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Jim Fulton, Chief - Western Field Division
Ofifice of Surface Mining * Western Regional Coordinating Center
P.O. Box 46667
Denver, CO 80201-4667

Jirn Kohler * Branch Chiet Solid Minerals
Bureau of Land Management - Utah State Office
P.O.  Box 45155
Salt lake City, UT 84145-0t55

Re: tr,ila Canyon Caal Milre - Iimery County, Lhah
OSMiBLM Reliance on 20{}0 Etwironmental Assessment

Dear h{r. f riltcn attcl Mr. Kohler,

T'his lettsr is in regard to the Office of Surface Mining {OSM) and Bureas of
Land Managernent's (BLM) review ofthe Utah Division of Oil, Gas and Mining's

{DOG}d) May 2,200't decision to approve UtahAmerican Energy, Inc.'s (UEI) permit

applicatlar: package {FAF) for the Lila Canyon h{ine. The Southern Utah Wilderness
Alliance {SUWA} hns heard from variaus agency staft'that BLM is recommending to
GSfoi thar OSM rely on the Assistant Secretary ofthe Intsrior's ?00lmining plan

apprcval for the Lila Canyon rnine to shorJcut OSM's compliance with 30 C.f.R. $
?46,13. SUI,VA has also heard that OSM and BLM rnay be intending ta rely on the 2000

envfuonrnental ass€ssm€nf {EA), finding of no significant impact and decision record
prepared by BLful and OSM regarding rights of way for the Lila Canyon to cornply with
30 C.F.R. { 746. l3{b). These decisions would be arbitrsry, caBricious and not rvithstand
judicial review.

As you know, $ ?46. tr3 requires that OSM "prepare and subrnit to the $ecretary a

decision document resomrnending approval, disapprovatr, or conditional approval of the
mining plan to thc Secretary. T'he recomnaendation shall be based, ilt a rninimum, upon

{a) The pennit applicatian package, including the resource recovery and protection plan;

nnd ib) information prepared in compliance with fhIEpAl." ThePAP recently approved
by DOGIvI is *rn entirrly new document that postdates and replaces eadier versiolts of the
PAP that OSkI revier.r,ed and scrutinized. OSM has never reviewed or passed upon this

new FAP - br-lt must d* so belbre it recanrmencls approval of the mining plan.
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In adiiirion" ti?s Bl-.1r{'$ ilA rcuid **t a*d cla*s fi*t ff*n$idcr, anetlyze, ilr iliscifis*
til* irnpacts is public lands aild cuff€nt res*urc*s tfuai arf; lhe suhj*ct ,lf the new P.AP"
lmp*rtantly, the 2000 EA relied *n an sarlier version of the pAp * ss well a$ sariier"
+:utdated inforrnation regarding ti:e specifis-lgEa1:gn *f the proposed rights of way *- ta
analyze p*tential direct and indir*ct efT**ts to public rescurces. Cornpcfe P,'\-p ilt Flate 4-
4 rr:ith EA at 8-i{l {dss*ribing nature ofupgrade to'"existing" Lila Canyon Koad).

In short, it is incumbent r:n OSM to thorcughly review and analyze the new F*\F
befbre it makes any recomrnendetion regarding the mining plan; the M*y 2A07 PAP is a
different dccument altagethsl'an requires class scruiiny and analysis by OSM. Irt
addition" BLM and OSM rnust prepare new NEPA dt:cumentation that fully analyzes and
disclases the irnpacts of the currently proposed rights of way as ttrey exjst on the ground
today. The 2000 EA does not rn*et NEPA's mandate to fully inform the agencies and the
public ofthe environmental consequences ofthe proposed action and various alternatives
to fhe proposed action.

Feel free to contact me with any questions regarding this letter: (801) 486-3161
x .3981 .

Stephen Bloch
Staff Attornev

Cc: Ker;t FtrolJina*, $s:pui] 5tft:ie Di:'r;ctar, BLII4


