PETRIANGE TRACKING @D

[T EVTIVIR o N

DATE RECEIVED ?‘//// ‘?‘7‘ PERMIT NUMBER ReT/00> /ol
Title of Proposal: PERMIT CHANGE # | 4 l{ A .
Description: MM ' PERMITTEE %b'u a—._ﬁ g.
Nﬁ“f-*.zé /- MINE NAME é’,a /"‘,.3 < A
DATE DUE DATE DONE RESULT
0 15 DAY INITIAL RESPONSE TO PERMIT CHANGE APPLICATION L’ /J ‘)/ 0} \f .EI/ACCEPTED O REJECTED
0 Notice of Review Status of proposed permit change sent to the Permittee. ', ’ Permit Change Classification

O Request additional review copies prior to Division/Other Agency review.

O Significant Permit Ravision

O Notice of Approval of Publication. (If change is a Sigﬂﬁcaﬁt Revision,)

3{ermit Amendment

U Notice of request to modify proposed permit change prior to approval.

O Incidental Boundary Change -

REVIEW TRACKING

INITIAL REVIEW

MODIFIED REVIEW .

'FINAL REVIEW AND FINDINGS

DOGM REVIEWER

DUE DONE

DUE DONE

DUE DONE

0O Administrative

O Biology

O Engineering

O Geology

0O Soils

Scatt

O Hydrology

S/

[ Bonding

O AVS Check

COORDINATED REVIEWS

DUE

DUE DONE

DUE

0 OSMRE

0 US Forest Service

O Bureau of Land Management

8 US Fish and Wildlife Service

0 US National Parks Service

O UT Environmental Quality

O UT Water Resources

o UT Water Rights

0 UT Wildlife Resources

0 UT State History

O Other

O Public Noticc/Comcnt/Heariqg Complete
(If the permit change is a Significant Revision)

%rmit Change Approval Form signed and approved
effective as of this date. O Permit Change Denied.

O Copies of permit change marked and ready for MRP.

D Notice of ®Approval O Denial to Permittee.

0O Special CondiﬁonslSr.ipulations written for approval.

O Copy of Approved Permit Change to File.

O TA and CHIA modified as required.

O Copy of Approved Permit Change to Permittee.

O Permit Chang;z Approval Form ready for approval,

%opies to Other Agencies and Price Field Qffice.




Form DOGM - CI (Lant Ravised 643) ﬁhl"cuull

APPLICATION FORPERMITC r\'\ E

i -mhofClllm /Fg/”gfz/)élr /%9/‘03’.‘./0/_5- d—n/%’ta PermltNumber-_ZZ/A/ﬂd 7/&/7
EXempm 7 oS, Mise: & sl (ot & e

i Pem“‘m /’/Juﬂ{/h 4’ /J
| Dusorption, nchude seascn fo chungs wud temig, reqad o implsnser

Sfor oA ement (Geron T of NOY FL.-2&-/-/.,
1 4'/9/1/4-/ /@;ﬂ’l’fo/ /y WZ/AJ

| o Yes | 2No 1. Change in the size of the Permit Area? acres O increase O decrease.

| 0 Yes | @No | 2. Change in the size of the Disturbed Area? acres O increase O decrease.

H 0 Yes | @ No 3. Will permit change include operations outside the Cumulative Hydrologic Impact Area?

I O Yes | @No 4. Will permit change include operations in hydrologic basins other than currently approved?

ﬂ D Yes | @ No 5. Does permit change result from cancellation, reduction or increase of insurance or reclamation bond?

ﬂ a Yes | & No 6. Does permit change require or include public notice publication?

[ eves | oNo | 7. Permit change as a result of a Violation? Violation # #47-.2 € -/ /
| 0 Yes | @Ko | 8. Permit change as a result of a Division Order? D.O.#

O Yes | @No 9. Permit change as a result of other laws or regulations? Explain:

O Yes | @No | 10. Does permit change require or include ownership, control, right-of-entry, or compliance information?

B Yes | ®No | 11. Does the permit change affect the surface landowner or change the post mining land use?

O Yes | @No | 12. Does permit change require or include collection and reporting of any baseline information?

II 8 Yes | @No | 13. Could the permit change have any effect on wildlife or vegetation outside the current disturbed area?

H O Yes | @No | 14. Does permit change require or include soil removal, storage or placement?

H eYes | 0 No | 15. Does permit change require or include vegetation monitoring, removal or revegetation activities?
II 0 Yes | @No | 16. Does permit change require or include construction, modification, or removal of surface facilities?

