 84101

Dear Mr. Smith:

Re: Five Year Mine Plan Submittal Coastal States, Skyline Mine,
ACT/007/005, Folder No. 2, Carbon County, Utan

Enclosed please find one (1) copy of the Five Year Mine
Plan Submittal, Coastal States, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005,
Carbon County, Utah. This information 1s being forwarded for
review by the Division of State History in accordance with our
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU).

As you may recall, the MOU between our Divisions' calls for
the following:

B. Mining Plan:

1. Upon submission of a coal mining and reclamation
plan to the Division of 0il, Gas & Mining, the
Division of 0il, Gas & Mining will notify the
SHPO in writing of the need for consultation and
evaluation of the plan with respect to historic
and cultural resources. The Division of 0il, Gas
& Mining will provide a copy of the relevant
portion of the plan to the SHPO.

2. The SHPO will respond to the Division of 0il, Gas
& Mining in writing within 30 days of receipt of
the notification. The SHPO will include in such
response an evaluation of the adequacy or
inadequacy of the plan submitted by the operator
to avoid, ameliorate or mitigate impacts of the
proposed operation on historic and cultural
resources,

an equal ooportunity employer
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Mr. Melvin T. Smith

September 11,

1986

Where the proposed mining plan, will, in the
judgment of the SHPO, adversely effect sites
listed on, or potentially eligible for listing on
the National Register of Historic Places, the
SHPO shall proceed pursuant to 36 CFR 8C0. The
SHPO will further assist the Division of 0il, Gas
& Mining in its requirements set forth in MC
761.12(f) of the Coal Mining Regulations and make
recommendations for survey and mitigation as
appropriate.

The Division appreciates your cooperation and asks that
all comments and communications, regarding the mining and
reclamation plan review, be channeled through this office to
allow a single set of stipulations and requirements to be sent
to the operator. The Division is attempting to complete its
review of these plans by November 11, 1986. If your agency has
any comments on these plans please forward them by the above
date. If you have any questions, please contact me or Susan C.
Linner of my staff.

JL:jvb
Enclosure
0095R

Sincerely,

R

Lowell Braxton

Administrator

Mineral Resource Development
and Reclamation Program



STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

355 W. North Temple » 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 « 801-538-5340

September 11, 19386

Mr. Kenneth Alkema

Department of Health

Division of Environmental Health
P. 0. Box 2500

Salt Lake City, Utah 84101

Dear Mr. Alkema:

Re: Five Year Mine Plan Submittal Coastal States, Skyline
Mine, ACT/007/005, Folder No. 2, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed please find one (1) copy of the Five Year Mine
Plan Submittal, Coastal States, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005,
Carbon County, Utah. This information is being forwarded for
review by the Division of Environmental Health of your office.

As you will recall, the MOU between our Divisions' calls
for the following:

B. Mine Plan Review.

1. Upon submission of a mining and reclamation plan
to DOGM, the DOGM, shall, in consultation with
DOH, review the operator's list of licenses,
permits or approvals to determine whether or not
approvals from DOH have been issued.

2. If any permits or approvals from the DOH have not
been issued, the DOGM will submit to the DOH
those parts of the permit application containing
matters within the DOH's jurisdiction or interest
for review and response and inform the operator
in writing that he must contact DOH for the
appropriate permits and approvals.

3. If additional information is required by DOH for
any permit or approval, the DOH shall contact the
operator for such information. Copies of any
such requests and the operator's reponse to such
request shall be forwarded by DOH to DOGM.

an equal opportunity employer
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Mr. Kenneth Alkema
September 11, 1986

4, Within two weeks of receipt by DOGM of the mining
operator's submission and any additional
information reguested, each DOH bureau shall
contact the DOGM with preliminary written
notification of the status of any outstanding
permits or approvals. If DOH determines to
reject the operator's permit application or has
any major problems with the operator's mine plan,
the DOGM may convene a conference between the
state agencies and the operator as soon as
possible.

5. The DOH will make every effort to have their
response to the mine plan and any other DOH
permits and approvals finally completed within 60
days of the DOH receipt for the operator's
complete application for DOH permits and
approvals.

The Division appreciates your cooperation and asks that
all comments and communications, regarding the mining and
reclamation plan review, be channeled through this office to
allow a single set of stipulations and requirements to be sent
to the operator. The Division is attempting to complete its
review of these plans by November 11, 1986. If your agency
has any comments on these plans please forward them by the
above date. If you have any guestions, please contact me or
Susan C. Linner of my staff.

Sincerely,

Lowell Braxton
Administrator

Mineral Resource Development
and Reclamation Program

JL:jvb
Enclosure
009 5R



STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governcr

i irector
QOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Direc
g{:\rgfsABt-i\aiEnSing Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 « Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

September 11, 1986

Mr. Allen Klein, Administrator
O0ffice of Surface Mining
Brooks Towers

1020 15th Street

Denver, Coloradoc 80202

Dear Mr. Klein:

Re: Five Year Mine Plan Submittal Coastal States, Skyline
Mine, ACT/007/005, Folder No. 2, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed please find seven (7) copies of the Five Year
Mine Plan Submittal, Coastal States, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005,
Carbon County, Utah. This information is being forwarded for
your information.

The Division appreciates your cooperation and asks that
all comments and communications, regarding the mining and
reclamation plan review, be channeled through this office to
allow a single set of stipulations and requirements to be sent
to the operator. The Division is attempting to complete its
review of these plans by November 11, 1986. If you have any
comments on these plans please forward them by the above date.
If you have any questions, please contact me or Susan C. Linner
of my staff.

Sincerely,

Leet R

Lowell Braxton

Administrator

Mineral Resource Development
and Reclamation Program

jvb
Enclosure
009 5R

an squal opportunity employer



k‘ )\ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

v NATURAL RESQURCES Dee C. #ansen, Execuiive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
355 W. North Tempie - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

November 18, 1986

Mr. Vernal J. Mortensen

Vice President, Utah Operations
Coastal States Energy

175 East 400 South, Suite 800
Salt Lake City, Utah 84526

Dear Mr. Mortensen:

Re: Utah Fuel Company, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed is an Initial Completeness Review of Utah Fuels Skyline
Mine five-year permit renewal package. Deficiencies noted in this
review fall in three broad categories:

(a) Information that must be incorporated into the plan prior
to approval (legal financial clarification, references to
baseline studies, clarification of disturbed acreages,
etc.).

(b) Information required to update the existing permit
application prior to approval (current compliance
information, etc.).

(c) Specific technical data (e.g., classification of Troads
supported by requisite design information, etc.).

Upon approval, the new mine plan will completely supercede the
plan presently in existence. On this basis all resource
information, consultants' reports, baseline information, must be
incorporated into or appended to the new plan.

an equal opporiunity employer
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Mr. Vernal J. Mortensen
ACT/007/005

November 18, 1986

A complete response to the enclosed deficiencies to the Division
of 0il, Gas and Mining by January 15, 1987 will allow our review
prior to the April 30, 1987 expiration date for the existing
permit. Should additional information be required, please advise.

Sincerely,

j«%/"@%

Lowell P. Braxton
Administrator

Mineral Resources Development
and Reclamation Program

jvb

Enclosures

cc: Glen Zumwalt w/encolsures
Keith Zobell
Ken May
S. Linner

0799R~-53



Initial Completeness Review

Permit Renewal
Utah Fuel Company
Skyline Mine
ACT/007/005
Carbon County, Utah

November 18, 1986

GENERAL COMMENTS - DL

1. "Part 1 - Legal, Financial Compliance Information", should
be reformatted to follow and address the information
requirements of UMC 782 in the same order as each pertinent
regulation.

2. Through a cursory review it appears that many of the
Maps/Figures throughout the PAP do not include or indicate
the entire permit area but just the coal lease area.

UMC 782.13

Identification of Interests - DL/SCL

Map 1-1 entitled, "Coal and Surface Ownership Permit and
Adjacent Area" (pg 1-11) is too small of scale and is illegible.

The applicant must provide complete information regarding the
Scofield Waste Rock Disposal Site pertinent to UMC 782.13.

(a)(2)

(a)(4)

(b)(3)

The applicant must provide clear information in the
text and on Map 1-1 which states who the legal or
equitable owner(s) of record of the surface area to be
affected by surface operations and facilities is.

The applicant must state whether, or not, there are
any purchasers of record under a real estate contract
of affected surfaces areas or coal to be mined.

The applicant must clearly state whether, or not,
Skyline Coal Company has previously operated
underground or surface coal mining activities in the
United States within the five years preceding the date
of application.

On Page 1-4 the applicant states that Coastal States.
Energy Company currently owns a mine operated by
Southern Utah Fuel Company. However, it does not



(c)

(d)

(e)

(9)

state whether, or not, this is the only coal mining
activity in the U. S., within the five years preceding
the date of application, which Coastal States Energy
Company has operated.

The applicant must provide the information required by this
regulation for all owners and purchasers included in the
applicants response to comments regarding

UMC 782.13(a)(2) and (4).

The applicant states on page 1-8 of the PAP that two mining
permits are currently held by the applicant. The applicant
must also state whether, or not, the applicant held any
previous coal mining permits in the United States
subsequent to 1970 and if any other coal mining permits are
pending.

Phelps-Dodge, Kemmerer Coal Company and Utah Power and
Light Company are all shown on Map 1-1 as being owners of
record of surface areas contiguous to the proposed permit
area. However, on page 1-16 of the PAP they are not listed
as contiguous surface land owners. The applicant must
clarify whether, or not, the above are in fact contiguous
land owners, and if so include their names and addresses in
the text.

Looking at Map 1-1 it is difficult to determine who the
surface and subsurface owners are contiguous to the eastern
most projection of the permit area in the SE 1/4, Section
17, Township 13 South, Range 7 East. The applicant must
provide information in the text and Map 1-1 regarding
ownership of the above mentioned parcel.

Kaiser Steel is shown on Map 1-1 as being the owner of
record of mineral acreage contiguous to the proposed permit
area. However, on pages 1-16, 17 of the PAP they are not
listed as contiguous mineral acreage owners. The applicant
must clarify whether, or not, Kaiser Steel is a contiguous
subsurface landowner, and if so include their name and
address in the text.

The applicant must state in the text and on Map 1-1 who the
owners of record are of the three parcels of land
designated on Map 1-1 as "ROW Easement-Skyline Property."

The applicant should indicate interest in the contiguous
120 acre lease, since an application has been made with the
Bureau of Land Management.



uMC

On page 1-18 of the PAP the applicant states that some
836.57 acres of minerals (less oil and gas), which are
contiguous to the permit area, were deeded to the applicant
by Kaiser Steel Corporation on April 9, 1980. Is the
acreage referred to on this page, those identified on

Map 1-1 as "Utah Fuel Company" in Section 12, Township 13
South, Range 6 East and Sections 18 & 17, Township 13
South, Range 6 East? If this is true why aren't these
acreages identified as Coastal States Energy - Coal
instead? The applicant must clarify in the text and

Map 1-1 the subsurface ownership of the parcels in question.

782.14 Compliance Information - SCL

(c) The applicant must provide all information required by this
section for violations received within the last three years
prior to submittal of the application.

782.15 Right of Entry and Operations Information — DL

(a) The applicant must provide clear and complete documentation
of thelr legal right to enter and begin underground mining
activities in the permit area, including the Scofield Waste
Rock Disposal Site; i.e. U. S. Forest Service Special Use
Permits, complete documentation of the subleasing and/or
assignment of coal leases to the applicant, documentation
of right-of-ways or easements indicated on Map 1-1, etc.

782.17 Permit Term Information - DL

The applicant should submit mine development maps for the permit
term in order to help explain information required for this
section.

(a) In Section 1.10.3 of the permit it states that the "total
acreage to be disturbed by underground mining during the
life of the entire mining operation is 47.6 acres." This
statement 1s inaccurate, a more accurate statement would be
47.6 acres is the number of acres disturbed for the mines
surface facilities. The prior statement inferred that the
affected area would be 47.6 acres.

The operator must explain how the figure "1,295.59 acres"
of affected area for the first five years is derived. The
acreage given is confusing since Mine No. 1 will cover
1,128.47 acres, Mine No. 3 will cover 755.13 acres and
there will be 46.32 acres disturbed for surface facilities.

According to current Division records the applicant is
bonded for 75.8 acres of disturbance. The PAP states that
the total surface disturbance for the life of the project
will be 47.6 acres. Please explain the discrepancy between
these two figures.



UMC 782.18 Personal Injury and Property Damage Insurance
Information— DL

The applicant must provide the required information.

UMC 782.19 Identification of Other Licenses and Permits - DL

(b) The applicant must provide addresses for all issuing
authorities.

(c) The applicant must provide the identification numbers for
all the permits and licenses.

UMC 782.21 Newspaper Advertisement and Proof of Publication - DL

The applicants announcement must include the applicants business
address.

The applicants proposed announcement only describes the legal
boundaries of the lease area. The applicants announcement must
provide a legal description of the entire permit area, which
should include at a minimum the lease area, conveyor corridor,
loadout facilities, and Scofield Waste Rock Disposal Site.

The announcement must include information regarding mining
within 100 feet of the outside right-of-way of a public road, as
per UMC 786.11(a)(5).

UMC 783.12 General Environmental Resources Information - SCL

(b) The applicant must reference the archaeological survey
(Vol. A-4) and the sign-off received from the State
Historic Preservation Officer to make this section complete.

UMC 783.12 General Environmental Resource Information — JRH

All resource information, consultant's reports, base line
information and information referenced in this section as well as in
all sections of the MRP shall be included as appendices to this
MRP. The previously approved plan will no longer remain valid upon
approval of the new 5-year permit thus all pertinent information
required for the new permit must be contained within the new plan.

UMC 783.13 Description of the Hydrology and Geology — DD

The operator shall provide a complete description of the
hydrology. Describe the effects mining will have on the springs in
Huntington Canyon, flow in Huntington Creek, regional and perched
aquifers and increased flow to Eccles Creek.



UMC 783.14 Geologic Description — DD

The operator shall submit logs of drill holes showing the
lithology of the strata.

UMC 783.15 Ground Water Information — DD

The operator shall discuss the depth below the surface and the
horizontal extent of the water tables and aquifers, the lithology fo
the aquifers, the use of the water in aquifers and the quality of
subsurface waters.

The operator will be required to describe the quantity of water
on the permit area that discharges into Huntington Creek.

