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Daron Haddock, Permit Supenrisor
Divis ion of  Oi l ,  Gas and Mining
3 5 5 WesE Nort,h Temple
3 Tr iad Center ,  Su i te  350
Salt  Lake Cit ,y,  Utah 84180 -  1203

Dear Mr.  Haddock:

We have reviewed your memo outl ining t.he remaining
def ic iencies for the renewal of  our Mining and Reclamation Plan.
We have been abfe to respond to the maj or i ty of  these def ic iencies.
However, there are sti l l  a f ew def iciencies t,hat, we have been
Unable to properly respond to for a var iety of  reasons. On these
it,ems, w€ have included a brief e>qllanaEion of our diff iculty and
a new proposed response dat,e when we wil l  be abl-e to respond. We
are including L4 copies of any changes made Eo maps , f igures and
page of Ehe M&RP.

DEF'ICIENCIES & RESPONSES

1 .  R545 -30L -222

Replace P la te  2  .L1 -  1  and re fer  to  19 80 Supplementa l  So i ls
Report, on Page 2 - 7-t4 .

RESPONSE:

Plate 2. t1- 1 should be removed and Page 2-LL4 has been
changed.

2 .  R645 -301 -230

Remaining Def ic iency:

1.  The plan needs Lo contain a method for anchoring straw
mulch.
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3.

RESPONSE:

We have changed Pages 4-38 and 4-38 (a) .

R545 -30L -231 .400

De f i c iency :

1. Cover requirements for waste rock are not addressed in
t .hese calculat ions. Approximately 9,000 yd3 remain from
the RRIJO Eopsoi l  sEockpi le which could be used f  or
addiLional- cover over wast,e rock. Cover maLerial must be
ded icaEed  Eo  mee t  t he  regu i remen t , s  o f  R645-301-553 .250
unt i l  test  plot ,s substant iate lesser cover.  I  recommend
Ehat Table 4.6-4 ref lect  cover reguirements for t ,he wast,e
rock  s i t e .

RESPONSE:

We have changed Pages 4-38 (c) and 4-38 (d) to ref  lect ,  t ,he use
of the mat,erial- in the RRIrO topsoil stockpile . However, w€
f eel  t ,hat,  the Divis ion may be misinLerpret, ing R545 -  3 01-
553.252.  As we read th is  regu la t , ion ,  w€ do not  in terpre t  i t
to require four feet of  topsoi l .  I t  does reguire four feet of
best avai lable,  non- toxic,  non- combust, ib le mater ial  that wi l l
meeE the requ i rement ,s  o f  R545 -  3  0 l -244 .200 and R645 -  3  01-  353
t ,hrough R645-301-357.  So in  the f ina l  ana lys is ,  we may
actual ly haul  l i t t Ie i f  any of  t ,he RRLO topsoi l  to the waste
rock d isposa l  s i te .

R645-3  0L -240  and  R545-3  0L -342

De f i c iency :

A cont,radict , ion remains between PlaLe 4 .4.  1- 1A and Table 4 .5 .4
concerning t,he acreage of dist,urbance the portal mine site.
See  d i scuss ion  under  de f i c i ency  # f  R545  -  3  0 t -231  .400 ,  Po r ta l
Yard.

RESPONSE:

We have cor recLed acreage on Map 4.4 .2- tA

4 .
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5 .  R645 -30L -322

Remaininq Def ic iency:

Changes to the high int ,erest species status of  red bats and
western smooth green snakes need to be made in Tables 2.9-t
and  2 .9  - 3  .

RESPONSE:

Tables 2 .9  - t  and 2 .9  -3  have rev ised to  re f  lec t  Ehe requesEed
changes.

Remaining Def ic iency:

1.  The plan must include daEa from recent Wild1i fe Resources
f isher ies sun/eys.

RESPONSE:

Recent f ish sun/eys would ref lect .  the resul ts of  consEant
blockage by an irrigation diversion and be beaver dams. In
addit ion, Scof ie ld Rese:rroir  was recent ly poisoned Eo
eradicate trash f ish.  Consequent ly,  EDy recent DWR f isher ies
sunreys would not provide any meaningful daEa on mining
related impacts.  These reports are not in the appl icants
possession nor have they been requested of DWR.

6 .  R545 -301 -341 .300

Remaininq Def ic iency:

1. The Operator must demonstrate that areas of the conveyor
bench and associaEed cuE slopes are reclaimable according
to the plans presented in the mining and reclamat,ion
p1an. As an alternative to t,he current, plan, Skyline may
consider changing t,he postmining land use f or this area.

