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@: Canyon Fuel Gregg Galecki, Environ. Engineer
Com pany, LLC. HCR 35, Box 380
’- B Helper, UT 84526
Skyline Mine ;% %6* 0\ {435) 448-2636 - Office
A Subslidiary of Arch Western Buminous Group, LLG, m’ (435) 448-2632 - Fax

May 23, 2010

Mr. Daron R. Haddock

Division of Qil, Gas, and Mining
1594 West North Temple

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-5801

RE:  Response to Informal Conference (June 14, 2010), Winter Quarters Ventilation Facility
(WQVF), Canyon Fuel Company, LLC, Skyline Mine, C/007/005,

Dear Daron:

Attached to this letter is pertinent information in response to information requested during the
Informal Conference conducted on June 14, 2010, concerning noise associated with the fan
proposed at the Winter Quarters Ventilation Facility (WQVF).

A letter from Mr. Wesley Sorensen addressed to Mr. Steve Schneider identifies types of
commercially available technology available to reduce fan noise. The Tetra Tech report '
provides a sound survey that documents fan noise at various distances for the current Skyline
Mine fan and background sounds in Winter Quarters.

Attached to this cover letter are completed C1 and C2 (two-pages) forms, and the information
described above.

If you have any questions regarding this information, please give me a call at (435) 448-2636.

Sincerely:

Gregg A /Galecki
Canyon Fuel Company, LLC.
Environmental Engineer — Skyline Mines

Enclosures

RECEIVED
JUL 01 2010
DIV, OF OIL, GAS & MINING




APPLICATION FOR COAL PERMIT PROCESSING

Permit Change [X] New Permit [ ] Renewal [ | Exploration [ ] Bond Release [ ] Transfer [ ]

Permittee: _Canyon Fuel Company, LLC

Mine: Skyline Mine Permit Number: C/007/005
Title: _Supplemental Information from Winter Quarters Ventilation Facility Informal Conference
Description, Include reason for application and timing required to implement:

Requested information from Informal Conference 6/14/10.

Instructions: If you answer yes to any of the first eight (gray) questions, this application may require Public Notice publication.

[JYes[XINo 1. Change in the size of the Permit Area? Acres: Disturbed Area: [] increase [_] decrease.
[1Yes XINo 2. Is the application submitted as a result of a Division Order? DO#

[] Yes X No 3. Does the application include operations outside a previously identified Cumulative Hydrologic Impact Area?
[(JYes[XINo 4. Does the application include operations in hydrologic basins other than as currently approved?
[JYesXINo 5. Does the application result from cancellation, reduction or increase of insurance or reclamation bond?
[]Yes XINo 6. Does the application require or include public notice publication?

[(JYesXINo 7. Does the application require or include ownership, control, right-of-entry, or compliance information?
[]Yes XINo 8. Is proposed activity within 100 feet of a public road or cemetery or 300 feet of an occupied dwelling?
[1YesXINo 9. Is the application submitted as a result of a Violation? NOV #

[JYes XINo 10. Is the application submitted as a result of other laws or regulations or policies?

Explain:
[JYesXINo 11. Does the application affect the surface landowner or change the post mining land use?
[] Yes [XINo 12. Does the application require or include underground design or mine sequence and timing? (Modification of R2P2)
[J Yes XINo 13. Does the application require or include collection and reporting of any baseline information?
[] Yes X No 14. Could the application have any effect on wildlife or vegetation outside the current disturbed area?
[] Yes[XINo 15. Does the application require or include soil removal, storage or placement?
[]Yes XINo 16. Does the application require or include vegetation monitoring, removal or revegetation activities?
E] Yes XINo 17. Does the application require or include construction, modification, or removal of surface facilities?
[J Yes XINo  18. Does the application require or include water monitoring, sediment or drainage control measures?
[1Yes[XINo 19. Does the application require or include certified designs, maps or calculation?
] YesXINo 20. Does the application require or include subsidence control or monitoring?
L] Yes XINo 21. Have reclamation costs for bonding been provided?
[JYes[XINo 22. Does the application involve a perennial stream, a stream buffer zone or discharges to a stream?
[ Yes XINo  23. Does the application affect permits issued by other agencies or permits issued to other entities?