UMC 783.16 Surface Water Information - DC

The operator must submit a summary of all surface water quality
data that has been collected to date. The summary must include
minimum, maximum, and average discharge conditions which identify
critical low flows and peak discharge rates for all surface water
monitoring stations. The summary must also contain information to
identify the characteristics of surface waters sufficient to
identify seasonal variations of total dissolved solids, total
suspended solids, acidity, pH, total and dissolved iron, and total
manganese at all surface water stations.

The operator must include a discussion of any discharge from
abandoned portals in and adjacent to the permit area. Specifically,
this discussion should include Winter Quarters Canyon, Green Canyon,
Blowout Canyon, Upper Huntington Canyon, and any other known portal
discharge in the area.

Tables 2.4-1 and 2.4-2 must state what years this summary was
derived from. Additionally, any tables or summaries prepared from
the information listed above, should include what years the
summaries are derived from.

Discussions of surface water quality in Chapter 2.4 of the
Mining and Reclamation Plan must be referenced if water quality
parameters are quantified. This chapter includes numerous water
quality quantification without being referenced. The methodology
and calculations used by the Pacific Southwest Inter—-Agency
Committee to determine the sediment yield at the Skyline project
area must be presented for review,

The operator must submit a summary of the rainfall/snowfall at.
the Boardinghouse Peak weather station and any rainfall/snowfall
data collected at the minesite. Additionally, the average annual
precipitation values presented on page 2-122 must be referenced.



UMC 783.17 Alternative Water Supply Information - RS

The applicant should update the water rights discussion to
include information current to the submittal date.

UMC 783.18 Climatological Information — LK

The data from the NOAA weather station located at the mine site
should be summarized and presented in the application (in the
baseline data volume suggested under UMC 783.19).

UMC 783.19 Vegetation Information - LK

The application does not include sufficient data on total
vegetation cover and woody plant density. Data on cover by species,
productivity, range condition, sample adequacy (including
methodology on determination of standard deviation of sample size),
similarity of predisturbed vegetation with reference areas and a
list of species found in each vegetation type, including a negative
determination for threatened and endangered plant species is located
in volume A-5. Based on verbal communication with Mr. Keith Zobell,
a letter is being prepared which indicates that volumes A-1 thru A-8
of the current permit contain the required baseline studies. This
data needs to be incorporated into the mine plan by reference.

Map 2.7.1.1 (vegetation map) does not show the location of the
sagebrush and riparian reference areas. The application must also
discuss how each reference area is marked in the field.

The limits of surface disturbance should be shown on the
vegetation map.

Adequate vegetation data, including a map which shows the
location of the reference area for the Waste Rock Disposal Site is
located in a submittal dated March 28, 1984. This data needs to be
incorporated into the repermit application.

UMC 783.20 Fish and Wildlife Information - LK

The application should include and reference the results of the
big game migration studies conducted in Eccles Canyon. This could
be included in the "baseline data" volume suggested under UMC 783.19.

UMC 783.21 -~ Soil Survey — JSL

This section is not complete. The applicant must include
the updated order 1 and order 2 soil survey for all areas to be
disturbed. The submitted soils map is not sufficient. A soils map
for the load out area and the conveyor belt area must be submitted.
All soil maps/surveys must be surveyed to a series level of



intensity, not the family level (see soils map). "Cryoboralls" must
be changed to Cryoborolls on the soils map. The applicant may
submit the referred to soil survey in Volume A-8. However, maps
3-100-C, 2-101-C through 2-109-C are illegible. Clear and concise
soil maps must be submitted. The soil survey must also include the
present and potential productivity and the moisture regime for each
soil series.

UMC 783.24-25 Maps: General Requirements, Cross Sections, Maps, and

Plans - JRH

Maps pertaining to the reclamation of the affected area are not
clear in indicating the affected area boundaries, the number of
acres affected, reclamation contours or finished grades, location
and identification of specific reclamation treatments for
corresponding areas, and do not provide reclamation treatments for
the rock waste disposal facility and the loadout facility. Maps
should be upgraded to include this information in order to make the
plan clear and comprehensive as well as to determine the quantities
required in determining the reclamation costs for bonding. This
section is not considered complete.

REFER TO ENGINEERING GUIDELINES ON STARTING ON PAGE 49.

UMC 783.25 Cross—Sections, Maps, and Plans - DC

The operator must submit cross-sections, maps and plans showing
the location and extent of sub-surface water within and adjacent to
the permit area, including the areal and vertical distribution of
aquifers and a portrayal of seasonal differences in head in
different aquifers.

UMC 783.25 Cross—-Sections, Maps and Plans - DD

The operator shall submit geologic cross sections of the mine
plan area indicating the attitudes of beds, location of coal seams,
aquifers, faults and bore holes.

The operator shall submit maps showing known workings of active
and inactive mines on and adjacent to the mine plan area.

UMC 784.13 Reclamation Plan: General Requirements - JRH

(b)(3) No maps or cross sections are provided of the affected
areas which are sufficient to determine the amount of
earthwork which will be required during reclamation.
The Operator shall provide adequate drawings in order
to determine the location and disposition of excess
spoils and mine development waste. The Operator shall
provide contour maps and or cross sections indicating



UMC 784.13

the original surface contours, the surface
configuration planned during mining operations and the
proposed configuration of the surface upon completion
of reclamation. These maps and cross sections shall
be utilized in determining the amount of earthwork
required during reclamation activities for the bond
cost estimate.

No conceptual or planned post-reclamation contours for
the rock waste disposal site or the loadout facilities
area are found in the mining and reclamation plan.
Those contour maps provided for the mine facilities
area are not of sufficient scale to provide
information for regrading of the area. This part of
the mining and reclamation plan is not considered
adequate.

REFER TO ENGINEERING GUIDELINES ON STARTING ON PAGE 4.

Revegetation Plan - LK

(b)(5)

Clarification is needed in the plan to identify what
has been done (contemporaneous reclamation) and what
the proposed final revegetation plan is. A map
showing where each final seed mix, seeding/planting
method, mulching method, etc. will be used should be
provided.

The operator is also requested to provide a map which
identifies what areas have been seeded and correlate
the map with the specific plans identified in the text.

(ii) The seed mixes listed in Tables 4.7-1 through
4.7-3 and the seed mix for the waste disposal
area are not acceptable in that they lack
diversity and seeding/planting rates are too high
for several species. As discussed with Mr. Keith
Zobell on October 31, 1986, the attached seed
mixes and rates would be acceptable.

(iv) The applicant needs to provide the application
rates for straw and hydromulch and provide plans
for how it will be anchored to the soil.

(v) Please clarify what constitutes lower
precipitation or irregularities in distribution
that would indicate irrigation is necessary.
Also, since 1t appears that irrigation will be
used only as part of a contingency plan, please
note that DOGM approval of an irrigation plan
must be obtained before it is implemented.



(vi) The applicant needs to correlate the areas of
revegetation with the specific reference area(s)
that will be used to determine revegetation
success. The applicant must also develop a
monitoring plan for final reclamation. Also, the
applicant must identify the success criteria for
the waste rock disposal area.

UMC 784.14 Reclamation Plan: Protection of Hydrologic Balance - DC

(c) The operator must include a discussion of the probable
hydrologic consequences of the mining activities with
respect to the quality of water in the surface and
groundwater systems under all seasonal conditions,
including the contents of total dissolved and suspended
solids, total iron, pH, total manganese and oil and
grease. Analysis of probable hydrologic consequences to
surface and groundwater quantity should include changes in
stream discharge (i.e. reduced flow due to runoff
interception, increased flow due to discharge of mine
water), reduced springflow, affects on seasonal timing of
high and low flows, and groundwater depletion. Probable
hydrologic consequences must be analyzed at the mine site,
loadout area and the disposal area.

A discussion of the effects on the surface and groundwater
systems due to encountering and discharging water made in
the mine must be included.

(b)(3) The operator has submitted a plan for reporting
surface and ground water monitoring on pages 2-98 and
2-118. However, the operator must commit to submit an
annual report that includes a summary of all water
quality data for the previous year.

UMC 784.15 Postmining Land Use - LK

The applicant must provide written comments from the surface
owner stating that the access road to the waste rock disposal area
is needed for the post mining land use.

UMC 784.16 Reclamation Plan: Ponds, Impoundments, Banks, Dams, And

Embankments - RPS

(a)(1) (1) The general plan for the sedimentation ponds must
be certified as required under this part.
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(a)(1)(ii) The cross-sections depicted on Plates 3.2.1-2 and
3.2.1-4 should be located on Plates 3.2.1-3 and
3.2.1-1. The cross-sections should depict the
following elevations with numerical values: top
of embankment, sediment storage volume, 10 year-
24 hour runoff event volume, elevation of decant
structures, primary and emergency spillway
elevations, elevation of 25 year- 24 hour (or
larger) runoff event flow level, elevation of
junction of spillway riser and barrel, and
elevation of spillway outlet.

UMC 784.18 Relocation or Use of Public Roads - JRH

Forest Development Road 50227 passes through the mine site and
was designated as a State Road (264) in the spring of 1986 as
indicated in part 4.15 of the Operator's mining and reclamation plan.

The operator does not include a description of what measures
will (are) to be used to protect the public interests as required
under UMC 761.12(d).

The Operator has not included or referenced the approvals or
use permits which are currently in effect.

The Operator has not provided a description or referenced the
measures taken to minimize the impacts of conducting coal mining
activities within 100 feet of the right-of-way.

REFER TO ENGINEERING GUIDELINES ON STARTING ON PAGE 2.

UMC 784.19 Underground Development Waste - JRH

The Operator has not incorporated into the mining and
reclamation plan, the detailed investegation and analysis that is
required in the section that was previously submitted to the
Division as the proposal to locate and install the rock waste
disposal facilities at Scofield. That proposal and subsequent
information required to obtain approval for the rock waste disposal
site shall be incorporated into the mining and reclamation plan.

Coal spoils and coal waste materials have been deposited in the
vicinity of the loadout facilities. The location, extent and plans
for final disposition and reclamation of these materials shall also
be incorporated into the mining and reclamation plan.

The Operator needs to incorporate into the plan, the location,
disposition and reclamation treatments of mine waste materials
including sediment pond cleanout materials, materials from cleanup
of pads and ditches and other such mine waste materials that may be
accumulated on the site.



(a) The location and description of the rock waste disposal
site is found on map 4.16.1-1B. The map does not indicate
the location or the extent of the waste material to be
placed at the disposal site. The map does not show the
disturbed area boundaries nor the number of acres
affected. The map does not show suitable cross sections or
other information relating to the amount of cover material
to be placed over the waste, the final slopes or
configuration of the site or any of the pertinent
information regarding operation or reclamation of the
site. This section is not considered adequate.

Proper description and suitable maps and plans for
underground mine development waste disposal must be
incorporated into the mining and reclamation plan. The
plan must include information regarding the design,
installation, maintenance and reclamation of these
facilities.

(b) No geotechnical information or investigation of the rock
waste disposal site is included in the mining and
reclamation plan. The Operator must include this
information for the waste rock disposal site and any other
location of mine waste or mine development waste and this
must be evaluated with regard to the geotechnical stability
of the materials during mining operations and upon
reclamation of the site.

REFER TO ENGINEERING GUIDELINES ON STARTING ON PAGE 20.

UMC 784.19 Underground Develcopment Waste — DC

The operator must submit information concerning the groundwater
system at and in the vicinity of the underground development waste
disposal area. Specifically, the operator must address the
potential for leaching of toxic materials from the waste into the
ground water system. Additionally, the operator must discuss the
hydrologic connection, if any, between any ground water beneath the
disposal area and Pleasant Valley Creek.

UMC 784.20 Subsidence Control Plan - DD

The operator shall indicate the existence and location of
renewable resources.

The operator shall describe the measures to be taken to prevent
subsidence from causing material damage to renewable resources.

The applicant shall describe how mining will be conducted to
prevent damage from subsidence to perennial streams, roads and
highways, springs and pipelines.



UMC 784.21 Fish and Wildlife Plan - LK

The application should include a copy of the U. S§. Fish &
Wildlife Service letter which documents raptor protection on power
lines at the Skyline Mine.

The application does not include the name, address and position
of persons consulted or responsible for the aquatic studies.

The application needs to provide a commitment to promptly report
any threatened or endangered species (plant and animal) not
previously reported which may be discovered within the permit area
or adjacent areas.

UMC 784.24 Transportation Facilities - DC

The operator must submit a discussion and a map of the conveyor
bench from the minesite to the loadout area. Specifically, this
discussion must include drainage controls that have recently been
placed on the bench area. A map showing the location of all water
bars and berms must also be included.



TECHNICAL DEFICIENCIES

UMC 800 Bonding — JRH

The bond estimate provided by the operator is insufficient.
The Operator must provide a detailed cost estimate with calculations
for quantities, equipment selection, productivity and costs with
references. A detailed map of the reclamation treatments to be
implemented on the site, their location and extent is also needed
for determination of the bond amount and for identification of the
affected areas as required in Exhibit "A" of the bond.

Refer to the bonding guidelines attached to this review for
specific requirements regarding bonding.

REFER TO ENGINEERING GUIDELINES ON STARTING ON PAGE 63 AND
GENERAL BONDING AND INSURANCE INFORMATION STARTING ON PAGE 66.

UMC 817.11 Signs and Markers — SCL

(e) The application does not address stream buffer zone
markers. These should be placed within the loadout area
and permit area as required by UMC 817.57.

UMC 817.22 -~ Soil: Removal - JSL

In section 2.11, pg. 2-186 through 188, tables 2.11-1 and
2.11-2 various analytical errors have been identified. The volume
of useable topsoil from the lcad out facility is 35,589 cyd, not
25,589 cyd. The conveyor route, mapping unit 2 useable topsoil
equals 1694 cyd not 2258 cyd. Mapping unit 10 useable topsoil
equals 2017 cyd not 1371 cyd. Mapping unit 13 useable topsoil
equals 806 cyd not 80 cyd. The grand total volume of topsoil would
now equal 131,742 cyd not 120,934. Please amend. Also include the
basis for the determination for a poor soil.

UMC 817.24 — So0il: Redistribution - JSL

(a) The applicant must elaborate on the "necessary measures"
that will be used to ensure topsoil stability on graded
slopes (see pg. 4-27).

(b)(2) The applicant must commit to a minimum ripping depth
of six inches.

