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Mr. Ben Grimes
Environmental Coordinator
Plateau Mining Company

P. 0. Drawer PMC

Price, Utah 84501

Dear Mr. Grimes:

January 8, 1986

RE: Final Apprcval, MRP Amendment, Diversion Ditch Chanmel Lining

Proposal, Star Point Mines, ACT/0C7/0C6, #3 and #4, Carbon

County, Utah

The application for Mining and Reclamation Plan permit
amendment plans submitted by Plateau Mining Company (PMC) on June 6,

1985 have been reviewed by the Division.

This submittal addresses

the downcut portion of Diversion Ditech #7E and PMC's request that
this section be exempt from the channel lining requirements of UMC

817.45(1iii)(e).

The Division has verified the stable fielcd

condition of this diversion and finds the proposal acceptable.
Final approval is hereby granted for an exemption from channel

lining requirements.

Thank you for your patience and cooperation in this matter.
Sheuld you have any questions or concerns, please contact me or Dave

Wham of the technical staff,

REVIEW CHRONOLOCY:
A. Operator Submittal
1. October 31, 1983
2. June 6, 1985

DMW/btb

cc: Allen Klein
Lowell Braxton
Tom Wright

0505R-11

Sipcerely,

O~
/_./da?fuz s
D. Wayne Hedbe

Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Hydrologist

B. DOGM Responses

l.
2. December 17, 1985 (site
visit)

3. January &, 19¢s

an equal opportunity employer



MRP REVISION/NOV TRACKING FORM

Type of proposal: \
P g COAL NON-CQAL
____ Exploration
T NOV sbatement, NOV # M , Abatement deadline ,Qﬂ
( MRP revision
Issuing mspector Df,#
Title of proposal: =Dll/6’f$zm ‘:bt‘k‘_/u @kamne( / tnle Pmpz)é&/

Company name: pa\ltau /%lmrgy (o, Mine neme: Star [t Wine

File # (PRO(@). 007'/006 Acreage (Fed/State/Fee): / /

Assigned reviewers: m(ﬂydrol Review 3 [l
(W:lelife/Ve§ ) Time(hrs):
(Engineering
(Soils) ,
(Geology) o

DATES :
(a) INITIAL PLAN RECEIVED (d) NOV TERMINATION
Tech review due
" " complete

BOND REVISION
(b) OPERATOR RESUBMISSION QWAL Z% (©)

Tech review due Amount ($)

" " complete
(c) FINAL APPROVAL JM/?&’%
' StiPulatioﬂs due
' received
COMMENTS : Ly el e

Yorps 7in, -V pow fop #/—-"y
,,/W- v/ ¢ ,
mﬂmm VAN

NOTE (INSPECTORS): Please attach a copy of the NOV issued to the abatement
plan when received from the operator.

NOTE (REVIEWERS): Please prepare review comments in a format referencing
the appropriate regulation or statute. State the
deficiency as well as minimm requirement necessary to
demonstrate compliance (when possible). Also fill in the
number of hours spent in review by discipline. Return the
revision/NOV abatement to the Special Permit Supervisor
when review is complete.
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PLATEAU MINING COMPANY

A Subsidiary of Getty Oil Company
P.0. Drawer PMC Price, Utah 84501
Telephone (801) 637-2875

RECEIVED

June 6, 1985
JUN 101985
Mr. Rick Summers DIVISI‘ON Of C%H-
Division of 0il, Gas and Mining GAS 8 MINING

355 West North Temple
3 Triad Center, Suite 350
Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203

RE: PHONE CALL, May 28, 1985, DITCHES 6 AND 12

Dear Rick:

I have re-evaluated our request of October 25, 1983,
and find that what I called ditch 12 is actually now

called Ditech 7E. The condition of this ditch is the
same as stated in the October 25, 1983 letter; it is
stable though somewhat deep. Reconstructing it would

mean disturbing a lot of well established vegetation,
and would disturb existing topsoil.

Ditch 6 is in the same condition as it was in 1983;

there is very 1little erosion. We are planning to reclaim
this ditch this construction season, during reclamation
efforts at the No. 1 Mine. We would, therefore, reaffirm

our original request.

If you need additional information, don't hesitate
to call.

Respectfully,

Environmental Coordinator

lc

y



[

L L

PLATEAU MINING OOMPANY

: *"'”ﬁfigyr;f ‘;.
A Subsidiary of Getty Qit Company . F :
P.0. Drawer PMC Price, Utah 84501 - . % 3 i3
Telephone (801) 637-2875 - o J~, Cgne g 4w
— 'U- } ——
October 25, 1983 CiVISioN pr

QIL, Rae % AN

Mr. Wayne Hedberg
Division of 0il, Gas and Mining.
4241 State Office Building

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

RE: Hydrology

Dear Wayne;

' Two ditches which divert ruroff water to Sediment Pond No. 5 were to

"be lined with riprap according to owr approved plan.

e Ditch No. 12 - Sections B and ¢: This ditch has been in existance

gsixteen years and has stabilized itself. The material at the bottom

for w@./ﬂ";’"

of the ditch consists of sandstone boulders and mancos shale, which are «“’éj '
effective protection from erosion. We would like to ask for an exemp-

tion from the approved plan based on the following reasons:

1. Ditch is stable.
2. To fill in the ditch and reshape it would require a thirty
foot swath to he cut through existing topsoil and vegetation.

3. The ditch flows to a sediment pond which prevents any sediment

from leaving the permit area.

2 4. The lower two-thirds of the ditch will be covered by refuse as

the refuse pile extends to the west. ~

We believe the best solution to the problem is to leave the ditch as it
exists. Additional distrubance to fill it in would only create more

sedirentation and disturbance to topsoil and vegetation.

'Di . 6 - Section A:, This ditch follows a Class III road used
~access by craw. tractors only two or three times a vear.

for

We would like to ask fer an exemptien from the approved plan based on

the following reasons:

1. The road will not be needed after the No. 1 Mine is closed.
The mine will be mined-out and closed late in 1984, at which
time the road would be reclaimed.

2. To construct the ditch according +o the approved plan, we
would have to widen the existing roadway by five feet to
allow room for riprapped ditch and an access road. This
would create additional distrubance to vegetation and topsoil.
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October 25, 1983
RE: Hydrology
Page 2

3. There is only minor erosion in the bottom one-third of the
- ditch. The drainage area is with the majority of
the area contributing to the one-third of the ditch.

We believe this ditch should be left as it exists and reclaimed when
the No. 1 Mine is closed. Additional disturbance at this time would
only create additional sedimentation, disturbance to topsoil and
destruction of vegetation.

I discussed these ditches with Dawe Iof a ocouple of weeks ago, and
he suggested I write asking for these considerations.

If you have questions, please call. Please advise if you concur
with our recamendations. '

Best regards,

ce: J Collins