RESPONSE:

We are unable to respond Eo this def ic iency at  th is t ime. Our
plan is to negot,iat,e a change with the land owner t,o allow a
change in Ehe posEmining land use. To date, w€ have not, been
able to successfully negot,iat,e an agreementwit,h the Marakis
Estate.  We feel  we should conclude these negot iat , ions in Ehe
next couple of months, and wil l  respond Eo t,his def iciency by
May  3 ,  1993  .
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7 .  R645 -301 -413

Remaininq Def ic iency:

1. The right of entry information for the land at Ehe
Ioadout, must, be updated in t,he plan in accordance wiLh
R545 -301 -114 .100 .

RESPONSE:

We can not respond to this def ic iency at  t ,h is t , ime. We wi l l
respond to this def ic iency by May 3 ,  7-992.

Remaininq Def ic iency:

1.  I f  the lease agreement between CoasLaI States Energy and
Nick and Koula Marakis and Helen Lumbi is to constiLute
cofirments on the postmining land use, the agreement, cannoL
be considered conf ident ial  and Skyl ine must indicate how
this agreement is t ,o be inserted into Ehe p1an, including
reference to i t  in lhe text  of  the plan.

RESPONSE:

As  ou t , l i ned  i n  ou r  de f  i c i ency  response  to  R645-301-341 .300 ,  we
are planning on negotiating a change in our lease agreement,
with the Marakis estate,  and respond to t ,h is def ic iency. Our
Right of Ent,er inf ormation is in Sec . 1 . 6 ( Pages 1- 13 t,hrough
L-t7) ,  and the Marakis agreement is referenced in this
section. Many of our agreements do contain conf ident,ial
in f  ormat ion as out l ine  in  R545-203 -210.  We wi I I  p rov ide t ,he
Division with confidential documents when necessary or make
t,hem available to persons who have a legal right to review
E,hese documents. However, they are not public information and
are not t,o be incl-uded in M&RP.

Remaining Def ic iency:

1.  The cross reference must show the locat ions of  surface
owner or manager comments concerning Ehe postmining land
use  fo r  a l l  a reas .
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RESPONSE:

Page 1-13 has been changed to add reference to Mant i-La Sal
National Forest Approved Land Use Management Plan. Page 6 of
cross reference has been changed.

8 .  R645 -310 -522

Remaining Def ic iency:

1. The Applicant must demonstrate that the mining operations
wil l maximize the use and consen/ation of the coal
resources.

RESPONSE:

Pages 3-8  and 3-8(a)  have been changed.

9 .  R545 -301 -525 .100

Remaining Def ic iency:

1.  The subsidence control  map wi l l  be cert i f ied by a
gual i f ied registered professional engineer.  The map wi l l
show t,he permit boundaries, t,he areas where subsidence is
ant,icipated, the areas where subsidence is permitEed and
areas protecLed from subsidence.

RESPONSE:

A new cert i f ied subsidence cont,rol  map has been enclosed.

10 .  R645 -301 -528 .323

Remaining Def ic iency:

1. The ApplicanL must address this regulation in the Mine
and Reclamation PIan.

RESPONSE:

This was addressed in our December, 1-992 response on Page 3-
55 .
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11 .  R645 -301 -535

De f i c iency :

Sample analyses from 8/LL/92 were found Ehe submit tal .  The
analyt ical  report  should be referred Lo on page 4-87 of uhe
MRP. Acid/base account ing resul ts should be included with
t ,hese reports.

RESPONSE:

Page 4-87 has been changed and we have added Pages 4-87(b) ,  4-
87 (c )  and  4 -87 (d ) .

De f i c i ency :

The Permit,tee is in compliance wit,h this deficiency, however
a recent (1,992) analysis is requested for inclusion in ExhibiL
4 .4 .5 .

RESPONSE:

We have enc losed the 8-17-92 ana lys is  which is  Lo be added to
Exhib i t ,  4  .4  .5  .

L2 .  R545 -301 -540

Def ic iency:

For the purpose of determining Ehe non-toxic,  non-acidic
nature of  t ,he mater ial  ,  the f  o l lowing analyses (descr ibed In
Table 6 of the "Guidelines for Management of Topsoil and
Overburden. . . rt ) should be added t,o Table 1 : acid/base
account ing, selenium, boron.