@Yes | 0O No | 17. Does permit change require or include water monitoring, sediment or drainage control measures?

& Yes | ONo | 18. Does permit change require or include certified designs, maps, or calculations?

i o Yes | @No | 19. Does permit change require or include underground design or mine sequence and timing?

O Yes | @No | 20. Does permit change require or include subsidence control or monitoring?
0 Yes B’m 21. Have reclamation costs for bonding been provided or revised for any change in the reclamation plan?
OYes | @No |22.1s permit change within 100 feet of a public road or perennial stream or 500 feet of an occupied dwelling?

0 Yes | &R0 23. Is this permit change coal exploration activity O inside O outside of the permit area?
mch 3 complete copies of proposed permit change as it would be incorporated into the Mining and Reclamation Plan.

I hereby certify that I am a responsible official of the applicant and that the information contained in this
application is trus and correct to the best of my information and belief in all respects with the laws of Utah in
reference to commitments, undertakings, and obligations, herein.

865 EAST 2800 SOUTH
PRICE, UTAH 84501




Foom DOGM - C3 (Last Reviewd 6/793)

Applicatio or Perm Chang
Detailed Schedule of Changes to the Permnt

il of Change: /gﬁflf!}?‘ 74/' ,%/roﬂ«/ 07 Sowar) .»%4: I _Permit Number_z;‘;/,{/ 22710/

[y,,.ﬁ}éawf. _Mine: ﬂ,@éﬂﬁa/ ,5’//,,“
(- _ P °m“°° ﬂM?é/ﬂ 4’4’/ d

1 Prov:de a detailed listing of all changes to the mining and reclamatlon plan whxch wnll be requxred asa result of this proposed
\

permit change. Individually list all maps and drawings which are to be added, replaced, or removed from the plan. Include
| changes of the table of contents, section of the plan, pages, or other information as needed to specifically locate, identify and revise
| the exiting mxmng and reclamtxon plan. Include page, section and drawmg numbers as part of the descnphon.

| 0ApD | BREPLACE | D nmov /a_qa_; 7—52 7 _?92 2.,
O ADD | E'REPLACE | O REMOVE /’/4.74? = "‘“/ .
R°ADD | O REFLACE | O REMOVE /{,,ho&pe—_r Jo & S/ ’

“ Q ADD O REPLACE Q REMOVE

O ADD 8 REPLACE O REMOVE
0 ADD O REPLACE Q REMOVE

II 0 ADD O REPLACE 0 REMOVE

| O apD O REPLACE O REMOVE

0 ADD O REPLACE 0 REMOVE

0 ADD O REPLACE O REMOVE

O ADD O REPLACE ‘0 REMOVE

0 ADD O REPLACE O REMOVE

uumn O REPLACE O REMOVE

u O ADD | O REPLACE O REMOVE

“ Q App O REPLACE O REMOVE

u O ADD O REPLACE O REMOVE

II 0O ADD | O REPLACE ] REMOVE

ﬂ Q ADD O REPLACE O REMOVE

“ 0O ADD 0 REPLACE O REMOVE

0 ADD O REPLACE O REMOVE

8 ADD O REPLACE O REMOVE

O ADD O REPLACE £ REMOVE

Q ADD o REPLACE D REMOVE

Any other specific or special instructions nqumd for insertion of this propoul into the Mining and Reclamation Plan?




Foemoane L,m\..'eu-ﬂ‘.

OSent BRecv'd.

Imtlal Apphcatlon for Pernm Change Recewed from Permittes

OSent CORecvd.

OSent DRecv'd.

CSent DRecv'd.

OSent DRecv'd.

COSent CRecv'd.

OSent ORecv'd.

OSent DRecv'd.

OSent DRecv'd.

T OSent ORecv'd.

OSent DORecv'd,

‘OSent ORéevd, "

OSent DRecv'd.

OSen ERecv |

OSent ORecv'd.

DSent OReev'd.

OSent ORecv'd.

OSent DIRecv'd.

OSent ORecv'd.

OSent DRecv'd.

OSent DRecv'd.

QSent ORecv'd.

OSent ORecv'd.

OSent URecv'd. .

QSent ORecv'd.

OSent ORecv'd.

OSent DORecv'd.

OSent DRecv'd.

OSent ORecv'd.

OSent DRecv'd.

OSent ORecv'd.

