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Dear Mr. Bailey,

Utah Fuel Company hereby requests minor modification approval of its
general mining layout for the Skyline No. 1, 2, and 3 Mines. The attached
maps of each mine show projected longwall panel, mains, and room and pillar
extraction layouts.

The reasons for the design change are listed as follows:

1) Geologic exp]orat1on data obtained during 1986 and 1987 indicate
that the ex1st1ng mine layout has many problem areas relating
to faults and igneous dikes. The new design matches present
knowledge of geologic conditions.

2) The new design is more favorable for multiple seam longwall mining.
Panels and Mains are positioned more favorably to allow safe
and optimum extraction of each coalbed where longwall mining
overlaps.

3) The new design provides for longer and wider longwall panels
which will help reduce mining costs and increase efficiency and
recoverability of longwall areas.

A comparison of the effects of the new design on the recoverable reserve
versus the presently approved design can be tabulated as follows:

TABLE 1:
1985 G.M.0. Tons Mined Present Recoverable Present Recoverable
Tons Recover. Since 85 GM0 Based on 85 GMO Based on New Design
Lease No. (Mi11. Tons) (Mill. Tons) (Mill Tons) (Mi11. Tons)
U-0147570 36.38 0.09 36.29 34.93
U-044076 33.55 0.00 33.55 27.57
U-0203085 14.78 0.03 14.75 19.56
U-073120 2.99 1.27 1.72 1.38
U-0142235 4,34 1.71 ' 2.63 3.83

TOTAL 92.04 3.10 88.94 87.27
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The lower recoverable tonnage (1.67 mt) of the new design is the result
of no planned room and pillar mining along the western boundaries of leases
U-0147570 and U-0LLOT6 in Skyline Mines 1 and 2. Present geologic knowledge
indiciates that faulting will likely be too severe to allow access to the
western boundaries of both of these mines. Skyline Mine No. 3 may be able
to cross the northern extent of the fault zone, allowing room and pillar
extraction -in that area in the Lower O'Connor A seam. The 1985 G.M.O. submittal
assumed mining in all three seams in that area.

There appears to be no significant difference in total recoverable tonnages
for the entire leasehold based on the new designj; even though, on a lease
by lease basis, some significant differences do occur (Table 1).

Recoverable tons based on the new design are tabulated by coal seam
as follows:

TABLE 2:
Upper O'Connor Lower O'Connor B Lower O'Connor A Total

Lease No. (Mi1l. Tons) (Mill. Tons) (Mi1l. Tons) (Mi1l. Toms,
U-01L7570 8.40 4.95 21.58 34.93
U-0Lk40T76 9.10 17.03 1.4h 27.57
U-020305 9.05 L.oT 6.544 19.56
U-073120 0.22 - 1.16 1.38
U-0142235 0.23 - | 3.60 3.83

TOTAL  27.00 26.06 | 3h.21 87.27

Longwall panel widths and gate locations shown on the enclosed sequence
maps may vary slightly due to geologic or mining conditions. It is now planned
that mains will be vertically stacked in areas where multiple seam mining
will occur. Longwall gates are planned to be offset somewhat beneath the
gob of overlying panels. Because degree of offset is still in the study
phase, the sequence maps do not show gate offsets at this time.

Also not included on the maps are fire barriers (approx. 200 ft. wide),
which will very likely be used in longwall blocks that exceed 5 to 6 panels.
Because panel width and stacking of such barriers are still under study,
their exact placement has not yet been determined. During reserve calculation,
however, possible fire barriers were taken into consideration.

As further exploration is conducted to refine our present geologic model,
the design will likely experience further changes in coming years. Utsh
Fuel Company will submit additional minor modifications as new data are obtained.
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We appreciate your consideration of this minor modificaticn. If you
have questions concerning this request, please feel free to contact Mark

Bunnell of our office at any time.

Sincerely,

GAZ:MB:1m

Attachment





