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October 20, 1994

Thomas E. Ehmett, Acting Director
Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement

505 Marquette N.W.,  Sui te 12OO
Afbuquerque, New Mexico 871O2

Re: Response to Ten-Day Not ice X94-O2O-352-003 TV2, Mountain Coal
gompany. Gordon Creek #2. #7, and #B Mines. ACT/OO7|O16. Folder #5.
Carbon County. Utah

Dear Mr. Ehmett:

I  am wri t ing to ampl i fy and clar i fy the response to the above-noted TDN
provided to your of f ice under cover of  my let ter  dated September 15, 1994.

Part  1 of  2 of  the TDN, point ing out that  the reclamat ion plan lacks a
commitment to el iminate al l  h ighwal ls,  conf i rms a c i rcumstance the Div is ion has
been aware of and working to resolve for at least the past three years. As pointed
out in my September 1sth let ter ,  the Div is ion issued a Div is ion Order in June,
1991, requir ing Mountain Coal  to submit  a revised reclamat ion plan providing for
el iminat ion of  a l l  h ighwal ls.

Mountain Coaf's reluctance to so modify its plan was based on several
grounds, some of which were not programmatical ly sustainable.  Based on a s i te
vis i t  in August of  1991, however,  i t  became apparent that  complete el iminat ion by
backfi l l ing was likely to produce mass instabil ity and uncontrolled erosion at the #7
mine. Al though some t ime was consumed in evaluat ing and determining Mountain
Coal's other bases for its position, the attempt to engage OSM in a shared
technical evaluation of the site and formulation of a solution which would be both
programmatically and technically sound, dramatically prolonged the process.

In June, 1992, DOGM issued an NOV, essent ia l ly  for  Mountain Coal 's fa i lure
to timely resolve the permit deficiency. The NOV was vacated and a "Settlement
Agreement" substituted in August, 1992. Pursuant to the agreement, Mountain
Coaf made submit ta ls on August 20, 1992 and February 1,  1993 containing
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highwal l  e l iminat ion in format ion and a new rec lamat ion p lan,  respect ive ly .  As
disc losed by the chronofogy,  much d iscuss ion then ensued between OSM, DOGM
and Mounta in Coal  regard ing the technica l  problems wi th  e l iminat ion of  the
highwalls by backfi l l ing.

At th is point ,  DOGM is reviewing Mountain Coal 's August 6,  1993 submit ta l
and subsequent responses to def ic iency let ters which,  when approved by DOGM,
wif f  require complete el iminat ion of  h ighwal ls at  the #2 mine. DOGM ant ic ipates
complet ion of  the review process by the end of  th is month.

Part 2 of 2 of the TDN relates to the reclamation schedule. At the time
DOGM determined the reclamat ion plan to be inadequate,  i t  d i rected Mountain Coal
to abandon the approved reclamat ion schedule unt i l  a revised plan was approved.
At the t ime DOGM approves a revised reclamat ion plan, a new schedule for
completion of reclamation wil l be established. lt is my understanding that
Mountain Coal  is eager to complete regrading and contour ing of  the mine si te,  and
is only await ing approval  of  a revised reclamat ion plan. Therefore,  I  ant ic ipate a
relatively short schedule.

I  hope this addi t ional  informat ion is helpful  in evaluat ing DOGM's
September 1Sth response. Again,  I  request that  OSM f ind the remedial  act iv i t ies
now underway to constitute an appropriate response to the TDN.

jbe
cc: L. Braxton

P. Grubaugh-Littig
H:EHMETTGC.LTR

Very t ru ly yours,

sW.
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