(b)(3) The period of time between topsoil redistribution and
revegetation shall not be greater than 30 days, unless
specific applicable soil stabilization techniques are
committed to.



UMC 817.25 — Scil: Nutrients and Soil Amendments - JSL

The applicant must submit a detailed listing of all parameters
to be analyzed for fertilization. The applicant must also include:
(A) Data to support the fertilizer recommendation of 150 1lb per acre
of nitrogen, (B) Specific fertilizer distribution plan (i.e.,
broadcast, band, etc.), and (C) The equipment to be implemented for
fertilizer distribution.

UMC 817.42 Hydrologic Balance: Water Quality Standards and
Effluent Limitations - DC

The operator has delineated the areas that are exempt from UMC
817.42(a)(1) on Figure 3.2.1-3. However, the operator must submit
additional information on each small area exemption. This
information must include the volume of expected runoff from the
design precipitation event, the alternative sediment control
structure with a demonstration that the structure has potential to
treat drainage to meet limitations, the location of the structure on
a map, maintenance methods and schedule and a monitoring plan to
demonstrate compliance with limitation standards.

UMC 817.43 Hydrology Balance: Diversions and Conveyance of
Overland Flow, Shallow Ground Water Flow and Ephemeral
Stream — DC

The operator has included a discussion of diversions in Chapter
3.2 and on Figures 3.2.1-1, 3.2.1-3 and 4.16.1-1B. However, the
discussion presented in the Mining and Reclamation Plan is severely
deficient in diversion design. The following comments must be
addressed by the operator for approval of the diversions. These
comments apply to all diversions in the permit area including the
mine site, the loadout area, and the waste disposal area:

A map(s) of the area draining to each diversion must be
submitted. The map(s) must depict the controls that delineate the
areas (ie, berms, topographic, etc.), disturbed versus undisturbed
areas, and location and label of each diversion. The map should be
of a topographic scale that is sufficient to determine elevation
charge and hydraulic length;

A cross section for each diversion and each section of
diversion that varies in configuration must be submitted;

Designs for each diversion must be submitted. Specifically, a
peak flow for the design event for each diversion must be
submitted. All input assumptions (ie, CN, precipitation watershed
area etc.) and all calculations must be included. From the design
discharge for each diversion the operator must calculate and present
the design velocity and channel capacity. All diversions that will



experience erodible velocities at the design discharge must be lined
and protected to prevent erosion. All channel lining designs must
be submitted for review. These designs must include all input
assumptions (i.e., Manning's n, area, slope etc.) and subsequent
calculations for a stable channel lining.

The above comments apply to both undisturbed diversions around
the minesite and disturbed diversions that report to treatment
facilities.

UMC 817.44 Hydrologic Balance: Stream Channel Diversions - DC

The operator has included a discussion of diverting the three
forks of Eccles Creek under the mine site area in Chapter 3.2.
However, the discussion that is presented is deficient in the design
of the diversions. The following comments must be addressed by the
operator for approval of the diversions.

A map of the area draining to each culvert must be submitted.
The map must depict the controls that delineate the areas, the
location and label of each diversion, and delineate disturbed versus
undisturbed areas. The map should be of a topographic scale that is
sufficient to determine elevation change and hydraulic length.

Designs for each culvert must be submitted. Specifically, a
peak flow for the design event with all input assumptions and
calculations must be submitted. The operator must demonstrate that
the culverts are capable of passing the design event runoff. From
the design discharge the operator must calculate and present the
exit velocities out of the culverts. If exit velocities are
erodible, designs must be submitted for energy dissipators at the
culvert outlets.

The operator has presented a discussion of the stream channel
reclamation in chapter 4.19 The reclamation plans as proposed are
not complete and cannot be considered adequate. The use of site
specific runoff data for peak discharge determinations is encouraged
by the Division, however, this information must be used in
conjunction with the existing natural channel conditions to be
effective. Additionally, the proposal to design the reclaimed
channels with site specific runoff data must also meet the
requirements of this regulation in regards to runoff events.
Specifically, the regulations require that the channel be capable of
passing the 100-yr, 24-hr. precipitation event runoff.

This regulation also requires that the reclaimed channel
approximate the natural stream channel characteristics. These
characteristics must include cross—sectional area, channel bed
slope, pool-riffle ratio, pool-drop ratio, sinuosity ratio and
channel roughness elements.
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The operator must collect and submit information on the
existing channel above and below the diversions. Such information
must include the longitudinal profile of the existing channel,
cross—sections of existing and proposed channel and flood plain,
photo documentation of pre-existing channel, documentation of
pre-existing critical habitat sections as determined in consultation
with Division hydrologist and biologists, and upstream and
downstream cross—sections and hydrologic parameters (Mannings
inputs) to demonstrate equal channel capacity through the diverted
reach. The operator must also demonstrate that the reclaimed
channels will pass the design flow in an environmentally acceptable
manner. This demonstration must include a backwater analysis for
any channel sections steeper than ten percent, energy dissipators
and channel stability and fish habitat and passage if any fish are
present.

UMC 817.46 Hydrologic Balance: Sedimentation Ponds - JRH

(m) The loadout sediment pond does not meet the combined
inslope and outslope criteria of 5:1. The Operator must
provide justification for not achieving this criteria,
request a variance from the Division and or modify the
design of the pond to be in compliance with this section of
the regulations.

REFER TO ENGINEERING GUIDELINES ON STARTING ON PAGE 5.

UMC 817.46 Hydrologic Balance: Sedimentation Ponds -~ RPS

The following deficiencies in the designs for the portal
surface facilities sedimentation pond must be addressed:

1. Section 3.2.1 discusses general pond design
considerations. The application states 31.1 acres
contribute drainage to the pond and references plate
3.2.1-1 for the corresponding area. This plate should
clearly depict the drainage boundary used to determine the
31.1 acres. Each drainage control that delineates this
boundary (i.e. diversion, berm, swale, topographic control,
etc.) must be clearly labeled and located on this plate.
Of particular interest is the drop drain located to the
south of the sediment pond on the shoulder of the State RDA
road. Does this drain collect road drainage and discharge
directly to the sedimentation pond? 1If so, this drainage
must be accounted for in the pond design. If not, the map
must clearly show the drainage control that prevents road
drainage from discharging into the pond.

2. The application should address the requirement to include
the accumulated sediment volume from the discharge of mine
water for a one year period.



The application should contain a contour map of the
sedimentation pond used to determine the available pond
volume. A stage-volume curve including supporting
calculations for the pond should be submitted.

The source for the the precipitation value(s) used in the
design calculations should be cited.

Page 3-18 discusses the average inflow to the pond from
mine water discharge. The applicant should submit data
demonstrating the volume of water pumped from the mine.

The Division considers the average mine water inflow
discussed under UMC 817.46 (c) to be based upon the 24 hour
or daily average. This decision is based upon the intent
of the design criteria for sedimentation ponds. The pond
design is based upon a 24 hour detention time. Clearly,
when a 30 day average is used to design the pond, extreme
values in that period could result in significantly
deficient pond volume during any given 24 hour period. The
worst case scenario could be a large volume of mine water
pumped to the pond in a short period with little or no mine
water pumped during the remainder of the 30 day period.

The average inflow would still be within the 30 day average
limit, but the pond would not have sufficient theoretical
volume to treat a 10 year — 24 hour precipitation event.

The applicant discusses the correlation between mine water
produced and mine production (Figure 4.11.4-A). The
application should update this analysis to include data
collected to date. This analysis should be projected to
determine the increased mine water produced with expected
mine production increases during this permit term. Plans
for the treatment of this increased volume of water must be
submitted. Additionally, inclusion of the actual data used
for the analysis may aid the Division in the development of
the CHIA document for the mine site.

The applicant must submit a monitoring and maintenance plan
to be used to determine and control the maximum volume of
water pumped to the sediment pond during a 24 hour period.

The application must submit design details for the spillway
system. These include:

a. Peak flow determination(s) including referenced
assumptions (including references): CN value(s),
precipitation value(s), time of concentration
calculation (reference inputs to appropriate
map), storm distribution (the SCS type II should
be used for this area), contributing drainage
area).
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b. A stage-discharge curve must be included to
demonstrate the requirements of UMC 817.46 (g)
and (i). This curve must be supported by methods
and calculations (including input values) used to
determine curve. These include elevation of
spillway crest, elevation of junction of riser
and barrel, elevation of spillway outlet, maximum
available water elevation (including free board),
coefficient of pipe inlet, n-value for pipe or
type of pipe, dimensions of all pipes (length),
values of Ko, K¢, Kp. The proposal must
X e . :
include maximum expected mine water discharge in
the design calculations.

The elevation of the decant device should be depicted. The
application should demonstrate the decant system will have
a discharge rate sufficient to meet the required detention
time. If the pond is a total containment design, a
commitment to only dewater the pond following a 24 hour
detention time for all runoff events will be acceptable.

The applicant states the pond will be cleaned at the &0
percent level of the design sediment storage volume
(section 4.13.1). The application should contain the
method used to determine when this elevation is reached.
Sediment volume markers in the pond and/or a commitment to
survey the pond as deemed necessary will adequately address
this requlation. The application briefly discusses the
disposal method and location for sediments removed from the
site in section 4.16.1. The application should describe
this process in more detail (i.e. dewatering the sediments,
control and monitoring of the bypass during pond
dewatering, testing for toxic materials prior to disposal,
etc.). Alternative disposal plans will be acceptable.

All plans and designs for the sediment ponds must be
certified by a registered professional engineer. A
certification statement that the ponds were constructed as
proposed or certified drawings of the as-built structures
must be submitted.

The postmining monitoring plans (related discussion in
sections 4.11.2, 2.3.7, and 2.4.5) should incorporate a
monitoring plan proposed to determine the quality of the
drainage entering the sedimentation pond. The plan should
include monitoring points, frequency of sampling, and a
commitment to sample parameters required by State and
Federal regulations at the time of reclamation.

The application must include a commitment for inspection of
the pond according to UMC 817.46 (t).
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The following deficiencies must be addressed for the loadout
facility area sediment pond:

1. Plate 3.2.1-1 depicts the sediment pond and several
drainage controls that delineate the drainage area for the
pond. However, the hillslope drainage to the south of the
site 1s unclear. The applicant should update this plate to
include the drainage controls in this area. If this area
drains to the pond, the calculations for the design
sediment volume must include a predicted sediment volume
from this area.

2. An error exists in the calculations on page 3-18. Surface
runoff is estimated to be 5.10 inches. Please correct this
typographical error.

3. The applicant should submit the contour map and/or
calculations used to determine the stage-volume curve
presented on Plate 3.2.1-4.

4. Elevations for the sediment storage volume, clean out
level, and decant structure should be given in the
application. Depicting these elevations on map 3.2.1-4
will adequately address this reguirement.

5. Calculations for the runoff volume should include the curve
number used in the determination.

6. Designs for the spillway system must be submitted. These
include the following:

a. Calculation of design flow events. See item #8
discussed previously for required information.

b. The application states on P. 3-19 that a single pipe
is used as the emergency and primary spillway system
and this pipe will pass 30 cfs. The application must
include sufficient information to demonstrate this
statement. Typically, presentation of a
stage-discharge curve (including calculations and
assumptions) depicting the ability to pass the design
events of UMC 817.46 (g) and (i) is submitted to
demonstrate compliance with this regulation. See item
#8 above for detailils. In addition to those items, the
application must contain the diameter of the riser.

C. Map 3.2.1-1 should depict the elevation of the top of
the spillway and the elevation of the design peak flow
depth.



d. The application should demonstrate the decant system
will have a discharge rate sufficient to meet the
required detention time. If the pond is a total
containment design, a commitment to only dewater the
pond following a 24 hour detention time for all runoff
events will be acceptable.

7. Map 3.2.1 states the pond is designed to treat runoff from
5.76 acres, but P. 3-19 states the pond is designed to
treat drainage from 7 acres. Please clarify and insure
this drainage area corresponds to the drainage area
depicted on Map 3.2.1.

8. The application should state how the 60 percent sediment
volume elevation will be determined. The application
should include a plan for removal and disposal of the
sediments accumulated in the pond including a commitment to
test the sediments for toxic materials. See comments under
#10 previously.

9. The pond designs (including maps and plates) must be
certified by a registered professional engineer. A
certification statement that the ponds were constructed as
per the designs or certified as-built drawings must be
submitted.

10. The application should contain a commitment to conduct the
inspections required by UMC 817.46 (t) and contain the
certification reports required by UMC 817.49 (h).

11. The postmining monitoring plans (related discussion in
sections 4.11.2, 2.3.7, and 2.4.5) should incorporate a
monitoring plan proposed to determine the quality of the
drainage entering the sedimentation pond. The plan should
include monitoring points, freguency of sampling, and a
commitment to sample parameters required by State and
Federal regulations at the time of reclamation.

UMC 817.47 Hydrologic Balance: Discharge Structures - RPS

The application must contain designs and plans to protect the
outlet area of the loadout facility sedimentation pond. These plans
must include calculated outlet velocity (for a 25 yr. -24 hour peak
flow event) and energy dissapator designs as needed.

UMC 817.48 Hydrologic Balance: Acid-Forming and Toxic-Forming
Materials - RPS

The application should contain information as to the
toxic-forming potential of the underground development waste from
the mine. If the material is demonstrated to be toxic or acid
forming, the application must address the requirements of this
regulation.
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UMC 817.52 Hydrologic Balance: Surface and Ground Water
Monitoring - DC

The operator must submit all of the water quality data that has
been collected to date. Additionally, this data must be summarized
and presented in the MRP. The Division has established quidelines
for Surface and Ground Water Monitoring since the operator received
approval for their water monitoring plan. The Division will review
the data and the summary submitted by the operator and make a
determination if the monitoring plan needs to be modified in order
to comply with the established guidelines.