Please attach four (4) review copies of the application. If the mine is on or adjacent to Forest Service land please submit five
(5) copies, thank you. (These numbers include a copy for the Price Field Office)

I hereby certify that I am a responsible official of the applicant and that the information contained in this application is true and correct to the best of my information
and belief in all respects w1th the laws of Utah in reference to commitments, undertakmgs~4;1d obligations, herein.

%}& et (e &[/ C Sorepsin. S\’S;e/\;&tij\\ ol
rint Name ! ' ,QO - 1gn[)/g’” /il /t %’/Z( 41 (ﬁ; 7// é/ Z;// p

Subscribed and swom to before me thi5g23 day of ,20 Q
/ KATHLEEN ATWOOD
NOTARY HlUC-STAJ‘EEOSF 1%
M ission Expires: (|-}D__201 100 NORTH 200
Atest | Stateof LdaZ . 45 HUNTINGTON, UT 84528
county of _(Q ~GY a0 COMM. EXP. 11-12-2011
For Office Use Only: Assigned Tracking Received by Oil, Gas & Mining

Number:

RECEIVED
JUL 01 200
i 0AS & MINING

R R

Form DOGM- C1 (Revised March 12, 2002)




APPLICATION FOR COAL PERMIT PROCESSING
Detailed Schedule Of Changes to the Mining And Reclamation Plan

Permittee: _Canyon Fuel Company, LLC

Mine: Slyline Mine Permit Number: _C/007/005

Title: _Submittal of Revisions to General Chapter 1, for Canyon Fuel Operations

Provide a detailed listing of all changes to the Mining and Reclamation Plan, which is required as a result of this proposed permit
application. Individually list all maps and drawings that are added, replaced, or removed from the plan. Include changes to the table
of contents, section of the plan, or other information as needed to specifically locate, identify and revise the existing Mining and
Reclamation Plan. Include page, section and drawing number as part of the description.

DESCRIPTION OF MAP, TEXT, OR MATERIAL TO BE CHANGED
Add [ ]Replace [JRemove Appendix 118-A; BTCA Sound Reduction letter

DX Add [JReplace []Remove Appendix 118-A; Tetra Tech Sound Reduction Report

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[OJAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[CJAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd []Replace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

[JAdd [JReplace []Remove

Any other specific or special instruction required for insertion of this proposal into the Received by Oil, Gas & Mining

Mining and Reclamation Plan. RECE!VED
JUL 01 2010
DIV. OF OIL, GAS & MINING

Form DOGM - C2 (Revised March 12, 2002)
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Wess K. Sorensen
Company, LLc General Manager
A Subsidiary of Arch Western Bituminous Group, LLC. HC35, Box 380
Helper, Utah 84526
(435) 448-2619

Fax (435) 448-2632

June 23, 2010

Mr. Steve Schneider

Utah Coal Regulatory Program
Division of Oil, Gas and Mining
1594 West North Temple, Suite 1210
P. O. Box 145801

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-5801

Dear Mr. Schneider:

Skyline Mine committed to supply more information to Mr. Liodakis in the June 14, 2010 Informal
Conference in which you served as Conference Officer. The information in the following paragraph
should help to alleviate the adjacent land owners concern regarding noise reduction at the Winter
Quarter Mine Fan.

Skyline Mine is planning to install an exhausting mine fan in Winter Quarters Canyon on the
permitted pad area in T 13S R6E, Section 1. This fan will be of the axial design with an external
motor and motor house and will likely be a 10 ft diameter class fan. The fan will be on a vertical
shaft some 300 ft deep and will be equipped with the best commercially available technology for
reducing noise. This technology will include sound damping of the duct work and associated motor
house as well as sound absorption materials within the motor house. If reflective sound cancelation
is appropriate to reduce the noise level of the fan it will also be used. The discharge evase® of the
fan will most likely be in a vertical arrangement to minimize noise levels in the immediate area of
the fan. It should be noted that noise levels die off according to the inverse square of the distance
from the source. Existing mine fans in the area without best commercially available noise reduction
technology have noise levels less than 60dBA 400 meters away from the fan. Normal conversation
level is 60 dBA.

Our existing lease with Liodakis allows for this type of impact.

