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STATE OF UTAH Scott M. Matheson, Govermor
NATURAL RESOURCES & ENERGY , Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Cleon B. Feight, Division Director

4241 State Office Building « Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

May 26, 1982

Mr. Tomas Wilie

12700 Park Central Place
Suite 1500, Box 9
Dallas, Texas 75251

RE: Fish Creek Portal Modification
ACT/007/009
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Tom:

Enclosed is a sét of comments from the Acting Area Manager of the U. S.
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) out of Salt lLake City, concerning the
implications of the proposed portal relocation in Fish Creek Canyon.

I'm forwarding these comments for your information. Any further action
required by USFWS in light of these comments will be addressed at a later date.

Sincerely,

‘;)/42&“

SALLY KEFER |
RECLAMATION HYDROLOGIST
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US FISH AND WH.DLIFE SERVICE
1311 FEDERAL BUILDING

125 SOUTH STATE STREET

SALT LAKE CITY. UTAH 84138

April 1%, 1982

HIZIORANDIM

TO: Area Manager, Bureau of Land Management
Price, Utah

FROM: Acting Area 'onager, Fish and ¥ildlife Service
Salt Lake City, Utah

SUEJECT: iine Plan Review, fureka Energy, UT-D0HY

Ve have reviewed your revised stipulations for the portal facility in
Fish Creck Canyen, and are generally satisfied with the process involved
in arriving at these stipulations as well as the results. Ye do have
scre reservations that full mitigation has been rececived, but we alse
realize that significant mitigation in terms of modifyinz the portal
facilities has heen offered by the Company. Ve offer the followving
comrents.

a. Ue support the written stipulations as stated and we recognize
that you were successful in modifying the dsvelopmental design
cf the portal facility significantly. Fowever, cur concern is
that it be understocd that:

1. Develooment of the vortal facility as amended may still
be a deterrrent to irminent nesting by golden eagles.

2. Due to the lateness of the planning effort when this nest
site was found, historical nredevelorrient data on nest
attendance and use is lackine.

2. Farther efforts to modify the portal site may only result
in an application by the leases to the Fish and Wildlife
Service (FES) to Ttake™ the nest.

b, The nair of eagles cccupying this territory, unless
particularly intolerant of human intrusions, may adapt
to the mining disturbances over several years and return
to the site to trsed.



t. Ue supgest that as a part of the revised portal davelopment

‘ plan that the nest site be monitored in the years before
development and for at least 2 years after development to
evaluate the success of the pronosed modifications.

Den't hesitate to contact us if we can be of further assistance,

JIMMIE L. TISDALE

cc: DWR, SLC
DWR, Moab
M, SLC

0S4, Denver



