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Lowel l  Braxton, Associate Director
Div is ion o f  Oi I ,  Gas and Min ing
355 West North Temple
3 Tr iad Center ,  Su i te  350
Sa I t  Lake  C i t y ,  U tah  841 -80 -L203

Dear Mr.  Braxton:

SUBJECT: RESPODISE TO DIVISION ORDER 92C AND 92D

Utah Fuel requested an extension of t ime to respond to the May
L,  L992 Div is ion def ic iency le t ter  f rom JuIy  31,  L992,  unt i l
September 30, L992, for the renewal of our II{&RP. We were granted
this extension. Included with the May ! ,  L992 def ic iency let ter
was Divis ion Order 92C. Al though we did not speci f ical ly request
an extension for Divis ion Order 92C, our intent was to also respond
to this order by September 30, L992. P1ease conf i rm that the t ime
extension includes the response to Order 92C.

Division Order 92D was issued to Coastal States Energy Co on
June 4, L992. This order deal t  wi th comments by the IJ.  S. Forest
Service. A major portion of their comments are dealing with
subsidence issues. We are currently cooperatively involved with
the U.S.F.S.  to  s tudy the e f fec ts  o f  subs idence.  An env i ronmenta l
analysis is current ly being prepared on this issue. We are not
prepared to respond to Divis ion Order 92D, unt i l  the environmental
analysis is complete.  We respectful ly reguest a 9O-day extension,
un t i l  L2 -L -92 ,  t o  respond .
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c"/r'v/.:
A. Zum 1t

ice Presj ent/General Manager

Kei th  ZobeI I .

cc :  Ke i th  Zo
Daron Ha