UMC 817.59 Coal Recovery - JRH

Coal recovery information is found in the plan in part 3.1 of
mining and reclamation plan. The Operator has indicated that the
mining of coal shall be to the extent as is possible for the mining
methods and equipment selected. In areas where longwall panels are
not economically viable, room and pillar mining methods shall be
employed to maximize coal recovery. Part 4.17 contains some
specific information regarding coal reserves and coal recovery.
Drawing 4.17.1-1 is incomplete in that it does not provide
sufficient information to reference the drawing to the coal leases,
surface features or surface location of the drawing. The following
information should be provided in order to determine this section of
the mining and reclamation plan complete:

The Operator shall provide the estimated total coal reserves
for the permit area, the mineable reserves and the amount of
reserves planned to be mined for the life of the mine. Any mineable
areas within the lease permit areas which are not incorporated into
the operator's mining plan should be indicated and the accessibility
to such areas should be determined. Coal recovery calculations
should include pillar sizing and ratio of extraction. Information
should also be provided in the plan as evidence of protection of
future reserves, under and overlying coal seams, oil and gas
reserves and noncoal minerals.

The Operator has indicated that the information on page 3-11 of
the mining and reclamation plans a CONFIDENTIAL. The Division can
see no information on this page which should be held as confidential
by the Division. If the operator provides justification as to why
this information should be held confidential the Division will hold
it as such.

REFER TO ENGINEERING GUIDELINES ON STARTING ON PAGE 9.
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UMC 817.61-68 Use of Explosives - JRH

The Operator needs to state in the plan that surface blasting
on the site is not routine and in any event would be minimal. The
Operator should also include that all surface blasting shall be
conducted under 30 CFR 850 and other applicable requlations. This
section is not considered complete.

REFER TO ENGINEERING GUIDELINES ON STARTING ON PAGE 36.

UMC 817.71 Disposal of Excess Spoil and Underground Development
Waste - DC

The operator must submit designs for the undisturbed diversions
that conform to the comments made in section 817.43.

UMC 817.71-81 Disposal of Excess Spoil and Underground Development
Waste: General Requirements — JRH

Comments made regarding excess spoil and underground
development waste are found in the mining and reclamation prlan in
part 4.16. The Operator has not included in the plan, any comments
or investigations as to the use of the development waste material in
the construction of pad or other facilities as well as the location
and disposition of this material when it is to be used for regrading
and recontouring of the site. The Operator shall provide the
information required in this section in order to determine the
mining and reclamation plan complete.

REFER TO ENGINEERING GUIDELINES ON STARTING ON PAGE 21.

UMC 817.72 Disposal of Underground Development Waste and Excess
Spoil: Valley Fills - JRH

The operator must specifically address the requirements of this
section as they apply.

UMC 817.72 Valley Fills - DC

The operator must submit a discussion that include designs for
the rock drain in the topsoil fill area. Additionally, the operator
must submit designs that demonstrate that the diversion conveying
runoff from the area above the fill around the stockpile is capable
of passing the 100-yr, 24-hr precipitation runoff. Diversion
designs must comply with section 817.43.
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UMC 817.74 Disposal of Underground Development Waste and Excess
Spoil: Durable Rock Fills — JRH

The operator must specifically address the requirements of this
section as they apply.

REFER TO ENGINEERING GUIDELINES ON STARTING ON PAGE 23.

UMC 817.89 - Disposal of Non-Coal Waste - JSL

On page 4-40 the applicant states that non-coal waste will be
transported to a "“state approved sanitary landfill". Please define
this landfill. Approval from the landfill operator for non-coal
waste disposal must also be included.

UMC 817.99 Slides and Other Damage — JRH

Reference to this section is not found in the cross reference in
the plan. The Operator must incorporate into the plan and commit to
the requirements of this section. This section is not considered
complete.

UMC 817.101 Backfilling and Grading: General Requirements - JRH

No plans are included in the mining and operation plan for the
reclamation of the rock waste disposal site. Plans and commitments
to be implemented during reclamation of the rock waste disposal site
should be included in part 4.16 of the mining and reclamation plan.
The Operator must include and commit to the requirements found in
this section of the regulations and incorporate them into the mining
and reclamation plan. Analysis of the material and treatment of
potentially acid- and toxic-forming materials should also be
addressed. Much of this information is found in the proposal for
the rock waste disposal facility but has not been included in the
Operator's mining and reclamation plan.

UMC 187.103 Backfilling and Grading: Covering Coal and Acid- and
Toxic-Forming Materials — JRH

This regulation is not found in part 4.4 of the mining and
reclamation plan as indicated in the cross-reference. No provisions
are found in the mining and reclamation plan addressing this
section. This section is not considered adequate or complete.

The Operator must include in the mining and reclamation plan,
the following information regarding the covering of potentially acid
or toxic-forming materials: cover material for burial and
compaction; plans for stabilization of the materials including
methods and design specifications; measures taken to protect surface
and ground water including, migration of salts, exposure by erosion,
protection of plant growth, adequate cover, and protection from
runoff; treatment to prevent combustions and neutralize toxicity.

REFER TO ENGINEERING GUIDELINES ON STARTING ON PAGE 14.
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UMC 817.106 — Redgrading and Stabilizing Rills and Gullies - JSL

The operator must commit to £ill, regrade, and reseed all rills
and gullies prior to an eroded depth of nine inches.

UMC 817.150-.156 Class I Roads -~ JRH
UMC 817.160-.166 Class II Roads - JRH
UMC 817.170-.176 Class III Roads - JRH

Information found in the mining and reclamation plan with
respect to roads is incomplete. Part 4.20 of the mining and
reclamation plan identifies the roads which are to be used for coal
haulage. The Operator shall identify and categorize all roads
within the permit area as to Class I, II, or III. The Operator
shall provide and incorporate into the mining and reclamation plan,
all of the specific requirements regarding the design, construction,
maintenance, removal and reclamation of the roads located within the
permit area as they apply to each road classification. The Operator
shall clearly indicate on the maps and plans, which roads are to be
left as part of the post mining land use.

REFER TO ENGINEERING GUIDELINES ON STARTING ON PAGE 39.

UMC 817.180 Other Transportation Facilities - JRH

The Operator has not provided sufficient information in order to
determine this section complete. Partial description of
transportation facilities to be utilized on the site are included in
part 4.20 of the mining and reclamation plan.

In order to consider this section of the mining and reclamation
plan complete, the Operator shall provide: specifications for roads,
drainages, embankments, culverts, fills; goetechnical reports for
steep outslopes; plans and approvals for relocations of natural
dralnage ways; a deneral description of each transportation facility
contained within the mine permit area.

REFER TO ENGINEERING GUIDELINES ON STARTING ON PAGE 46.

UMC 817.181 Support Facilities and Utility Installations - JRH

The Operator has misinterpreted this section to mean facilities
outside the permit area; this regulation pertains to support
facilities found within the permit area. Such facilities shall
include but not be limited to mine buildings, coal loading
facilities, coal storage facilities, fan buildings, sheds, shops,
and other buildings. The Operator shall be required to furnish the
information and commitments with regard to this regulation.

REFER TO ENGINEERING GUIDELINES ON STARTING ON PAGE 48.



Table 4.7-1

Seed mixture
south-facing slopes of 1h:3v or less and flat areas

Species: Rate*
Grasses: E——
Agropyron riparium 4.0
Streambank wheatgrass
Agropyron dasystachyum 4.0
Thickspike wheatgrass
Bromus marginatus 5.0
Mountain brome
Phleum pratensis 0.5
Timothy
Poa pratensis 0.1

Kentucky bluegrass

Forbs:

Achellia millifolium 0.1
Yarrow

Artemisia ludoviciana 0.1
'Summit' louisiana sagewort

Linum lewisii 1.0
Lewis flax

Melilotus officinalis 2.0
Yellow sweetclover

Penstemon strictus 0.5

‘Bandera’ rocky mountain penstemon

Shrubs and trees:

Amelanchier alnifolia 2.0
Sacatoon serviceberry

Artemisia tridentata vaseyana 0.2
Mountain big sagebrush

Rhus trilobata 3.0
Squawbush

Rosa woodsii 1.0
Wood's rose

Symphoricarpos oreophylus 2.0
Mountain snowberry

Transplants: #/ac.

Chrysothamnus nauseosus albicaulis 250
Whitestem rubber rabbitbrush

Populus tremuloides 400
Quaking aspen

Sambucus cerulea 400

Blue elderberry

* Rate 1s pounds pure live seed per acre for broadcast seeding
methods.



Table 4.7-2

Seed mixture
north—-facing slopes

Species: Ratex*
Grasses: -
Agropyron trachycaulum 3.0
Slender wheatgrass
Bromus marginatus 6.0
Mountain brome
Festuca ovina 1.0
Hard sheep fescue
Poa pratensis 0.2

Kentucky bluegrass

Forbs:

Achellia millifolium 0.1
Yarrow

Aster chilensis 0.1
Pacific aster

Lupinus sericeus 2.0
silky lupine

Melilotus officinalis 1.5
Yellow sweetclover

Osmorhiza occidentalis 2.0
Sweet anise

Penstemon strictus 0.5

'Bandera’ rocky mountain penstemon

Shrubs and trees:

Sambucus racemosa 1.0
Red elderberry

Symphoricarpos oreophylus 2.0
Mountain snowberry

Transplants: #/ac.

Abies concolor 200
White fir

Picea englemanii 400
Engleman spruce

Potentilla fruiticosa 100
woody cinquefoil

Rubus idaeus 100

American raspberry

* Rate is pounds pure live seed per acre for broadcast seeding
methods.
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Table 4.7-3

Shrub suppliment for riparian zone

Species: #/acre
Cornus stolonifera 400
Red-oiser dogwood
Mahonia reopens 400
Creeping oregon grape
Salix sp. 2,000
Willow cuttings
Total 2,800

Seed mixture
Waste rock disposal area

Species: Rate*
Grasses: -
Agropyron smithii 4.0
Western wheatgrass
Agropyron dasystachyum 4.0
Thickspike wheatgrass
Bromus marginatus 6.0
Mountain brome
Poa pratensis 0.1

Kentucky bluegrass

Forbs:

Artemisia ludoviciana 0.1
‘Summit’' louisiana sagewort

Linum lewisii 1.0
Lewis flax

medicago sativa 1.0
‘ladak' alfalfa

Melilotus officinalis 1.0
Yellow sweetclover

Penstemon strictus 0.5

‘Bandera' rocky mountain penstemon

Shrubs and trees:

Artemisia tridentata vaseyana 0.25
Mountain big sagebrush
Rosa woodsii 1.0

Wocd's rose

Transplants: #/ac.
Chrysothamnus nauseosus albicaulis 200
Whitestem rubber rabbitbrush

* Rate 1s pounds pure live seed per acre for broadcast seeding
methods.
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k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Execufive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

December 29, 1986

Mr. Glen Zumwalt
Utah Fuel Company
P. 0. Box 719
Helper, Utah 84526

G~

Dear Mr. Zumwalt:

Re: Forest Service Comments, Five-Year Permit Renewal, Skyline
Mine, ACT/007/0085, Folder No. 2, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed are copies of comments received from the Forest
Service and the Bureau of Land Management regarding the
five-year permit renewal application for the Skyline Mine.
Please incorporate responses to these concerns into the
resubmittal you are preparing for the Division.

Feel free to contact myself or Susan Linner if there are
guestions.

Sincerely,

Lowell P, Braxton
Administrator

Mineral Resource Develcopment
and Reclamation Program

ot

jvb

cc: V. Mortenson, Coastal States
R. Harden
S. Linner
D. Lof

0028R-61

an equal opportunity employer
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United States Department of the Interior P%Ao'gn=-
OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING R e——
Reclamation and Enforcement N —
BROOKS TOWERS aar—L B

1020 15TH STREET
DENVER, COLORADO 80202

November 14, 1986

ViSION OF
OILD.\G.AS & MINING

Dr. Dijianne Nielson, Director

Utah Division of 0il, Gas and Mining
355 West North Temple

3 Triad Center, Suite 350

Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203

Dear Dr. Nielson:

The Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement, Western Field
Operations (OSMRE), received the enclosed letter from the Moab District
Office of the Bureau of Land Management (BLM). The BLM has completed
their review of the Skyline Mines' renewal application and has identified
several problems. These problems are related to the approved Resource
Recovery and Protection Plan, and must be addressed by Coastal States
Energy Company before the submittal can be considered to be complete.

If you have any questions, please contact Meg Estep-Johnston or Rick
Holbrook at (303) 844-2451,

Sincerely,

Melvin L. Shilling,
Division of Federal Programs
Western Field Operations

Enclosure

cc: BLM, Moab District (w/o enclosure)
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United States Department of the Interiofs, - .
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT A.‘\)j‘ ‘; ,\(\;
lMoab District <, L
P. 0. Box 970 . w2
Moab, Utah 84532 o
3482 NOV 7 jooe
U-073120
(U-066)

MEMORANDUM

To: Richard Holbrook, Senior Project Manager for Utah
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement - Denver

4,
From: 4 District Manager, Moab

Subject: Mining and Reclamation Plan 5-Year Renewal,
Skyline Mines, Coastal States Energy Company

The three volume Skyline Mines, Mining and Reclamation Plan, Coastal States
Energy Company, forwarded by your office to the Moab District Office, and
received by the Price River Resource Area Office on October 14, 1986, have
been reviewed for completeness and relative effect on the approved Resource
Recovery and Protection Plan (R2P2).

The OSM forwarding letter identified the three volumes as "Mining and Recla-
mation Plan, 1986". Actually the submittal is an application for renewal of
an approved 5-year mining permit number ACT/1006/1005 for the Skyline Mines
dated November 9, 1982, The approved R2P2, as modified, has not been changed
but is described by narrative in Volume 2, Part 3, 3.1 Skyline Mining Opera-
tion Plan. The R2P2 was approved for the life of the mine, and therefore BLM
regutations 43 CFR 3482.1(c) have been met and satisfied. Hovever, the
following items have been identified as deficient in the submittal in order
for the document to stand alone as a complete mine plan:

1. Volatile matter and fixed carbon content of all economically re-
coverable coal seams:

2. Plates and maps showing for all three planned mines the following:
a) Extent of present mine workings,
b) Federal lease boundaries and serial numbers,
c) Strikes and dips,
d) Locations of abandoned mines,

e) Planned sequence of mining by year for the next five years and in
5-year increments for the remainder of the mine 1ife,
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f) Location of planned shafts, slopes, main development entries and
barrier pillars, panel development, bleeders, and permanent barrier
pillars,

g) Location of areas where pillars will be left and an explanation
why these pillars will not be mined,

h) Sketches of typical main and panel development showing centerline
distances between entries and crosscuts and of typical panel re-
covery by such methods as room and pillar, longwall, second mining,
etc., showing the sequence of development and retreat, and

i) Isopach maps showing interburden between all coal seams present.