Sincerely,

%@%w@

Wesley K. Sorensen
General Manager

Skyline Mine
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Skyline Mine Sound Study

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This report presents the methods and resuits of a one day sound monitoring survey conducted
by Tetra Tech, Inc. (Tetra Tech) on June 08, 2010, as requested by Canyon Fuel Company’s
Skyline Mine. Monitoring was conducted on and adjacent to the Skyline Mine in association
with the continued development of underground coal mining in Carbon County, Utah. The study
area is located in both public (Manti La Sal National Forest) and private parcels around Eccles
Canyon and Winter Quarters Canyon near the town of Scofield, UT. (Figure 1 and Figure 2)

Sound level monitoring was implemented to obtain data on sound levels around an existing
ventilation fan at the Skyline Mine, to collect baseline sound levels around a proposed
ventilation fan location in Winter Quarters Canyon, and to supplement Tetra Tech’s March 13,
2009 Wildlife Studies Summary. Data collected at each site may be used to establish baseline
information on sound generated by the operational ventilation shaft fan and sounds generated
by the immediate environment.

2.0 METHODS

2.1 Sound Monitoring Locations

All sound monitoring sites were located on and adjacent to the Skyline Coal Mine area and
adjacent to Winter Quarters Canyon as determined through consultation with Canyon Fuel
Company. Sound level measurements were collected at the operational ventilation fan, herein
referred to as the source, and at intervals from the source and proposed fan location. Sound
level measurements were also collected along US Highway 96 and within the town of Scofield.
Sound level monitoring locations, existing fan location, and the proposed fan location are
detailed in Figure 1 and Figure 2.

Eccles Canyon, the location of the existing fan, was chosen for comparative analysis based
upon it's similarities to Winter Quarters Canyon. Eccles Canyon is located approximately 2.5
miles directly south of Winter Quarters Canyon and was selected based upon topographic,
vegetational, and environmental similarities to Winter Quarters Canyon.

Details of the proposed fan have not been provided, however Canyon Fuel staff have indicated
that the fan will be similar to the fan presently in use at Skyline Mine. For the purposes of this
study, the proposed Winter Quarters fan is assumed to be similar in size, shape, and design as
the existing fan facilities at Skyline Mine.

2.2 Sound Monitoring Methods

All sound monitoring was conducted using 2 Quest Technologies Model 2200 sound level
meters. Sound levels were recorded as A-weighted decibels (dBA) with measurements
collected during a two minute period. Maximum (MAX), minimum (MIN), and the equivalent
continuous noise level (AVG) sound levels were recorded. Environmental conditions, vegetative
cover, date, time, observer, and weather conditions were also recorded at the time of the
recording for each sound monitoring location.

Sound level measurements were taken during daylight hours (7:00am — 5:00pm) and within
manufacturer's temperature specifications. Measurements were taken _durlng er (no
precipitation) and calm (wind less than five meters per second (m/s)) periods. Wind was

Tetra Tech (Privileged and Confidential) June 23, 2010 1




Skyline Mine Sound Study

measured prior to each sound level measurement with a hand-held anemometer. The sound
level meters were fitted with windscreens to reduce wind-generated sound and directed at the
source approximately one meter (m) off the ground. The sound level meters were calibrated at
a sound pressure of 114 dBA, before each day of survey. Terminal calibrations, using the 114
dBA standard, were conducted at the end of each day to ascertain the instruments continued
accuracy through the survey period.

3.0 RESULTS

Sound level measurements taken within Eccles Canyon and Winter Quarters Canyon study
areas are included in Table 1. Sounds recorded during the sound study ranged between 30.2
dBA and 108.7 dBA. Minimum, maximum, and average sound level measurements are detailed
for each sound monitoring location.

Table 1: Sound Monitoring Data

Skyline Ventilation Fan Eccles Canyon Y
160 m (line of sight) Y 75.9 71.6 79.9
Up Canyon
372m Y 57.4 55.0 59.4
947 m Y 412 37.9 57.5
1200 m Y 40.9 39.6 475
1740 m Y 39.9 347 51.9
Down Canyon
484 m Y 52.3 50.5 55.3
650 m Y 50.6 47.6 56.1
1000 m Y 48.6 45.5 55.8
1300 m Y 446 426 53.7
1560 m Y 424 391 53.9
1880 m Y 45.8 421 53.9
2210 m Y 451 436 50.4
2480 m Y 39.5 38.0 50.4
3050 m N 41.8 39.7 45.9
3930m N 437 412 58.4
Winter Quarters Canyon & Scofield, UT N
0 m (Proposed Fan Location) N 42 .1 40.0 56.9
Up Canyon
321m N 52.6 51.6 54.3
635m N 49.1 47.5 54.2
Down Canyon
321m N 39.7 35.3 49.1
624 m N 44.3 42.8 52.1
946 m N 47.9 46.5 54.2
1249 m N 48.5 46.0 55.5
1561 m N 43.7 42 .4 51.6

