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Hi Gregg,

Following our conversation yesterday about the forthcoming 23.4 acre IBC amendment, Priscilla and I came up with a list
of issues/questions based on our understanding of the project at this point (see attached).

We'll have an opportunity for more discussions in the future obviously, but this was our initial attempt at identifying issues
that could come up.

Regards,
Steve 

--  
Steve Christensen, Coal Program Manager 
Utah Division of Oil, Gas and Mining 
1594 W North Temple, Suite 1210 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 
(801) 538-5350 w
(385) 290-9937 c
stevechristensen@utah.gov 
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Skyline- IBC Issues/Questions Punch-List    03/09/2021  

I. Need to determine/verify that the surface and mineral are privately owned. 

II. Right of Entry:   

a. Surface- If no surface disturbance is planned within the proposed IBC area and 

the pre-subsidence surface information doesn’t identify protected features (see 

R645-301-525); surface agreements with private landowners may not be required.  

A copy of the conveyance/document(s) that grants the right to extract the coal will 

be required. 

III. BLM- Would need to determine that the mine plan for the IBC wouldn’t trigger a 

revision to the R2P2. 

IV. Would need to verify mine plan relative to number of seams to be mined (i.e. Flat 

Canyon lease allows for subsidence resulting from a single seam of full extraction).  

If there are plans for a second seam to be mined in the area, additional permitting 

would be required. 

V. Pre-subsidence Survey- Will need to verify that the pre-subsidence survey done for 

the Flat Canyon Lease included the proposed IBC area.  If it doesn’t, an additional 

pre-subsidence survey would be required for the IBC area and a copy of that report 

would need to be provided to the surface owners. 

VI. Mine plan drawings (e.g. Dwg 3.3-2) in approved MRP would need to be 

revised/updated.    

VII. Subsidence Monitoring Plan- Additional subsidence monitoring points may need to 

be established given the close proximity of subsidence mining to SR 264.  Previous 

correspondence and documentation from UDOT would need to be reviewed relative 

to the proposed IBC area. Consultation with UDOT may be needed. 

VIII. Subsidence sections of MRP- Will need to be revised to address potential impacts to 

SR 264 (i.e. angle of draw discussion, pre-subsidence survey).  

IX. Cultural Clearance/SHPO Concurrence- Will need to verify that previous cultural 

resource evaluations and resulting SHPO concurrences covered the proposed IBC 

area.   

X. Baseline Evaluations- Will need to confirm that previous baseline 

studies/analysis/monitoring cover the proposed IBC area (i.e. ground and surface 

water, vegetation, T&E species).  

 