3.  Reference to the Skyline GMO-1 Addendum submitted to BLM in 1985
which contained an estimate of the coal reserve base, mineable reserve

base, and recoverable coal reserves for each Federal coal lease included
in the R2P2.

4.  Cross referencing of BLM regulations 43 CFR 3482.1(c) instead of
U.S. Geological Survey regulations 30 CFR 211.10(c).

Also, please find enclosed a checklist of items which must be included with
R2P2 applications. Please forward a copy to Coastal States Energy Co. for
inclusion in their update.

Enclosure:
R2P2 Checklist

cc: Price (U-066) -



NG EFR QA82.1(e) RULES & REGULATIONS,

‘Coal Mine

SEPTEMRER 16, 1981)

Mine Plan Date

REESOURGE RECOVERY AND Page 1 of h

PROTECTION PLAN -~ CHECKLIST

Date Received

Current Resource Recovery and Protection

Plan Approval Nate

approved plan to whom notices and

Lessees

Included
3482.1(c) Regulation Separate Items In Plan Adequate Comments
(1)Names, addresses, and telephone :
mumhers of persons responsible for Operatious .
operations to be conducted under the '

orders are to be delivered; names and
addresses of operators/lessees:

l.Lease Numbers

Federal lease serinl numbers; Federal
license serial numbers, if appropriate

‘Surface Owners

and names and addresses of surface and
suhsurface conl or other mineral

Mineral Owners

owviners of record, if other than the
United States.

LLease Numbers

MSHA I.D, #

(2) A general description of geologic

Ceologic Conditions

conditions and mineral resources, with
appropriate maps, within. the area

Mineral Resources

where mining is to be conducted.

Maps

(3) A description of the proposed
mining operation, including:

(i) Sufficient coal analyses to

Coal Analvses

Coal Quality

determine the quality of the
minable reserve bhase in terms
including, but not limited to,

Btu

Btu content on an as-received
basis, ash, moisture, sulphur,

Ash

volatile matter, and fixed carbon
content.

Moisture

Sulphur

Volatile Matter

Fixed Carbon

.% the Resource Recovery and Protection Plan under 43 CFR 34B2.1(c) provides for the requirements of the




A3 CFR 3482,.1(c) Nulea and Repulations, September 16, 14983

2 of 6

Included

A8 e () Repulat fon Separate Items In Plan Adequnte Commentg
(ii) The methods of miping and/op '
variation of methods, bas{c Mining Methods

mining equipment and mining
factors including, hut not limited | Miningp Fauipment
to, mining sequence, product ion
rate, estimated recovery factors, Mining Sequence
strippinp ratios, hiphwall limits,
and numher of acres to be Production Rate
atfected,

Stripping Ratios

Highwall Limits

Acres Affected

(i1i) An estimate of the coal

reserve base, minahle reserve For each Fed. lease

hase, and recoverable coal

reserves for each Federal lease For LMU

included in the resource recovery

and protection plan. If the Coal Reserve Base

resource recovery and protection

rlan covers an LMU, recoverable Minable Reserve Base .

coal reserves will also he .
teported for the non-Federal lands | Recov, Coal Rescrves
included in the resource recovery
and protection plan.

(iv) The method of abandonmant of Protect Coal
operations proposed to protect the Reserves

unmined recoverable coal reserves Protect Other

and other resources, Resources
(4) Maps and cross sections as '
follovs: Plan Map(a)

(i) A plan map of the area to be
mined showing the following:

(A) Federal lease houndaries A
and serial numbers:

(B) LMH boundaries, if n
applicable; '

(C) Surface improvements, and C

surface ownership and
boundaries:
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1482, 1(c){4) (i) Repulation

Separate Tteins

Included
In Plan

Adeauate

Comments

(D) Coal outcrop showing dips
and strikes; and,

(E) Locations of existing and -
abandoned surface aad
underground mines,

(ii) Isopach maps of each coal
bhed to be mined and the over-
burden and interburden.

Coal Isopach Maps

Overburden

Interburden

(iii1) Typical structure cross
sections shoping all coal
contained in the coal reserve
hase.

(rosa Scctions

(iv) General layout of proposed
surlace or strip mine showing:
- (A) Planned sequence of
mining by year for the first
5 vears, thereafter. in 5-year
increments for the remainder
of mine life;
(B) location and width of coal
fenders; and,
(C) Cross sections of typical
pits showing highwall and '
spoil configuration, fenders,
1f anv, and coal heds,

Cen. Lavout Surflace

A

{v) General lavout of proposed

underground mine showing:
(A)'Planned sequence of mining
hv year for the first 5 vears,
thereafter in S-year increments
for the remainder of mine life;
(n) location of shafts, slopes,
main development entries and
barrier pillars, panel develop-
ment, hleeder entries, and
permanent harrier pillars

Ceneral Layout
linderground

A
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Included

2482 ,1(e)(4)(v) Repulation Separate Ttems In Plan Adequate Comments

() Location of areas where
pillars will be left and an
explanation why these pillars C : .
vill not be mined;: '

() A sketch of a tvpical
entrv svstem for main develop=- "
"ment and panel development
entries showing centerline n
distances hetween entries and
crosscuts;

(F) A sketch of typical panel
recoverv {e.p., room and
pillar, lonpuall, or other D
mining method) showing, by
numbering such mining, the
sequence of development and
retreat.

(vi) For auger mining:
(A) A plan map showing the area | Auper Mining
to be auper mined and location |.
of pillars to be left to allow [A
access to deeper coal; , _ \
(R) A sketch showing details of '
operations including conal bed "
thickness, auper hole spacing,
diameter of holes and depth or
lenpth of auper holes. .

(S) A peneral reclamation schedule for
the life~of-the-mine, This should not General Schedule
be construed as meaning duplication of
a nermit application in a permit Included
application packape under SMCRA. The
resource recovery and protection plan Crosa-Referenced
mav cross-reference, as appropriate,
n rermit application submitted under
SMCRA to Fulfill this requirement,
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3387 1(eY(RY Repulation

Separate Ttems

Included
Tn Plan

Adequate

Comments

(6) Anv required datn which are

clearly duplicated in other submittalg
to the repulatorv authoritv or Mine
Safety and Health Administration may

MSHA Approvals

Included

he used to ful Fill the requirements

of the above paraprapha provided that
the cross-reference is clearlv stated,
A copv of the relevant portion of such
submittals must he included in the
resonrce recovery and protection plan,

(7) FExplanation of how MER of the
Federal coal wil! be achieved for the

MER

Federal coal leases included in the
‘vesounrce recovery and protection plan,
1f a coal bed, or portion thereof, is
not to be mined or is to be rendered
unminable by the operation, the
operator/lessee shall submit
appropriate justification to the
Nistrict Mining Supervisor for
approval,




Miwe §: b
S. AJ”M‘?F
United States
Department of Forest Manti-LaSal 599 West Price River Drive
Agriculture Service National Forest Price, Utah 84501
Reply to: 2820
Date: December 17, 1986
Mr. Richard M. Holbrook | Tgﬁ@,’ﬁ@%m}ﬁ;;n,
Office of Surface Mining {2 i@.aazgg;\y’ PeERE
Reclamation and Enforcement 1 gff" (t‘;;j'
Brocks Towers 1 BT
1020 15th Street = DEC 181986
Denver, Colorado 80202 DIVISION OF

Oit _Ggas e MINING
Dear Mr. Holbrook:

The Manti-LaSal National Forest has ocompleted a review of the Coastal States
Energy Campany's Five-Year Mine Plan Submittal, Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005, Folder

. 2, Carbon County, Utah. -

‘ understanding
submittal is intended to replace, in total, the original Plan. If this is indeed

Specific comments on the Five-Year Mine Plan submittal are as follows:
1. Section 2.2.1, Page 2-4

+ - o Castlegate Sandstone, the basal member of the Price River Formation

2. Section 2.3.5.1, Page 2-69

The Forest Service Federal reserved water rights claims (minimm instreanm
flows) for Eccles Creek and Huntington Creek filed with the 7th Judicial
District Court for Carbon County and the 7th Judicial District Court for
Emery County, nmstbeaddressedlnttussectlm

3. Section 2.3.6, Page 2-96

The locations of these wells, W13-1 and Wl7-1, are shown on Plate
2.3.6-1.




These wells are not shown on this plate as referenced.
Section 2.4.4, Page 2-116

The number of this section should be changed to 2.4.3.
Section 2.5.2, Page 2-119

Since™ the Blackhawk Formation is saturated above the proposed mine
workings, itstarxisboreasaxthatassubsidenceoccursarxifrachmﬁme
shales, nnrewatermllbemterceptedmﬁaenmuewor}ungs Self
sealingofthefractr:%mayooc&masstated, however, there is no direct
information to substantiate this theory. The water inflow and sealing
dﬁaracteristicsofﬁmeshalesstnﬂdbenmitoredandreportedinthe
anmual summary for subsidence and hydrologic monitoring.

Section 2.7.1, Page 2-129 » i

A species list by plant ity with a discussion of the methods used
in the commumni analysis were ted in the origi Skyline Mini
and Reclamation Plan application and are on file at the Skyline Mine
Office.

Each version of the Mine Plan should be self explanatory documents. The
species list, etc., should be included in the new submittal.

Section 2.8, Page 2-134

and habitat available.

The data shown on Table 2.8-3, page 2-146, shows that sediment fines are
increasing, degrading, spawning habitat in Eccles Creek. Water quality
and spawning habitat are also critical factors. The mine development
disturbances and the open coal stockpiles may be partially responsible.
Forest officers have observed that effluent from the sediment ponds is
often murky. - :

Section 2.8, Page 2-137

Cut-throat trout, according to Utah Division of Wildlife Resources (UDWR)
survevs, areer:reasmgmmmbexsmHmt:ngtonCreekaboveEl&tnc
Lake.

This statement is misleading sincethemmbexsdecreaseddlming
construction. This decrease in population should also be discussed and
the present population caompared with the pre-existing population.

Section 2.8.1, Page 2-139, Paragraph 2

The reference to the Forest Service "USDFS" should be changed +to
“USDAFS".



10.

11.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Section 2.9.1, Page 2-149

Mammals, amphibians, reptiles, and raptors are listed. There is no
specieslistofsmallbirdsfomdinﬁ)eleasearea. Several birds found

intheleaseareaanegamespeciesandsaneaneclassifiedashigh
interest species. Birds need to be included.

Section 2.9.4, Page 2-170

Subsidence owldaltergmmdwaterflowandvegetatim. These changes
or resulting trends could also alter wildlife habitat. This possibility
must be brought out in the discussion.

Section 2.11, Page 2-183

Section 2.12.2, Page 2-200 and 201

The Manti-LaSal National Forest Final Envirormental Impact Statement
(FEIS) and Land and Resource Management Plan (LRMP) have been published
mﬁdistrihxtedhoﬁngeneralgblic.lhesedoamentssupersedeﬁxe
Ferron-Price Land Management Plan. :

Section 2.12.2, Page 2-204

To date, there are no known archeological or paleontological sites within
the proposed disturbed areas.

The archeological and paleontological survey report should be cited and
included in the appendix for reference. This statement must be
supported.

Section 3.1.5, Page 3-9

storage of contaminating materiails underground may not be allowed. This
discussion needs clarification so that it can be determined what exactly
is proposed.

Section 3.2.1, Page 3-18

After infiltration, the surface runoff is estimated at 5.10 inches.

5.10 inches is apparently a typo. It should be 1.50 J.ncbes



17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Section 3.2.3, Page 3-23

en:roachingﬂmemrthsbodcpilemtothemtslopes. The Forest is

Section 3.2.6, Page 3-37

Contaminated materials from the sedimentation pond, if any, must be

rennvedarxihauledboﬂmeappxoveddisposalamabefoxeﬁmepcndcanbe
backfilled and reclaimed.

The pond is shown in plan view (Map 3.2.1-4) and in cross section (Map
3.2.1-2).

Map3.2.l-4doesmtcontainap1anviewofﬂmeporxisrmingthe
emergency spillway.

Section 3.2.6, Page 3-29

Upon abandonment and Yeclamation, the concrete foundations must not be
left in the canyon bottom. The concrete should be used as the initial
backfill at the base of the cut slopes to provide support for the

backfilled materials and topsoil. Only clean materials will be allowed
to be used as £ill materials.

The discussion of fracturing and burying the ooncrete foundations
in-place in this section and in Section 4.12.1, page 4-57, should be
changed as discussed above.

Section 4.7.2, Page 4-33

Revegetation analyses have been conducted annually and reported to the
regulating authority.

The Manti-LaSal National Forest has not routinely received these reports.

OSM and/or UDOGM must fomaxdoopiestoﬂmeForestortheymstbesent
directly to the Forest from the operator.



24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

Section 4.7.5, Page 4-35

The reference area must be identified and the monitoring data reported.
Section 4.7.7, Page 4-38

Yarrow (Achillea millefolium) should be replaced in the seed mix at an
equal coverage by Pacific Aster (Aster chilensis var. adscondens) which

Section 4.8.2, Page 4-41

ThepennitteehaspreparedandhasavailableattheminesiteaSpill
Prevention Control Planasrequiredtobeinplementedmtheeventofa
spill or leakage of the stored fuels, oils or oil products.

This plan should be included in the MSRP.
Section 4.9, Page 4-43

The location of the discussed drill holes and shafts should be addressed
by reference to a map or plate.

Section 4.11.4

See camnents for item 6.

Section 4.17.1, Page 4-74

An analysis of the lateral extent of subsidence expected, including the
argle of draw, amitheamtofverticalsubsidem:eexpectedinﬁ;e
specific undermined areas must be campleted and included in this plan.
Thismxstalsobegraphicallydisplayedmamapvmidlslxmsﬂmesmface
features, topography, mined-out areas, projected mining configuration,
zone of influence of subsidence (angle of draw projection to the

Section 4.17.5, Page 4-79

The initial photography must include color infrared coverage of the
entire permit area.



29.

for

%zmﬁ%ﬁ

Section 5.1, Page 5-1

The fourth item listed under Usage Guidelines is the Manti-LaSal National
Forest's Forest Plan for studying the Effects of Underground Coal Mining
on Surface and Subsurface Resources, 1978.

As referenced, this plan was a draft version. The plan was revised and

finalized on June~6, 1986, and the title was changed to "Manti-LaSal
Naticnal Forest itoring Plan for Studying the Effects of Underground
Coal Mining on Sunface and Subsurface Resources".

