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Norman H. Bangerter

November 27, 1989

Mr. Bradley C. Paul, Ph.D.
Mining Engineer

Coal Systems, Inc.

P.0. Box 17117

Salt Lake City, Utah 84117

Dear Mr. Paul:

Re: Condition Response Review, Amendment. New Coal Handling Facility

and Incidental Boundary Change wal al Com Welli on
Preparation Plant, ACT/007/012-89A, Folder #2 rbon nt

The Division has reviewed your response to conditions for
approval of the above-referenced amendment, received November 2,
1989. The plans were reviewed by Rick Summers, Reclamation
Hydrologist, of the Division's technical staff. The response has
been found to be adequate to address the conditions (see attached
technical review memo).

Based on a conversation with Gus Manwaring, I believe
construction was completed around November 17. As-built drawings
and certifications should therefore be submitted by December 15,
1989.

If you have any questions, please contact me.

Sincerely,

MC‘. 0Znn it

Susan C. Linner
Reclamation Biologist/
Permit Supervisor

cl
Attachment
cc: J. BHelfrich

H. Sandbeck
BT45/358
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November 24, 1989

TO: Sue Linner, Permit Supervisor
FROM: Rick Summers, Reclamation Hydrologis '
RE: Wellington Preparation Plant Loadout, Conditional Approval

Responsge, Received November 2, 1989, Genwal Coal Company,
ACT/007 2 older #2 arbon un

SUMMARY :

The above referenced response to the Division's Conditional
Approval of October 18, 1989, has been reviewed and found to be
approvable. The operator should be advised that the application
should be resubmitted in it's entirety when the construction of the
project is complete. This is necessary due to the numerous field
revigions required during construction.

The following is the original condition with the Division's
regponse undergcored:

Condition #l1: The applicant must incorporate the items
discussed between myself and Brad Paul on 10-17-89 prior to
10/25/89, These items are as follows:

1. Topsoil stockpiles must be identified as small
area exemptions.

The areas are now identified on pages 39 and 40

of the application.

2. The permit must incorporate a narrative of the
small area exemptions for the site, including
treatment structures/measures to be used to
control drainage.

The applicant hag provided a_description of the
areag in the application. The terminologyv should
be_revised during the upcomipng permit renewal to
corregspond with the Division's current policy
(i.e. use of "alternative sediment control areas"

labels).
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Wellington Prep Plant Loadout
Genwal Coal Company

ACT/007/012

Details of the UD-1A spreader structure to be
used for energy dissipation.

Details have been provided on Plate 4067-6-9 for
a 20 ft. spreader.

Revigsions (as field checked) of the watershed for
UD--1A.

Brad Paul phoned and informe e th
watershed presented in the original aDDrOval Was

accurate following the field check (performed in
late October).

General editing comments: cross-sections A-A and
B~B, label DD-4 on map 10, correct stream lines

for accuracy, P. 39 discrepancy on refuse acres,
culvert design headings.

These items have been adequately addressed,

cc: Harold Sandbeck

BT6005/174~175