RESPONSE:

Acid/base account,ing, selenium and boron have been added to
Page  40  -  38  (b )  .

De f i c i ency :

No changes to the present, plan could be found in Section
4 .5 .4 .L ,  4 .7 .7  o r  SecL ion  4 .4 .5  was  no t , ed .  Fu r t he r
information is requested concerning a sampling program for t,he
f inal graded surf ace of t,he waste rock sit,e, if a reduced
Ieve l  o f  cover  is  f ina l ized.
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RESPONSE:

We do not understand this def ic iency. On Page 4-40 of our
M&RP, w€ out l ine our sampl ing p1an. One sample per 2,000 tons
of mater ial .  The mater ial  is in two l i f ts.  I t  takes more
than 2,000 tons to make a l i fE,  so we take more than one
sample per two foot, I i ft,. We have added actd/base accounting,
selenium and boron to this l ist ,  which already included SAR,
EC and percent coal. We do not have any plans to puL
addit ional  wasE,e mater ial  aL t ,he RRLO. As we read R645 -  540,
we can noE see where we are def ic ient.

13 .  R645 -301 -700

Remaininq Def ic iencies :

1.  ShaIIow and deep water Ievels appear Eo reversed in wel l
w35 -1 .

2 .  ConLour  l i nes  on  P1a te  2 .3 .4 -2  don ' t  co r respond  w i th
water  leve1s g iven for  weI I  W22-2 (and for  wel l  W35-1 i f
the shallow and deep values have been swit,ched) .

3.  Wel l  W26-t  monitors the shal low aquifer rather t ,han t ,he
deep  aqu i f e r  as  shown  on  P la te  2 .3 .4 -2 .

4 .  The  da tes  re l a ted  t o  P la tes  2 .3 -4 -2  nd  7 ,  11  and  t 2  a t
the top o f  page 2-29a are  reversed.

RESPONSE:

1. The wel l  wat,er leveIs are reversed on weII  W35 - 1.

2.  The contour l ines wi l l  be reviewed with t ,he consultant
and revisions made as appropriate.

3.  Wel l  W26-L is indeed a shal low wel l  and the notat ion on
P la t ,e  2  .3  .4 -2  w i l l  be  co r recEed .

The above t ,hree i tems a l l  regu i re  cor rec t ions to  P1ate  2 .3 .4-
2 . A revised map wil l  be submitted af ter a review by t,he
consultant.  A new submit tal  wi I I  be made by March L, 1993 .

4 .  The dates aL the tope o f  Page 2-29a were reversed.  A
corrected page is at tached.
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Remaining Def ic iency:

1.  Cross secLions and maps submit , t ,ed Eo sat isfy currenL
def ic iencies to Lhe MRP are not cert i f ied, €rs required by
R645-30L-5t2,  as having been prepared by or under the

:l'ii;"':ili"i.T,"itiil"3":?'"1="'"?T?ffi .H:"?:"i"'13iff :5
f ie lds such as hydrology and geology.

RESPONSE:

The deficiency fails to ident,ify which documents have not, been
cert i f  ied. Appropr iate cert , i f  icat ions wi l l  be made af ter the
Divis ion ident, i f ies which speci f ic cross sect ions and maps
need to  be cer t , i f  ied .

Remaining Def ic iency:

1' l?:3:::l 313" "J::";o,o r"rY#,f* Tt"?' "x' ;1"" "':::?' ffi ::

lfffiFj i *,r "tt= :*'i i:gr:rrii*,',r i::r ?,i;
RESPONSE:

The M&RP modification relating Lo ground water at the waste
rock disposal s i te has not been submit , ted. Data on the
monit ,or ing weII ,  which was dr i l led in the fal l  of  L992 ,  wi l l
be submit ted as part  of  that modif icat ion.

L4 .  R545 -30L -728

Remaining Def ic iency:

1' 3'"1??iilH1"i:t i"' ":1:"*"'.'53o :H "?T.?iiij"ff3::Creek, based on current knowledge, has noE been made.

RESPONSE:

The value of t,he cutthroat trout, spawning habiLaL in Burnout
Creek and upper Hunt,ington Creek is currently being evaluat,ed
by the Forest Serrrice under Ehe direction of personnel at Lhe
Intermountain Research Station in Logan. Releasable report,s
on t ,h is study are not yet avai lable.  As stated previously,
Ehe appl icant does not control t,his sLudy, so it, is
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inappropriat,e to make it a subj ect of Division comment, and
modif icaEion in t,he M&RP. As reports become available, copies
wi l l  be made and sent to the Divis ion to be insert ,ed as
consultant documents in the proper M&RP appendix. This wil l
a id in the preparat ion of  future PHC's and CHIA's.