2

2k

REED C. CHRISTENSEN
Forest Supervisor



Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

r STATE OF UTAH
¥

35856 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 -+ Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

November 6, 1986

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
P402 459 411

Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt

Vice President/General Manager
Utah Fuel Company

P.0. Box 719

Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Mr. Zumwalt

Re: Final Approval, MRP Amendment, Minor Modification to Permanent
Open Coal Storage Area, Skyline Mine, Utah Fuel Company
ACT/007/005-86E, Folder #4, Emery County, Utah

The Division has completed its review of Utah Fuel Company's
October 24, 1986 submittal concerning drainage control modifications
at the North Coal Storage Area. The proposed plans are acceptable
and approval is hereby granted by the Division to proceed with
implementation.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. Please contact
me or Dave Cline should you have any gquestions.

Sincerely,
D. Wayne Hedberg

Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

Review Chronology:
A. Operator Submittals DOGM Responses
1. 10/24/86 1. 11/4/86

DMW: jvb

cc: Allen Klein
Lowell Braxton
Sue Linner

0851R-48

an equal opportunity employer



k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Qil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

355 W. North Temple + 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

January 9, 1986

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
NO. P 402 458 118

Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt

Vice President and General Manager
Utah Fuel Company

P. 0. Box 719

Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Mr. Zumwalt:
Re: Assessment Conference for State Violations No. N85-2-19-2,

No. N85-2-18-2 (2 of 2), and No. N85-2-16-2, ACT/007/005,
Folder No. 8, Carbon County, Utah

As per your request of October 31, 1985, please be advised that
Wednesday, January 15, 1986 at 2:30 p.m. has been established for
the informal assessment conference on the referenced violations.

The 60-day time limit for scheduling this conference from the
date of the proposed assessment (October 25, 1985) has been waived

as a result of Mr. Keith Zobell's request to hold the conference in
January, 1986.

Pertinent, written material you wish reviewed before the
conference can be forwarded to me at 124 State Capitol Building,
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114,

an equal opportunity employer



Page 2
Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt
January 9, 1986

The conference will be held in the office of the Division of
0il, Gas and Mining at the address listed on the previous page.

Sincerely,

e

i A

/J
Barbara W. Roberts
Assessment Conference Officer

jb
cc: V. J. Mortensen

K. W. Zobell

D. J. Griffin

J. C. Helfrich
Puplic Notice Board
0264Q-58-39



k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH ' Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Oll Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
- 355 W. Nott_h Temple - 3 Triad Center » Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340
: : Y March 7, 1986

ERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
P 001 720 565

Mr. blen Zumwalt

Vice President and General Manager
Utah Fuel Company

P 0 Box 719 .

Helper, Utah 84526

‘Dear Mr. Zumwalt:

RE Finalized Assessment for State Vlolatlons No.'s N85 2 l9 2, .
~ N85-2-16-2, N85-2-18-2 ACT/007/005, Folder #8, Carbon County, Utah

The civil penalties for the above referenced v1olat10ns have been
finalized. These assessments have been finalized as a result of a

- ‘review of all pertinent data and facts which were not available on the
~'date of the proposed assessments, due to the length of the abatement

" period. ‘ : :

\ Within fifteen (15) days of ydur receipt of this letter; you or

- your agent may make a written appeal to the Board of 0il, Gas and

_ Mining. To do so, you must have escrowed the assessed civil penalties

- with the Division within a maximum of 30 days of receipt of this s
‘. letter, but in all cases prior to the Board Hearlng._ Failure to
comply with this requirement will result in a walver of your right of
.further recourse.

— If no tlmely appeal is made, these assessed civil penaltles must
be tendered within thirty (30) days of your receipt of this letter.
Please remit payment to the Division and mail % Jan Brown at the
address listed above. :

7“Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Barbara W. Roberts
Assessment Conference Officer

Ire

cc:Donna Griffin, OSM Albuquerque Field Office
9099Q

. an equal opportunity empioyer




SUMMARY OF FINALIZED ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING
355 West North Temple 3 Triad Center Suite 350
Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203
801-538-5340

COMPANY/MINE UTAH_ FUEL/SKYLINE PERMIT #ACT/007/005
NOV/CO AMOUNT
N85=-2-19-2 (1 of 2) violation vacated
N85-2-19-2 (2 of 2) violétion vacated
N85-2-16-2 (1 of 2) ¢ivil penalty vacated
N85-2-16-2 (2 of 2) i ti c d
N85-2-18-2 (2 of 2) violation vacated

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE =0-




WORKSHEET FOR FINAL ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

COMPANY/MINE _Utah Fuel/Skyline Nov # N85-2-19-2

PERMIT $# ACT/007/005 VIOLATION 1 of 2

Nature of violation: Failure to comply with terms and
conditions of permit

Date of termination: 09/16/85

Proposed ' Final
Assessment Assessment

(1) History/Prev. Vio. 1 -~

(2) Seriousness

(a) Probability of Occurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement 2 -

(3) Negligence 5 o
(4) Good Faith 0

TOTAL 8 ==

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE $ -

3. Narrative:
(Brief explanation for any changes made in assignment of
points and any additional information that was available

atter the proposed assessment.) Zégérfgi;zkszs

Assessment Date _2/13/86 Barbara W. Roberts

Violation vacated as a result of Division action in verbally
extending the two-week installation period prior to the
issuance of the violation.



WORKSHEET FOR FINAL ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

COMPANY/MINE _Utah Fuel/Skyline NOV $ N85-2-19-2

PERMIT # ACT/007/005 VIOLATION 2 of 2

Nature of violation: Failure to conduct operations in
accordance with permit; conducting
operations without a permit

Date of termination:

Proposed ' Final
Assesgment Assegsment

(1) History/Prev. Vio. 1 -

(2) Seriousness

(a) Probability of Occurrence

Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement 13 --

(3) Negligence 2 --
(4) Good Faith 0

TOTAL 16 -

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE $ -

3. Narrative:
(Brief explanatlon for any changes made in assignment of
points and any additional information that was available

after the proposed assessment. )% Z

Assessment Date _2/13/86

Violation vacated. See attached opinion.

Barbara W. Roberts



CONFERENCE OFFICER_OPINION

COMPANY/MINE: Utah Fuel/Skyline
VIOLATION #: N85-2-19-2 (2 of 2)
CONFERENCE DATE: January 15, 1986

DETERMINATION: Violation Vacated

Violation #N85-2-19-2 (2 of 2) was issued as a result
of the inspector's determination that the operator had failed to
notify the Division of 0il, Gas and Mining ("DOGM" or "Division")
and receive clearance to bypass the sediment pond with the mine
water discharge. Utah Fuel Company ("Utah Fuel" or "Operator™)
was cited for "failure to conduct operations in accordance with
the permit" and "conducting operations without a permit." The
violation is vacated for the reason that Utah Fuel was operating
in compliance with its DOGM permit as well as it NPDES permit.

DISCUSSION

As a condition of the NPDES permit, issued by the
Department of Health ("DOH"), Utah Fuel may, for the purpose of
cleaning out the sediment pond, bypass the pond with the mine
water discharge without notice or permission from DOH so long as
the effluent limitations are met. The limitations were not
exceeded.

The rules applicable to this issue are UMC 784.14(b) (1)
and (2), 817.42(a) (1) and (b) and 817.50(b). (Rules attached
hereto). First, UMC 784.14(b) (1) and (2) , addressing the
permitting requirements, specifies that the operator must submit
a plan for control and treatment of mine water discharge in
accordance with the 817 rules. Without separate permitting
standards, the technical standards found in UMC 817 .42 and 817.50
must provide the direction for mine water discharge.

In order to comply with UMC 817.42(a) (1), the operator
must pass "any discharge of water from underground workings...
which does not meet the effluent limitations®” through a
sedimentation pond (emphasis added). Since the operator
determined prior to discharge that effluent limitations were not
exceeded, UMC 817.42(a) (1) has not been violated.




its NPDES permit and, therefore, its DOGM permit, no violation of

the Division's rules has occurred. Therefore, violation #N85-2-
10-2 (2 of 2) is vacated.

DATED this _ [ day of March, 1986.

i b0d M de o

BARBARA W. ROBERTS
Conference Officer




WORKSHEET FOR FINAL ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

COMPANY/MINE Utah Fuel/Skyline NOV # N85-2-16-2

PERMIT # ACT/007/005 VIOLATION 1 of 2

Nature of violation: _Failure to post mine identification

sign.
Date of termination:
Proposed : Final
Assessment = Assessment
(1) History/Prev. Vio. 1 1
(2) Seriousness
(a) Probability of Occurrence
Extent of Damage
(b) Hindrance to Enforcement 17 3
(3) ©Negligence 16 3
(4) Good Faith ~-20 -20
TOTAL 14 0
TOTAL ASSESSED FINE $ 0

3. Narrative:

(Brief explanation for any changes made in assignment of
points and any additional information that was available
after the proposed assessment.)

Assessment Date 2/13/86 Asgessment Officer Barbara W. Roberts

Civil penalty vacated. Operator was in violation of U.C.A.
§40-10-19(4) and UMC 817.11(c). There was, however, an MSHA
sign with substantially the same information except for the DOGM
permit number. The new sign, which had been on order, had been
received by the operator a few days prior to issuance of the

violation. Points assessed for negligence and hindrance were
assessed far in excess of what was warranted.




WORKSHEET FOR FINAL ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

COMPANY/MINE Utah Fuel/Skyline NOov # N85-2-16-2

PERMIT # _ACT/007/005 VIOLATION _2 of 2

Nature of violation: _Failure to divert surface runoff away

from £i11.
Date of termination:
Proposed Final
Assessment Assegsment
(1) History/Prev. Vio. 1 -
(2) Seriousness
(a) Probability of Occurrence 2 -
Extent of Damage 3 -=

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement

(3) Negligence 3 -
(4) Good Faith 0 ——
TOTAL 9 -

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE $ -

3. Narrative:
(Brief explanation for any changes made in assignment of

points and any additional information that was available
after the proposed assessment.)

Assessment Date M Assegsment Officer Barbara W. Roberts

Violation vacated. Operator constructed fill site and operated
in accordance with the approved permit.



WORKSHEET FOR FINAL ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

COMPANY/MINE _Utah Fuel/Skyline NOV #__N85-2-18-2

PERMIT # _ACT/QQ7/005 VIOLATION __2 of 2

Nature of violation: Failure to comply with permit;
conducting operations without a permit.

Date of termination:

Proposed Final
Assesgsment Asgegssment
(1) History/Prev. Vio. 1 -
(2) Seriousness
(a) Probability of Occurrence
Extent of Damage

(b) Hindrance to Enforcement 15 —

(3) Negligence 3 ~-=

(4) Good Faith 0 —

TOTAL 19 —_

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE $ -

3. Narrative:

(Brief explanation for any changes made in assignment of

points and any additional information that was available
after the proposed assessment.)

/WMW

Assessment Date _2/13/86 Assessment Officer Barbara W. Roberts

Violation vacated as a result of Division verbal acknowledgement
that conditions had been met by operator and Division verbal

approval to proceed with hauling activities.




THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
STATE OF UTAH

DAVID L. WILKINSON

ATTORNEY GENERAL

March 13, 1986
PAUL M. TINKER STEPHEN G. SGHWENDIMAN. CHiEF

DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL Tax & Business Reguiation Division

EARL F. DORIUS. CHIEF
Govemmental Affairs Division

PAUL M. WARNER. GHIEF
Litigation Division

DALLIN W. JENSEN
Solicitor General

WILLIAM T. EVANS. CHIEF
Human Resources Division

DONALD S. COLEMAN., GHIEF
Physical Resources Division

Glen Zumwalt

Vice President and General Manager
Utah Fuel Company

P.0O. Box 719

Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Glen:

Enclosed is an addendum to the March 7, 1986 finalized
assessment for N85-2-19-2, 2 of 2. I inadvertently failed to
attach the text of the rules that I had cited in the opinion for
that violation. I had initially thought to avoid causing the
reader the effort of searching for the various rules, but, of
course, I did not achieve that purpose. I would now, however,
like to add the text for future convenience.

I hope that I have not created confusion due to this
oversight.

Sincerely,

BARBARA W. ROBERTS
Conference Officer

BWR/cwc

Enclosure

2368 STATE CAPITOL ° SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84114 . TELEPHONE 801-533-52061
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RULES

UMC 784.14 Reclamation Plan: Protection of Hydrologic Balance

* k%

(b) The description shall include-

(1) A plan for the control, in accordance with UMC 817, of
surface and ground water drainage into, through, and out of the
proposed mine plan area;

(2) A plan for the treatment, where required under
Subchapter K of this Chapter and the regulatory program, and
surface and ground water drainage from the area to be affected by
the proposed activities, and proposed quantitative limits on
pollutants in discharges subject to UMC 817.42, according to the
more stringent of the following:

(1) Subchapter K of this Chapter and the regulatory program; or

(ii) Other applicable State and Federal laws.

817.42 Hydrologic Balance: Water Ouality Standards and Effluent

Limitations

(a) (1) All surface drainage from the disturbed area,
including disturbed areas that have been graded, seeded, or
planted, shall be passed through a sedimentation pond, a series
of sedimentation ponds, or a treatment facility before leaving
the permit area. Any discharge of water from underground

~workings to surface waters which does not meet the effluent

limitations of this Section shall also be passed through a
sedimentation pond, a series of sedimentation ponds, or a
treatment facility before leaving the permit area.

* % %

(b) Discharges of water from areas disturbed by underground
mining activities shall be made in compliance with all applicable
State and Federal water quality laws and regulations and with the
effluent limitations for coal mining promulgated by the U.S
Environmental Protection Agency set forth in 40 CFR Part 434.



-OMC 817.50 Hydrologic Balance: Underground Mine Entry and Access _

k%%

(b) Gravity discharge of water from an underground mine,
other than a drift mine subject to Paragraph (c) of this Section,
may be allowed by the Division, if it is demonstrated that-

(1) (i) The discharge, without treatment, satisfies the water
effluent limitations of UMC 817.42 and all applicable State and
Federal water quality standards; and

(ii) That discharge will result in changes in the prevailing

hydrologic balance that are minimal and approved postmining land
uses will not be adversely affected; or,

(2) (i) The discharge is conveyed to a treatment facility in
the permit area in accordance with Section UMC 817.42(a);

(ii) All water from underground mine discharged from the
treatment facility meets the effluent limitations of Section UMC

817 .42 and all other applicable State and Federal statutes and
regulations; and

(iii) Consistent maintenance of the treatment facility will
occur throughout the anticipated period of gravity discharge.



