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RE:

In responding to the Division's Mid-term Review of the Skyline Mine MRP, Utah Fuel
claimed, in a letter dated June 1, 1995, that many parts of the review were not valid as
reviewable items under the Division's directive on mid-term reviews. However, Utah Fuel did
not view the reviews under hydrologic resources as part of the invalid issues. Utah Fuel
responded to this section, particularly, the issue of stream buffer zones and clarification of the
measure that are used to prevent activities within stream buffer zones from causing or
contributing to degradation of water quality.

In the June 1 letter, Utah Fuel says that the emphasis of R645-301-731.611 based on
water quality standards will not be violated, and therefore the sampling program that is
currently in place should be adequate to show that activity within 100-feet of the perennial
stream is not contributing to water quality standards violations. There are two pomts that -
must be made about this response.

First, the regulations demand that, in order that the Division permits coal mining
activities within the stream buffer zone, it must find that such activities will not cause or
contribute to water quality standards violation and will not adversely affect the water quantity
and quality or other environmental resources of the stream. To this point the Division has
never made such findings and Utah Fuel has not provided necessary information which would
aid the Division in making such findings.

Second, Utah Fuel says that their sampling program is showing that no water quality
standards are being violated. However, once again, the Utah Fuel sampling data for Eccles
Creek has shown a consistent trend in degradation of water quality. Without the information
requested in the original mid-term review, one cannot concluded that this trend is not as a
result of the mining operations within 100-feet of the creek.
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While Utah Fuel believes that sampling, in itself, shows that they have not caused or
contributed to water quality standards violations--it does not show that coal mining activities
within 100-feet of Eccles Creek has not contributed to the degrading water quality of the
stream. All coal mining activities within a stream's buffer zone can only be permitted after the
Division has found that those activities will not adversely affect the water quality or quantity in
addition to finding that no water quality standards will be violated. The Division has never
made these finding. Therefore, Utah Fuel must submit necessary information that would allow
the Division to conclude that the degradation of Eccles Creek is not resulting from their coal
mining activities within the stream buffer zones.
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