Tetra Tech (Privileged and Confidential) June 23, 2010 2
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AVG ~ MIN

1873 m N 46.7 44.3 59.2

2185 m N 43.5 38.5 60.4

2497 m N 45.0 38.2 63.2

2809 m N 41.9 34.2 57.0

3270 m (US Hwy 96) N 36.8 30.2 50.7
3320 m (US Hwy 96) N 51.3 41.2 68.2
3370 m (Town of Scofield) N 41.5 339 51.2

Background outdoor sound levels, measured in the Winter Quarters Canyon study area were
between 30.2 dBA and 68.2 dBA. Average sound levels for this study area were determined to
be 47.2 dBA. These sound measurements were calculated using data from sampling locations
where no operational fan or other Skyline Mine activities were audible. These values were
collected within the study area, and will be recognized as a baseline for this evaluation.

3.1 Existing Ventilation Fan

The ventilation fan, presently in operation at the Skyline Mine, is situated in Eccles Canyon
approximately 150 m below the surrounding ridge of Eccles Canyon. Eccles Canyon is
vegetated on southern slopes by conifer trees and predominantly sage brush and aspen on the
northern slopes. It is estimated that these vegetative communities comprise approximately of
80 percent ground cover. Conifer trees present in Eccles Canyon appear to have experienced
stress or death from detrimental insects or disease. A flowing stream is present in the bottom of
Eccles Canyon and several rock outcrops were noted. A two lane paved highway (UT-264) is
located in the valley bottom along with a coal conveyor system that parallels the road from the
Skyline Mine to the load-out located approximately 4,200 meters (2.5 miles) east of Skyline
Mine.

Maximum sound levels between 106.4 dBA and 108.7 dBA were recorded at the source, and
decreased as distance between the source and sound monitoring locations increased. Sound
generated by the source was continuous and produced ranges up to +2 dBA between MAX and
MIN recordings. Greater decibel ranges were noted (2.3-19.6 dBA) as distance increased
between the source and monitoring point locations. These larger ranges can be attributed to
affects of wind, line of sight, echoing, vegetative cover, and topography on the sound level
measurements. The sound levels from the existing fan decreased with distance, however no
definitive distance was found to be indicative of reaching ambient sound levels.

Sound level measurements were used to generate distance versus sound level curves and are
detailed in Graph 1. All data collected along the sound level transects were graphed for the
AVG (equivalent continuous sound) sound level in the following graph. Data displayed to the
right and left of the source (Om) were collected up and down Eccles Canyon respectively.

The greatest distance from which the fan was audible was determined to be 2480 m away from
the source east in Eccles Canyon. Sound levels recorded at this location ranged between 28.4
dBA to 54.5 dBA. Though the fan was audible, the recorded sound levels were near average
background sound levels (47.2 dBA) during the time of the survey.

Line of sight sound monitoring was conducted when staff identified the source with no visual
interruption between the sound level meter and the source. The greatest distance in which a

Tetra Tech (Privileged and Confidential) June 23, 2010 3
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line of sight measurement was conducted was 160 m. Sound level measurements at this
distance were between 71.6 dBA and 79.9 dBA. These line of sight readings are 28 dBA to 34

dBA lower than source level readings (106.4 dBA to 108.7 dBA) at 160 m to the south of the
source sounds.

Graph 1 shows average recorded source sound levels (106.8 dBA) dropping to values at or
near average background sound levels (47.2 dBA) at a distance between 600 m and 1200 m
away from the source. A linear rate of source sound reduction calculated from this analysis
shows a reduction rate of 0.049 decibel/m (59.6 dBA/1200m). Given that vegetative cover,
geomorphology, or topography was impeding the sound travel in and around the source, this

reduction rate (0.049 dBA/m) should be considered as a conservative scenario for sound
reduction within the study area.