RULES

UMC 784.14 Reclamation Plan: Protection of Hydrologic Balance

* k%

(b) The description shall include-

(1) A plan for the control, in accordance with UMC 817, of
surface and ground water drainage into, through, and out of the
proposed mine plan area;

(2) A plan for the treatment, where required under
Subchapter K of this Chapter and the regqulatory program, and
surface and ground water drainage from the area to be affected by
the proposed activities, and proposed quantitative limits on
pollutants in discharges subject to UMC 817.42, according to the
more stringent of the following:

(i) Subchapter K of this Chapter and the regulatory program; or

(ii) Other applicable State and Federal laws.

817 .42 Hydrologic Balance: Water Ouality Standards and Effluent
-/ e -

(a) (1) All surface drainage from the disturbed area,
including disturbed areas that have been graded, seeded, or
planted, shall be passed through a sedimentation pond, a series
of sedimentation ponds, or a treatment facility before leaving
the permit area. Any discharge of water from underground
workings to surface waters which does not meet the effluent
limitations of this Section shall also be passed through a
sedimentation pond, a series of sedimentation ponds, or a
treatment facility before leaving the permit area.

k%%

(b) Discharges of water from areas disturbed by underground
mining activities shall be made in compliance with all applicable
State and Federal water quality laws and regulations and with the
effluent limitations for coal mining promulgated by the U.S
Environmental Protection Agency set forth in 40 CFR Part 434.
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UMC 817.50 Hydrologic Balance: Underground Mine Entry and Access
Discharges

*k k%

(b) Gravity discharge of water from an underground mine,
other than a drift mine subject to Paragraph (c) of this Section,
may be allowed by the Division, if it is demonstrated that-

(1) (i) The discharge, without treatment, satisfies the water
effluent limitations of UMC 817.42 and all applicable State and
Federal water quality standards; and

(ii) That discharge will result in changes in the prevailing

hydrologic balance that are minimal and approved postmining land
uses will not be adversely affected; or,

(2) (i) The discharge is conveyed to a treatment facility in
the permit area in accordance with Section UMC 817.42(a);

(ii) All water from underground mine discharged from the
treatment facility meets the effluent limitations of Section UMC

817 .42 and all other applicable State and Federal statutes and
regulations; and

(iii) Consistent maintenance of the treatment facility will
occur throughout the anticipated period of gravity discharge.
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UMC 784.14 (o 1 an: i ic ce

* %k %k
(b) The description shall include-

(1) A plan for the control, in accordance with UMC 817, of
surface and ground water drainage into, through, and out of the
proposed mine plan area;

(2) A plan for the treatment, where required under
Subchapter K of this Chapter and the regulatory program, and
surface and ground water drainage from the area to be affected by
the proposed activities, and proposed quantitative limits on
pollutants in discharges subject to UMC 817.42, according to the
more stringent of the following:

(i) Subchapter K of this Chapter and the regulatory program; or

(ii) Other applicable State and Federal laws.

817.42 Hydrologic Balance: Water Quality Standards and Effluent

(a) (1) All surface drainage from the disturbed area,
including disturbed areas that have been graded, seeded, or
planted, shall be passed through a sedimentation pond, a series
of sedimentation ponds, or a treatment facility before leaving
the permit area. Any discharge of water from underground
workings to surface waters which does not meet the effluent
limitations of this Section shall also be passed through a
sedimentation pond, a series of sedimentation ponds, or a
treatment facility before leaving the permit area.

* k%

(b) Discharges of water from areas disturbed by underground
mining activities shall be made in compliance with all applicable
State and Federal water quality laws and regulations and with the
effluent limitations for coal mining promulgated by the U.S
Environmental Protection Agency set forth in 40 CFR Part 434.



.UMC 817.50 Hydrologic Balance: Underground Mine Entry and Access
Discharges

%k %

(b) Gravity discharge of water from an underground mine,
other than a drift mine subject to Paragraph (c) of this Section,
may be allowed by the Division, if it is demonstrated that-

(1) (i) The discharge, without treatment, satisfies the water
effluent limitations of UMC 817.42 and all applicable State and
Federal water quality standards; and

(ii) That discharge will result in changes in the prevailing

hydrologic balance that are minimal and approved postmining land
uses will not be adversely affected; or,

(2) (i) The discharge is conveyed to a treatment facility in
the permit area in accordance with Section UMC 817.42(a);

(ii) All water from underground mine discharged from the
treatment facility meets the effluent limitations of Section UMC

817 .42 and all other applicable State and Federal statutes and
regulations; and

(iii) Consistent maintenance of the treatment facility will
occur throughout the anticipated period of gravity discharge.
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k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governcr

v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nieison, Ph.D., Division Director
355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 « Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

September 9, 1986

Mr. Keith Zobell
Environmental Engineer
Utah Fuel Company

P.0. Box 719

Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Mr. Zobell:
Re: Approval of MRP Amendment, Subsidence Monitoring, Skyline

Mine, Utah Fuel Company, ACT/007/005-(86B), Folder #3, 4
and 10, Carbon County, Utah

The Division has completed a review of U.S. Fuels Company's
May 12, 1986 proposal to develop and implement a new subsidence
monitoring program using the photogrammetric method.

Your proposal is technically complete and satisfactory.
The Division hereby grants its approval to implement the
program. We have no further questions at this time and
apologise for the unforeseen delay in responding to your

request.
Sincerely.
/0 //&u/u, %L
D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist
djh
cc: R, Christensen
A. Klein
L. Braxton
D. Darby
0873R-24

an equal opportunity employer



k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D.. Division Director
355 W. North Tempie - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 « Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

November 6, 1986

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
P402 459 411

Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt

Vice President/General Manager
Utah Fuel Company

P.0. Box 719

Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Mr. Zumwalt
Re: Final Approval, MRP Amendment, Minor Modification to Permanent

Open Coal Storage Area, Skyline Mine, Utah Fuel Company
ACT/007/005-86E, Folder #4, Emery County, Utah

The Division has completed its review of Utah Fuel Company's
October 24, 1986 submittal concerning drainage control modifications
at the WNorth Coal Storage Area. The proposed plans are acceptable
and approval is hereby granted by the Division to proceed with
implementation.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. Please contact
me or Dave Cline should you have any guestions.

Sincerely,
D. Wayne Hedberg

Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

Review Chronology:
A. Operator Submittals DOGM Responses
1. 10/24/86 1. 11/4/86

DMW:jvb

cc: Allen Klein
Lowell Braxton
Sue Linner

0851R-48

an equal opportunity employer
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1 P [ MRP REVISION/NOV TRACKING FORM
AN - (Revised: 9/25/85)

Type of Proposal: ¥ COAL NONCOAL

Exploration

NOV/CO Abatement, NOV # , Abatement Deadline
MRP Revision ' ’

MRP. Amendment _ *

MR-l Appllcatlon (non-coal) : Issu1ng Inspector

'T:Ltle of Proposal' %«407 /%47% Z;‘:‘/?%/ Wf ///4%&/ éé’& )%fa,./
Fal . R 5@@ flivee

File # (PRO,@: 0&7//05—- # New Acres (Fed/State/Fee) /.
(CEP/EXP/INA) 7 AL £ Disturbed

" Company name:

o OTHER AGENCIES:
Assigned Reviewers: Review Time (hrs): (# of copies & date)

(Hyarology) 7 Dgwelleve - oM &
(wildlife/Vegy) 4%&@2142 . USFS
(Engineering) BLM

(Soils) Health /
(Geology) History
Z H20 Rts
DATES: (a) Initial Plan Received /ﬂ/Z{/gé Wilalife
Tech Review [Cue /7 /EL USFWS
Tech Review Complete / /
DOGM Response Sent -
(b) Operator Resubmission (e) Optr. Resubmission
Tech Review Due Tech Review Due
Tech Review Complete Tech Review Complete
DOGM Response Sent DOGM Response Sent
(c) Operator Resubmission (f) Optr. Resubmission
Tech Review [ue Tech Review Due
Tech Review Complete DOGM Response Sent

DOGM Response Sent

(g) Cond'l. Approval
" Stipulations Due

(d) Operator Resubmission _ ~ Stips Received
Tech Review Due Final Approval B
Tech Review Complete
DOGM Response Sent (h) MR-9 Received

- MR-9 Acknowledged
COMMENTS:

NOTE (INSPECTCRS): Pleasé attach a copy of the NOV 1ssued to the abatement
plan when receivea from the operator.

NOTE (REVIEWERS): Please prepare review comments in a format referencing the
appropriate regulation or statute.
7566R
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2?7*S$ 1 Subsidi f
Utah Fuel /8 jg’; Cu si :asry 0
\\\!/// Company OCT 241385 28/ Enorey Compeny
 PO.Box 719 '
Helper, Utah 84526 DIVISION OF
(801) 637 -7925 or OIL. GAS & MINING

SaltLake (801) 566-7111

October 23, 1986

Lowell P. Braxton )

Mined Land Reclamation Administrator
Division of 0il, Gas & Mining

355 W. North Temple

3 Triad Center, Suite 350

Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203

Re: Minor Modification for Permanent Open Coal Storage

Dear ﬁf@—?ﬂfﬁ%

Enclosed are 14 copies of information for a minor modification to
our approved M&RP for our permanent open coal storage.

In the approved plan it shows in Drawing 3-6A and describes on page
38, sec. 3.2 a drainage ditch along the north and south sides of the North
Coal Storage area. In the text it also states, “It is not planned for
the pile to encroach onto the adjacent cut slopes." Our plan is to store
up to approximately 75,000 tons of coal in the North Coal Storage area.

We have been storing coal in the North Storage area on an "as needed"
basis since it has been approved. Our experience is showing that we cannot
logically put 75,000 tons of coal in this area without a great deal of
work and expense. The problem deals with maintaining a drainage ditch
on the north and south sides of the pile. In order to maintain the ditches,
the top of the pile narrows rapidly so that it becomes difficult to drive
trucks on top of the pile and still have room to turn them around.

We are requesting to modify our approved M&RP and eliminate the ditches
on the north and south sides of the North Coal Storage area. An eighteen
inch culvert would be placed along the back of the slope on the south side
of the pile. This pipe will carry any runoff that is generated on the
west end of the pile.

Numerous attempts have been made to revegetate the cut slopes on the
north and south sides of the North Storage area. We have had some success
on the upper reaches of the slopes; however, the bottom 1/2 to 2/3 of the
slope have basically remained unvegetated. We feel the wise and prudent
thing to do is to wait until final reclamation when these slopes will be
softened and revegetation can be successful. We realize that we will have



Page Two

to keep the addition bond1ng until final reclamation. We will not put
coal on slopes where there is established vegetat1on We have enclosed
pictures showing these slopes.

We are not proposing any additional coal storage at this time.
We will appreciate your prompt review and approval of this modification

so that we can accomplish the work yet this fall and better utilize the
North storage this winter.

Sincerely,

Vice P;esident/Genera] Manager
GAZ:KZ:1m

Enclosure



CRUSHED COAL STORAGE

. OIL GAS & MININ
During the initial stage of the mining operations, th% gﬁimgﬁgﬁ%j%§%1 storage

facilities will not have been completed. After completed analysis, it

has been determined that the construction of“permanent facilities should

be delayed to the fourth year of production. Initial storage will consist
of a temporary ground storage area. Front-end loaders will be utilized

to convey coal to the train loading facility. The temporary ground storage
will have an expected life of about three years. During this period, the
mine production will increase from 437,000 tons per year to 2,301,000 tons
per year. It is anticipated that the temporary storage area could range

in capacity from 10,000 tons to 20,000 tons depending upon train shipments.
Presently, the train shipments are not envisioned as unit trains, but will

consist of shipments of 10 to 50 cars.

The permanent coal storage facility will initially consist of two 15,000-
ton-capacity concrete silos, with construction of two additional 15,000-
ton-capacity silos at a later date as additional storage capacity is needed.
The bottom of each silo will be furnished with seven vibrating feeders

(four at a constant discharge rate of 750 tons/hr; three at a variable
controlled rate of 100 to 500 tons/hr). These feeders will deliver carried
loads to an 84-inch-wide conveyor transporting coal to the train loading

system.

*Two ground storage areas have been established (location shown on Map
3-6a). They will be used on an as-needed basis. The south storage area

will hold approximately 37,500 tons and the north storage area will hold

REPLACES ' TEXT

Section 3.2 Pg. 3-28 Date 12/20/84 Section 3.2 Pq. 38 Date 10/23/86

*Denotes change or additions



approximately 75,000 tons. Actual capacity will depend upon such factors
as height, compaction, fill slope and safe working practices. It is planned
- for the pile to encroach onto the adjacent cut slopes that are too steep
for revegetation. At the end of Life of Mine the coal will be removed
from the slopes. The slopes will then be backfilled to soften the slope
angle and then be revegetated along with the rest of the minesite. Volumes
will be consistent with and in compliance with PSD regulations. Drainage
will be provided and will direct run-off water into the established surface

drainage system (see map 3-6a).

3.2.5 Mine Surface Facilities - General Layout

The proposed location of the major surface facilities components are shown
on Map 3-7 (Drawing 101-C). These mining facilities consist of a coal
storage and railroad loadout area located adjacent to highway 96 and the
mine portal facilities located approximately 2.5 miles from the loadout

area at the head of Eccles Canyon.

