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SUMMARY:

On May 18, 2000 the Division received a letter from Canyon Fuel Co . indicating their
expectation of leaving 28 longwall shields underground . On May 26, 2000 the Division received
a letter from the U . S. Forest Service indicating their objection to this plan and indicating they
felt that 25 of the shields could be removed . Also, they were, "convinced that it would be unsafe
to remove the last three shields ." It's appropriate for the Division to review the proposed action
and to make a finding with regard to the abandonment of such equipment underground .

TECHNICAL ANALYSIS :

OPERATION PLAN

HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION

Regulatory Reference : R645-300-730

Analysis :

The Utah Coal Rules require that a coal mine Operator demonstrate " . . . .the steps to be
taken during coal mining	to minimize disturbance to the hydrologic balance within the
permit and adjacent areas : to prevent material damage outside the permit area ;" . The Operator
had initially proposed leaving 28 longwall shields underground as part of their mining operation .
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The proposal indicated all hazardous materials would be removed from the shields . Specifically,
emulsion liquid would be removed and, as many as practical, hoses and electrical controls would
also be removed .

The mine is located on U .S . Forest Service property and they are the Surface
Management Agency. They objected to leaving all 28 shields underground . They agreed that it
would be unsafe to remove three of the shields, and had no objection to leaving them . However,
they felt that the other 25 were being left solely to reduce expenses and could be removed . A
site visit on June 28, 2000 showed that the 25 shields had been brought to the surface . Chris
Hansen, Environmental Coordinator for Canyon Fuel, indicated the shields would be rebuilt for
future use in mining . With this situation, only three of the shields remain underground and this
analysis is based on that number.

To evaluate the potential impact of leaving the three longwall shields, comparison was
made between the shields and other steel materials that must be left underground . Such ferrous
materials include steel roof bolts, steel wire ceiling mesh, and steel cans used in support pillars .
These materials simply cannot be removed without endangering the lives of miners and are
routinely abandoned in all underground coal mines . Considerable tonnage of these materials are
left in the mine every year. Since the weight of the three longwall shields is very small in
comparison, their impact will be minimal .

All hazardous materials will be removed and the emulsion fluids will be drained from the
abandoned shields . Similarly, hoses and electrical components will be removed . The amount of
steel involved is relatively small . Given all these factors, it's reasonable to expect that leaving
three longwall shields underground will have very little impact on the hydrologic balance and
will not result in material damage outside the permit area .

Finding :

The abandonment of three longwall shields underground meets minimum regulatory
requirements .

RECOMMENDATION

The abandonment of three longwall shields underground can be approved .
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