Graph 1: Sound Levels Measured at Existing Skyline Mine and Average Background
Sound Measured in Winter Quarters Canyon

Winter Quarters Sound Levels
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Amplification of source sounds within Eccles Canyon may have resulted in higher sound level
readings near the Skyline Mine and support facilities. Echoing effects, generated from the mine
infrastructure (buildings, silos, roads and conveyor) within the canyon, may have produced
sound level amplification and resulted in higher sound level readings. Data collected within and
above the canyon suggests these effects are most apparent at monitoring locations located
within sight of the Skyline Mine. These increases in average sound level measurements were

identified in the 500m to 1000m distances down canyon (left of Om in Graph 1) from the Skyline
Mine.

Source sound level reduction was observed during this sound study, and was observed on
several sound monitoring locations above (right of Om in Graph 1) Skyline Mine. These
reductions result from the presence of vegetative buffers and topographic features within the

Tetra Tech (Frivileged and Confidential) June 23, 2010 4
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study area. Vegetative buffers, consisting of both trees and shrubs, occur on both sides of
Eccles Canyon and aid in the buffering and subsequent reduction of sound levels above and
below the Skyline Mine. It is likely that the rapid reduction in sounds above the Skyline Mine is
a result of a prevalence of conifer growth above the mine, resuiting in greater sound buffering
capacities.

Topographic features such as hills, mountains, or bends in a canyon also create reductions in
source sounds by shielding or sound shadowing effects. Sound from the source is reduced by
the elevational differences and relief between the source and sound recording locations. These
effects were identified in sound readings above the source (right of Om in Graph 1) where
sound monitoring stations were not within sight of the Skyline Mine. Bends and topographic
relief in Eccles Canyon between the source and sound monitoring locations down canyon also
contribute to the overall reduction of source sounds. No determination on the overall sound
reducing effects of these bends and relief could be determined given that no straight line sound
monitoring stations were recorded at similar distances.

3.2 Proposed Ventilation Fan

This proposed ventilation fan site is located in a natural valley and is surrounded by ridges to
the north and south, Winter Quarters Ridge, the Manti-La Sal National Forest to west, and the
town of Scofield to the east (Figure 1). A flowing stream is present in the bottom of the canyon.
Modern and historic campsites, foundations, walls, and equipment from human activities are
located east of the proposed fan location.

The proposed ventilation fan location is situated 250 m below the surrounding ridge of Winter
Quarters Canyon, and is vegetated on southern slopes by conifer and aspen trees with
sagebrush and small rock out-crops on the northern slopes. It is estimated that these
vegetative communities comprise approximately 80 percent ground cover. Similar to Eccles
Canyon, some conifer trees present in the canyon appear to have experienced stress or death
from detrimental insects or disease.

Winter Quarters Canyon is a relatively straight canyon and opens to agricultural and residential
development approximately 2500 m (1.5 miles) east of the proposed fan location. While Winter
Quarters Canyon is relatively straight, topographical relief prevents the proposed fan location
from being seen from the mouth of the Canyon and Scofield.

Sound level measurements taken within Winter Quarters Canyon and locations near Scofield
ranged between 30.2 dBA and 68.2 dBA. A value of 47.2 dBA was calculated as an average
sound level for Winter Quarters Canyon and Scofield. Given that no mine associated sounds
were noted within Winter Quarters Canyon and Scofield, these values were used as the ambient
sound baseline for this sound study (Table 1).

Sound level measurements taken in the town of Scofield were noted to be higher than those
observed in Winter Quarters Canyon. This increase in ambient sound levels were attributed to
the sounds associated with residential activities and sounds produced from traffic on US
Highway 96. Sounds from the existing Skyline Mine ventilation fan were not discernible in or
around Scofield.

Tetra Tech (Privileged and Confidential) June 23, 2010 5
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4.0 SUMMARY

These determinations of potential sound impacts have been based upon sound level data
collected at the existing fan and data collected in Winter Quarters and Scofield. Assumptions
for these determinations are based on the environmental and locational similarities between
Winter Quarters and Eccles Canyon and that the proposed ventilation fan will be similar in size,
shape, power, and orientation to the existing fan.