The mine surface facilities have been arranged on three different bench
elevations, as shown on Map 3-8 (Drawing 102-C). This arrangement provides
optimal utilization of the existing topography while maintaining required
areas for storage of materials, operations, and access to the mine portals.
The Applicant will attempt to maintain the partial retention visual quality
objective during mine operations. If possible, facility shapes, sizes,
amounts, etc. will be subordinate to the characteristic surrounding landscape
as viewed from‘ middle ground. Colors of the structures and facilities
will complement earth tones where practical. The upper Tlevel bench, at

an elevation of 8,700 feet, (Continued on pg. 3-39)

REPLACES TEXT
Section 3.2 Pg. 3-38a Date 12/20/84 Section 3.2 Pg. 3-38a Date 10/23/86

*Denotes change or additions




STATE OF UTAH

Norman H. Bangerter, Governor
NATURAL R_ESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining

Dianne R, Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 « Salf Lake City, UT 84180-1203 « 801-538-5340

January 12, 198¢

Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt

Vice President/General Manager
Utah Fuel Company

P. 0. Box 719

helper, Utah 84526

Cear Mr. Zumwalt:
RE: Review of Operator Response to Conditional Approval for

Removal and Disposal of Sediments from Sedimentation Pond,
Skyline Mine, ACT/0G7/005, 3 & 4, Carbon County, Utah

The Division has completed the review of Utah Fuel
Company's November 18, 1985 response to the Division's
deficiency letter of COctober 18, 1985 concerning the plan
referenced above. The Division's concerns will be adequately
addressed provided the following recommendation(s) are found

- acceptable by Utah Fuel. Please refer to the attached
technical review memo for the specific recommendations and
concitions.

Please provide a written response accepting Condition #1
and ten (10) additional copies of the complete set of plans in
a format allowing direct insertion into the approved MRP's
currently on file with the regulatory agencies by January 28,
1986. Thank you for your continued cooperation and patience in
completing this permitting activity. Please contact me or Rick
Summers should any questions or concerns remain.

Sincerely,

/{/ Ayt

D. Wayne Redberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

/\

cc: Allen D. Klein David Lof
Lowell Braxton Susan Linper
Rick Summers

89%2R-36

an equal opportunity employer



December 23, 1985

T0: Technical File

FROM: Rick P. Summers. Reclamation Hydrolog?ff:ES;

RE: Response to Division 11/18/85 Deficiéﬁcy Letter Concerninag
Disposal of Sediment From Sedimentation Pond, Skyline Mine,
ACT/007/005.

sSummary:

Skyline Mine's response to the above referenced letter dated
11718/85 was reviewed. The response addresses the design of
diversion ditch BC-12 located beneath the conveyor at the Skyline
loadout. Designs for a relocated diversion were required due to the
disposal of sediment from the pond at the original diversion
location. Although the submittal contained a significant number of
errors, sufficient information was available to perform a technical
analysis. Based upon that analysis, it was shown that the diversion
has been overdesigned relative to the capacity to convey the runoff
from a 10 yr-24 hr precipitation event (capacity for a 100 yr-24 hr
event exists). Design velocities were calculated to be
approximately 5.5 fps for a 50 yr-24 hr design flow. A channel
lining of 4 inch riprap would be required to insure stability at
this velocity.

Recommendations:

Diversion BC-12 routes disturbed area drainage to an existing
sedimentation pond at the loadout. Combined with consideration of
the length of the diversion (350 ft.), it is my recommendation that

the diversion should be given final approval with the following
condition:

Condition #1:The applicant must install a channel lining of
four (4) inch material in diversion BC-12 prior to July 15, 198¢.
"The Division may waive this requirement following inspection of the
diversion by Division Hydrologists following the snowmelt pericd.
Selective placement of material may be approved in lieu of lining
the entire reach following the above inspection. Additionally,
smaller material may be used if a demonstration of reduced
velocities (increased Manning's n value) is submitted and approved
by the Division.

cc: Lowell P. Braxton
Sue Linner

Wayne Hedberg
Tom Wright
0317R-69
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k‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Govermnor
v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 + Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 « 801-538-5340

February 13, 1986

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

(P592 431 327) :
Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt _

Vice President and General Manag v

Utah Fuel Company

P. 0. Box 71°
Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Mr. Zumwalt:

RE: Operator Response to Conditigonal Approval for Removal and
Disposal of Sediments from Sedimentation Pond, Skyline
Mine, ACT/007/0G5, #3 and #4, Carbon Ccunty, Utah

The Division has received Utah Fuel Company's letter dated
January 21, 1986 which was provided in response to our January
15, 1986 letter cencerning the plans referenced above.

Your letter discusses Notice of Violation (NOV)
N85-2-16-2, #2 of 2, which was issued by the Division's
Inspection and Enforcement (I. & E.) staff. It is stated that
the NOV addresses the same area of concern as outlined in our
January 15 letter. The area of contention is the diversion
ditch which is located beneath the BC-12 conveyor at the
Skyline Mine site. In your January 21 letter, you stated that
Utah Fuel Company would not respond to the Division's January
15 letter until the hearing officer had made a ruling on the
proceedings of the Assessment Conference for NOV N85-2-16-2,
which was held on January 15, 1986.

Apparently there is scme confusicn regarding this issue.
Our January 15, 1986 letter is a continuation of the ongoing
technical review of the company's previous proposal which
addressed the removal and disposal of sediments from the
sedimentation pond. The subject NOV which was issued by

an equal opportunity employer
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Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt
ACT/GC7/0G5
February 13, 1986

by I. & E. is an entirely separate matter. It has no bearing
on the condition outlined in our January 15 letter. Both
issues, the NOV and our January 15 letter, must be addressed
individually by the cperator.

Regardless of the Assessment Officer's ruling on the
validity of the NOV, the operator will still need to provide a
response to Condltlon #1 of our January 15 letter. Adequate
erosion control measures will need to be provided for those
sections of the diversion ditch where runoff velocities may
contribute to excessive erosion.

We encourage Utah Fuel Company tc please provide a
response to our January 15 letter by February 20, 1986. Should
questions or concerns remain, please contact us at your
earliest convenience.

Sincerely,

/[ (w//u H C{é/

D. Wayne Hedber;:

Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

btb

cc: Allen Klein
Lowell Braxton
Joe Helfrich
Rick Summers
Tom Wright

8992R-48 & 49



k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH ‘ - Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

v NATURAL RESOURCES IR . » Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining o o Dionne R. Nieison, Ph.D., Division Director
355 W, Non‘h Temple 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 + 801-538- 5340

May 27, 1986

* CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED EORRIE T A R
 (Paoz 438 366) R |

... Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt
" .¥M.P, & General Manager
~,.“Utah Fuel Company
7 P.0. Box 719
- Helper, Utah 84526

"'¢vDear M. Zumwalt:

“-“Réif Condltkenal Approval of MRP Amendment, Reqﬁéét:fOTIChanée
S in uati¢c Monitoring Program, Skyllne Mine, ACT/OO7/005,
WwFl 4, Carbon County, Utah v 3

L TWe dIV/510n has completed its review of Utah Fuel
V‘“Company s request to amend the approved Aquatic Monltorlng
.. Program at the Skyline Mine (received April 28, 1986). The
‘" plans are adequate for issuance of condltlonal approval with
,‘the follow1ng stlpulatlon. .

L One condltlon remalns whlch must be resolved before the -
"j“plans can be finalized. The Division concurs with the request
to delete invertebrate monitorlng from the program. However,
-as submitted, replacement page 4-63 does not fit into the
plan. 1In 1980 this page was replaced with pages 4-63 and
4-63a. Please revise section 4.18 (page 4-63) to flt more
;‘closely w1th the current approved plans. o USRI

,\,‘

If p0551b1e, please prov1d9 (14) coples of the rev1sed
text and page numbers by June 16, 1986. Thank you for your
cooperation in completing this permlttlng action. Please call
~ me or Lynn Kunzler of the technical staff should you have any
- questions or concerns.

ez7ﬂy,
W,
D. Wayne Hedberg

Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

dwh , ‘

cc: A. Klein L. Braxton
L. Kunzler S. Linner

8992R-61 -

an equal opportunity employer




k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center » Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 « 801-538-5340

July 7, 1986

Mr. William Geer, Director

Utah Division of Wildlife Resources
1596 West North Temple

Salt Lake City, Utah 84116

Dear Mr. Geer:
RE: Final Approved Plans, MRP Amendment, Request for Change in

Agquatic Monitoring Program, Utah Fuel Company, Skyline
Mine, ACT/007/005, File #4, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed is (1) copy of Utah Fuel Company's approved plans
for a MRP Amendment for their Skyline Mine in Carbon County,
Utah. This material is for your review, information and
files.

If you have any questions or need additional information,
please contact me or Susan Linner, Permit Supervisor, at (801)

538-5340.
Sincerely,
/@ éogly/a %%‘%
D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist
djh
cc: Sue Linner
0341R-54

an equal opportunity empioyer



k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Govermnor

v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Qil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 « Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

July 7, 1986

Mr. Allen D. Klein, Administrator
Western Technical Center

Office of Surface Mining

Brooks Towers

1020 Fifteenth Street

Denver, Colorado 80202

Dear Mr. Klein:
RE: Final Approved Plans, MRP Amendment, Request for Change in

Aguatic Monitoring Program, Utah Fuel Company, Skyline
Mine, ACT/007/005, File #4, Carbon County, Utanh

Enclosed are (8) copies of Utah Fuel Company's approved
plans for a MRP Amendment for their Skyline Mine in Carbon
County, Utah. This material is for your review, information
and files.

If you have any questions or need additional information,
please contact me or Susan Linner, Permit Supervisor, at (801)

538-5340.
Sincerely,
/] /
/QMW “F
D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist
djh
cc: Sue Linner
0341R-52

an equa! cppoerfunity employer



k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Qil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
355 W. North Temple » 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

July 7, 1986

Mr. Dennis Dalley, Assistant Director
Utah Department of Health

Division of Environmental Health

P. 0. Box 45500

Salt Lake City, Utah 84145-0500

Dear Mr. Dalley:
RE: Final Approved Plans, MRP Amendment, Request for Change in

Aquatic Monitoring Program, Utah Fuel Company, Skyline
Mine, ACT/007/005, File #4, Carbon County, Utah

Enclosed is (1) copy of Utah Fuel Company's approved plans
for a MRP Amendment for their Skyline Mine in Carbon County,
Utah. This material is for your review, information and
files.

If you have any gquestions or need additional information,
please contact me or Susan Linner, Permit Supervisor, at (801)

538-5340.
Sincerely, ,
D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist
djh
cc: Sue Linner
0341R-53

an eqgual opportunity employer



k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Qil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 « Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

July 28, 1986

Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt

Vice President/General Manager
Utah Fuel Company

P. 0. Box 719

Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Mr. Zumwalt:

Re: MRP Amendment, Underground Mine Plan Modification, Skyline Mine,
ACT/007/005, Folder No. 3 & 4, Carbon County, Utah

The Division has reviewed Skyline's proposal (December 28, 1986)
for a minor mine plan modification along 1 right 1 west to avert
unfavorable roof and rib conditions.

We find that these minor underground changes should not cause
any adverse impacts, and have no further comments or concerns.
Please accept our apologies for the delay in providing our
response. Thank you for keeping our office informed of changing
conditions and mine status.

Sincerely,

i

D. Wayne Hedberg

Permit Supervisor/

Reclamation Hydrologist

DWD: jvb
cc: L. P. Braxton
D. Darby
S. Linner
O005R-38

an equal opportunity employer



k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Qil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
355 W. North Temple « 3 Triad Center » Suite 350 « Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

August 14, 1986

Mr. Keith Zobell
Utah Fuel Company
P. 0. Box 719
Helper, Utam 84526

Dear Mr. Zobell:

Re: Skyline Mine, ACT/007/005, File #4, Carbon County, Utah

On August 13 and 14, we discussed the Utah Department of
Transportation's (DOT's) request to Skyline to withdraw approximately
1,500 gallons per hour of water from the sedimentation pond
1mmed1ately below the Skyline Mine. This withdrawal would be for a
period of approximately 4 days. 1In reviewing the ramifications to
effluent from the sedimentation pond, the Division assumed that
240,000 gallons per day of mine water is presently being discharged
1nto the sedimentation pond. This equates to approx1mately 170
gallons per minute. The requested DOT water use amounts to
approximately 50,000 gallons over a four-day period, or approximately
5 hours of mine discharge. The Division feels that no degradation of
effluent from the sedimentation pond will result from DOT's withdrawal
of this volume of water, and therefore authorizes Skyline to allow DOT
to use this water, should it be necessary.

We would request that when water is being withdrawn from the pond,
the suction head for water pickup should be kept well off the bottom
of the pond and away from the pond banks to reduce turbidity into the
water truck. We are assuming that this is a once-only request from
DOT and that all DOT needs for water withdrawal will end approximately
August 22, 1986.

Sincerely,

St

Lowell P. Braxton
Administrator

djh
cc: S. Linner

J. Helfrich
0799R/53

an equal opportunity employer



k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

v NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center « Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

September 9, 1986

Mr. Keith Zobell
Environmental Engineer
Utah Fuel Company

P.3. Box 719

Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Mr. Zobell:
Re: Approval of MRP Amendment, Subsidence Monitoring, Skyline

Mine, Utah Fuel Company, ACT/007/005-(86B), Folder #3, 4
and 10, Carbon County, Utah

The Division has completed a review of U.S. Fuels Company's
May 12, 1986 proposal to develop and implement a new subsidence
monitoring program using the photogrammetric method.

Your proposal is technically complete and satisfactory.
The Division hereby grants its approval to implement the
program. We have no further questions at this time and
apologise for the unforeseen delay in responding to your

request.
Sincerely.
/0, %&ym
D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist
djh
cc: R. Christensen
A. Klein
L. Braxton
D. Darby
0873R-24

an equal opportunity employer



k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

V NATURAL RESOURCES Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Qil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
355 W. North Temple - 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

September 9, 1986

Mr. Glen A. Zumwalt
Utah Fuel Company
P. 0. Box 719
Helper, Utah 84526

(LN

Dear M ; Zumwalt:

Re: Approval to Suspend Annual Vegetation Monitoring Skyline Mine,
ACT/007/005, Folder No. 3 & 4, Carbon County, Utah

The Division has reviewed your August 7, 1986 letter requesting
that the annual vegetation monitoring be suspended and that a "study
plan" (test plot program) be developed to determine the type of
revegetation to be under taken for non-vegetated areas. The
Division is in agreement with this proposal and will look forward to
reviewing the proposed study plan to be submitted by October 1, 1986.

The plan to install a fiber blanket in the North Fork emergency
overflow channel is also approved. As disscussed between Mr. Keith
Zobell of Utah Fuel Company and Lynn Kunzler of the Pivision, the
approved interim seed mix will be used for the necessary seeding
inconjunction with installation of the fiber blanket.

The Division appreciates your concern and willingness to
address these reclamation concerns.

Sincerely,

et

L. P. Braxton

Administrator

Mineral Resource Development
and Reclamation Program

LK:jvb

cc: S. Linner
D. Lof

0028R-49

an equal cpportunity employer





