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Price company
may ask board
to reconsider

By Donna Kemp Spanoer
OmwO News staff wdt&

A Price company is consider-
ing asking the Utah Board of Oil,
Gas and Mining to reconsider its
rejection of a new coal mine in
the Book Cliffs of eastern Utah

"At this point, we have 20 days
to file a request for a rehearing,"
said Denise Dragoo, an attorney
representing UtahAmerican
Energy Inc. "We're considering
our options."

The six-member board ruled
late last week that the state Divi-
sion of Oil, Gas and Mining erred
when it approved a request by
the company to mine coal at Lila
Canyon, a narrow, steep canyon
on the western Book Cliffs range .
The board found that the coal
company failed to provide ade-

quate assurances thatits miring thattimeSUWAsuccess Qi_,Z :
operation would not harm the' . challenged. a permitgrantedto r' >("
surroundingenvironment

	

Andalex Resources to mine coal
Its rulingcameafter Southern onthe KaipamwitsPlateau, now t

part of the Grand Staircase-
Escalante NationalMonument

Utah Division of Oil, Gas and
Mining Division Director.Lowell
Braxton said the statefollowed
procedures_ when it approved
UtahAmerican Energy's permit' .

"Itwas a fairly rigorous per-
mit application process," he
said. "The board ruled on fairly
narrow points of law ."

SUWA praised the board's
action.

"Constructing a new coal mine
at Lila Canyon was a poorly con-
ceived idea from the start," said
SUWA attorney Herb McHarg,
"but the fact the division
approved the mine permit with-
out baseline information neces-
sary to ensure that the unique
water resources, wildlife habi-
tat, and the people of Utah
would be protected was particu-
larly upsetting and readily
apparent to the board."

Utah Wilderness Alliance chal-d
lenged the coal-mining permit
SUWA argued that the mine
would harm wildlife in the Book
Cliffs,parts of which are pro-
posed for federally protected
wilderness areas.

In a 28-page ruling, the board
found that the division's action
in approving the permit was "an
abuse of discretion without sub-
stantial evidence in the record
and is not in compliance with
the procedures required by
law."

The board also ruled that the
division could not have assessed
the validity of the biological
information submitted by the
coal company because the com-
pany failed to adequately docu-
ment the credibility of the infor-
mation .

Not since 1996 has the state
review board, which has mem-
bers represented by industry,
overturned a mining permit At E4AIL domaCdesnews can
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