Since this study only addresses sound level measurements over a one day period in early
summer 2010, it does not address temporal differences that may exist in the study area. These
differences may need to be addressed should further sound studies be conducted. Factors
such as time of day, wind patterns, and seasonal events may need to be included in future
sound surveys within the area. No sound level modeling was developed in this study.

None of the data developed from this Sound Study is contradictory with the data presented in
the Tetra Tech 2009 Winter Quarters Canyon Wildlife Studies Summary. Based upon data
collected during this and previous inventories, Tetra Tech still anticipates minimal impacts to
wildlife in the vicinity of the proposed fan.

4.1 Existing Ventilation Fan

The greatest distance from which the fan was audible was determined to be 2480 m away from
the source east in Eccles Canyon. Sound levels recorded at this location ranged between 28.4
dBA to 54.5 dBA. Though the fan was audible, the recorded sound levels were near average
background sound levels (47.2 dBA) during the time of the survey. Sounds generated by the
source and measured at 2480 m distance were buffered by vegetation, topographic relief, and
elevational differences between the source and sound recording location. It is anticipated that
sounds genereated from the proposed fan will be similar to those identified at the existing fan.
Sounds generated from the existing fan could be perceived or measured differently depending
on environmental conditions or time of year.

4.2 Proposed Ventilation Fan

The proposed fan location is presently situated in a valley and, assuming all epgineering and
technical components are substantially similar to the fan in Eccles Canyon, is expected to
experience sound levels similar to sounds recorded at the existing fan.

Based upon readings collected in Eccles Canyon, it is anticipated that sounds from the
proposed fan could likely be within 3-5 decibels of background levels within 500 m of the
source. These measurements were obtained in locations where no direct line-of-sight existed
between the sound measuring location and the fan. Locations, which are directly within line-of-
sight of the proposed fan, and within 500 m, may experience greater sound levels. These
locations would include areas above the proposed fan on the surrounding slopes of Winter
Quarters Canyon. These assumptions do not take into consideration engineering differences
such as the direction of the fan as placed in the canyon, sound dampening of duct work, and
sound absorption materials used in the fan construction.

Though the proposed fan may be audible beyond 500 m, the fan sounds would pg at or near
average background sound levels (47.2 dBA) within approximately 1000 m.. In addition, through
the implementation of sound reduction technology at the fan site, we anticipate that the sound

Tetra Tech (Privileged and Confidential) June 23, 2010 6
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levels from the proposed fan would likely decrease, reducing the distance that the fan sounds
are above background sound levels to less than 1000 m.

Amplification of source sounds from the proposed fan are anticipated to be minimal. Given that
there are no large facilities, roads, or conveyors present in Winter Quarters Canyon it is
expected that amplification of source sound could be less than those sounds experienced near
the existing fan in Eccles Canyon. While small areas of rock outcrops that could potentially
produce echoing or amplification effects are present within Winter Quarters Canyon, it is unlikely
that these natural features are large enough to produce significant changes in sounds within the
canyon.

Source sound level reduction was observed during this study and is expected to occur in areas
around the proposed fan. Vegetation around the proposed fan would aid in the reduction of
sound impacts in the vicinity. Vegetated areas (conifers and aspen) south and west of the
proposed fan location are expected to exhibit the greatest amount of sound buffering and
subsequent sound reduction. Though sagebrush vegetative buffers on the north side of the
canyon would create some sound buffering, it is anticipated that larger vegetation such as
conifers and aspens on the south side would provide the greatest reduction in sounds.

Topographic features around the proposed ventilation fan would also likely reduce sound travel.
The proposed fan is located in a vegetated valley below Winter Quarters Ridge and above the
town of Scofield. Ridges, valleys, and bends in the canyons to the north, south, and west of the
proposed fan are expected to contribute the greatest amount of sound level reduction by sound
shadowing. However, due to the relatively straight formation of Winter Quarters Canyon,
sounds traveling east toward Scofield, would have fewer obstructions that those identified in
Eccles Canyon.

References:

Tetra Tech (2009) Winter Quarters Canyon Wildlife Studies Summary for 2006 through 2008.
Prepared for Canyon Fuel Company, Skyline Mine. Report Dated March 19, 2009. 4pp.
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FIGURE 1
ECCLES CANYON STUDY AREA
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FIGURE 2
WINTER QUARTERS CANYON STUDY AREA



FIGURE 2 - Winter Quarters Study Area
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