OSemt ORecv’d.

a ADDITIONAL SHEETS



File Folder #3

Form DOGM - D1 (Last Revised 6/93) ey . B
PERMIT AMENDMENT APPROVAL
e e ————
Title; PERMIT NUMBER:
Description; PERMIT CHANGE #:
MINE:
PERMITTEE:
T o= - t:J
WRITTEN FINDINGS FOR PERMIT APPLICATION APPROVAL YES, NO or N/A
[mn——— T — =
1. The application is complete and accurate and the applicant has complied with all the requirements of the State Program.
2. The proposed permit area is not within an area under study or administrative proceedings under a petition, filed
pursuant to R645-103-400 or 30 CFR 769, to have an area designated as unsuitable for coal mining and reclamation
operations, unless:
A. The applicant has demonstrated that before January 4, 1977, substantial legal and financial commitments were
made in relation to the operation covered by the permit application, or
B. The applicant has demonstrated that the proposed permit area is not within an area designated as unsuitable for
mining pursuant to R645-103-300 and R645-103-400 or 30 CFR 769 or subject to the prohibitions or
limitations of R645-103-230.
3. For coal mining and reclamation operations where the private mineral estate to be mined has been severed from the
private surface estate, the applicant has submitted to the Division the documentation required under R645-301-114.200.
4, The Division has made an assessment of the probable cumulative impacts of all anticipated coal mining and reclamation
operations on the hydrologic balance in the cumulative impact area and has determined that the proposed operation has
been designed to prevent material damage to the hydrologic balance outside the permit area.
5. The operation would not affect the continued existence of endangered or threatened species or result in destruction or
adverse modification of their critical habitats, as determined under the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C.
1531 et.seq.).
6. The Division has taken into account the effect of the proposed permitting action on properties listed on and eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places. This finding may be supported in part by inclusion of appropriate
permit conditions or changes in the operation plan protecting historic resources, or a documented decision that the
Division has determined that no additional protection measures are necessary.
7. The Applicant has demonstrated that reclamation as required by the State Program can be accomplished according to
information given in the permit application.
8. The Applicant has demonstrated that any existing structure will comply with the applicable performance standards of
R645-301 and R645-302.
9. The Applicant has paid all reclamation fees from previous and existing coal mining and reclamation operations as
required by 30 CFR Part §70.
10. The Applicant has satisfied the applicable requirements of R645-302.
11. The Applicant has, if applicable, satisfied the requirements for approval of a long-term, intensive agricultural
postmining land use, in accordance with the requirements of R645-301-353.400.
— e ——— e T—
SPECIAL CONDITIONS OR STIPULATIONS TO THE PERMIT AMENDMENT APPROVAL YES NO
— =
1. Are there any variances associated with this permit amendment approval? If yes, attach.
2. Are there any special conditions associated with this permit amendment approval? If yes, attach.
3. Are there any stipulations associated with this permit amendment approval? If yes, attach.
e — e o e
The Division hereby grants approval for Permit Amendment to the Existing Permit by incorporation of the proposed changes described
herein and effective the date signed below. All other terms and conditions of the Existing Permit shall be maintained and in effect except as
superseded by this Permit Amendment.
Signed .
Director, Division of Oil, Gas and Mining EFFECTIVE DATE
—— ——————




e e

Mountain Coal Company
West Elk Mine

Post Office Box 591

Somerset, Colorado B1434
Telephone 303 929-5015

B, GF OIL, BAS & WG |

April 8, 1994 rk”/oﬂ/o,7
B

Ms, Pamela Grubaugh-Littig

Permit Supervisor

Utah Division of 0il, Gas and Mining
355 West North Temple

3 Triad Center, Suite 350

Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203 M

Re: N.O.V. # 94-26-1-1

Mountain Coal Co. a?,? e.,,. P 14',
Gordon Creek No. 3/6 Mine (ﬁ) )

. INA/007/017 X2, 9 'Qs ¢
~  Carbon County, Utah *

Dear Ms. Littig:

Enclosed are 3 copies of a proposed amendment for the Gordon
Creek No. 3/6 Mine permit. This information is being subm:.tted for
the abatement of the above referenced violation.

The purpose of the amendment is to designate 2 small areas of
the reclaimed site as Small Area Exemptions. These are areas which
do not drain to the sediment ponds; however, they are bermed and
revegetated and show no evidence of erosion or discharge. The

areas were part of the total minesite reclamation performed in
1986.