Remaininq Def ic iency:

1. It is uncl-ear what, is meant by the concLuding statement
o f  Sec t i on  3 .2 .3  on  page  3 -8  o f  t , he  PHC tha t ,  t he re  i s  no t
evidence thaL mining operations are impacting the nat,ure
of the stream bed, when previous pages cont,ain a
discussion of pact,s Ehe mj-ne operat,ion is having on the
stream bed.

RESPONSE:

The referenced statement is indeed unclear and adds noLhing to
the discussion. The sLatement, ,  therefore, has been removed.
This condition of the stream is a function of many factors
including some being total ly unrelated to mining act iv i t ,y.  In
recent, years , the stream has er,q>erienced a prol if eration of
beaver dams, which capture and. redistribuEe sediments. AIso,
in recent years, the snow pack has been so low and spring
thaws so gradual Ehat the stream has not experienced its
normal f lush allowing an accumulation of sediment,s.

Subseguent, to preparaLion of t,he PHC, t,he mine discharge has
successfu l ly  passed a  chron ic  tox ic i ty  tesL.  A copy o f  these
test resul t ,s have been submit ted Eo the Divis ion.

15 .  R645 -301 -731 .200

Remaining Def ic iency:

1 .  Informat ion on monitor ing point  M- 1,  s imi lar to that
given for other surface water monitor ing poinLs, is not
given in t,he MRP.

RESPONSE:

During preparation of t,he hydrological documents, Vaughn
Hansen Associates sampled many points to help characterize t,he
regional waEer qual i ty.  Some of these poincs were later
incorporat,ed into a routing monit,oring plan, while others may
have been sampled only once. Moniuor ing point  vC-9 is one of
t ,he rouEing s ta t ions ident i f  ied  in  Tab le  2 .3 .7  -3 .  Moni tor ing
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poinu M- 1 is not a rouLine monitor ing stat ion and the
applicant has no dat,a from t,his point, to place in the M&RP.

Remaininq Def ic iencies :

1 .  I f  we l ls  W22-2-2-  and W14 -2B have been abandoned,  proper
abandonment procedures have not been foIlowed.

2. The MRP does not contain daLa and arguments that, supporE,
abandonment of monit,oring the SEar Point Aguifer at welIs
W22-2 -2  and  W14  -28 .

RESPONSE:

The status of  these two fai led wel ls wi l l  need to be the
subject of  furt ,her discussion with the Divis ion, part icular ly
in the area of their val- idity in establ ishing the PHC .

An approach to t,he Forest Senrice concerning the possibil iuy
of re -  esLabl ishing these wel1s was met wit ,h a f  i rm negat ive
response, because of the resulting environment,al damage . A
mutually agreeable response wil l  be att,empted by March L,
1993 .

In addit ion to answering the above def ieiencies, w€ have also
included the following information to incorporate the overland
conveyor information into the M&RP renewal.

1 .  Ac reage  in fo rma t , i on  on  Pages  2 -98 ,  Z -LOL ,  3 -2L  has  been
correc ted and incorporated.  on Pages 2-99 ,  2-99 (a)  ,  2 - t } t ,
2 - t 01 (a )  ,  3 -25  and  3 -25  (a )  .

2 .  The  .39  ac res  on  Page  4 -8  i s  t he  co r rec t  f i gu re .

3.  The informaLion that,
incorporat,ed on Lo Page

4. Modif  icaLion t ,o t ,he PHC
were on Page 3 - 13 of
Div is ion on 10 -  5  -92 .

was on Page 3-24 has been
4-35  and  4 -36  (a )  .

to include Ehe overland conveyor
t,he PHC and submitt,ed to the

5 .  Map 3 .2.  3 -  3A has been updaEed Lo include an acreage
f igure t.hat had been lef t of f .
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We appreciate your help in this renewal- effort and hope t,hat,
this response wil l  f inal j-ze this renewal. If you need any
addiLional  informat ion, please cont,act ,  Kei th Zobe11.

S incere ly ,

*/ (,a,ru
A. Zur..fual-t

dent/General Manager

Keit ,h Zobel1/Keith We1ch: gb

attachments