The justification for requesting the areas be approved as
Small Area Exemptions is based on the recent Vegetation Surveys and
Sediment Production Evaluation performed on the entire minesite for
the Phase II Bond Release, which was submitted to the Division on
12/06/93. This information confirms the adequacy of the site
revegetation and shows that sediment contribution is at or below,
levels of the undisturbed areas; therefore, sediment control
measures should not be necessary for the reclaimed site, including
the areas proposed as Small Area Exemptions.



I have included a copy of the 1993 Vegetation Study and the
Sediment Production Evaluation to be added as Appendices 10 and 11
respectively. Also included is a revised Plate 3-14 and pages 7-32
and 7-32a to replace corresponding pages in the M.R.P.

It is adr hope this proposal meets -with your approval. If you

have any questions, or need any further information, please let me
know. '

Respectfully,

P

Dan W, Guy,
for Kathleen G. Welt

cc: Kathy Welt, MCC
Scot Anderson, Arco
Bill Malencik, DOGM
File ' .



Mouttain Coatl Company
West Elk Mine

Post Cffice Box 591

Somerset, Colorado 81434

Telephone 303 929-5015 ’
;e:?"""""—j
. LAS & MINING

Aprii 8, 1994

Ms, Pamela Grubaugh-i Post:it "fouting request pad 7664
Permit Supervisor
Utah Division of 0il ROUTING - REQUEST
355 West North Templ 285 p
3 Triad Center, Suit D READ To _{ ar-
a%' APPROVE [Pa o!‘j’ L~

L] rorwaro Qﬁ,ﬂ{‘ov‘"\ﬂ
L] reruan 4 cﬂfﬁ-\, kK>

D KEEP OR DISCARD
D REVIEW WITH ME

™\
Dear Ms. Littig: Dnte_;ﬁ From J’\\)D/bﬁ'\_/

Enclosed are 3 copies of a proposed amendment for the Gordon
Creek No. 3/6 Mine permit. This information is being submitted for
the abatement of the above referenced violation.

The purpose of the amendment is to designate 2 small areas of
the reclaimed site as Small Area Exemptions. These are areas which
do not drain to the sediment ponds,; however, they are bermed and
revegetated and show no evidence of erosion or discharge. The

areas were part of the total minesite reclamation performed in
1986. '

The justification for requesting the areas be approved as
Small Area Exemptions is based on the recent Vegetation Surveys and
Sediment Production Evaluation performed on the entire minesite for
the Phase II Bond Release, which was submitted to the Division on
12/06/93. This information confirms the adequacy of the site
revegetation and shows that sediment contribution is at or below,
levels of the undisturbed areas; therefore, sediment control
measures should not be necessary for the reclaimed site, including

he areas proposed as Small Area Exemptions.

" AMCO-8204



Mountain Coal Company
West Elk Mine

Post Office Box 591

Somerset, Colorado 81434

Telephone 303 929-6015 i
. LAS & MINING

April 8, 1994

Ms., Pamela Grubaugh-Littig

Permit Supervisor

Utah Division of 0il, Gas and Mining
355 West North Temple

3 Triad Center, Suite 350

Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203

Re: N.O.V. # 94-26-1-1
Mountain Coal Co.
Gordon Creek No. 3/6 Mines
INA/0Q7/017
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Ms. Littig:

Enclosed are 3 copies of a proposed amendment for the Gordon
Creek No. 3/6 Mine permit. This information is being submitted far
the abatement of the above referenced violation.

The purpose of the amendment is to designate 2 small areas of
the reclaimed site as Small Area Exemptions. These are areas which
do not drain to the sediment ponds; however, they are bermed and
revegetated and show no evidence of erosion or discharge. The

areas were part of the total minesite reclamation performed in
1986.

The justification for requesting the areas be approved as
Small Area Exemptions is based on the recent Vegetation Surveys and
Sediment Production Evaluation performed on the entire minesite for
the Phase Il Bond Release, which was submitted to the Division on
12/06/93, This Information confirms the adeguacy of the site
revegetation and shows that sediment contribution is at or below,
levels of the undisturbed areas,; therefore, sediment control
measures should not be necessary for the reclaimed site, including

he areas proposed as Small Area Exemptions.

| AMCO-6204



I have included a copy of the 1993 Vegetation Study and the
Sediment Production Evaluation to be added as Appendices 10 and 11
respectively. Also included is a revised Plate 3-1A and pages 7-32
and 7-32a to replace corresponding pages in the M.R.P.

It is our hope this proposal meets with your approval. If you

have any questions, or need any further information, please let me
know.

Respectfully,

Dan W. Guy, ‘zég;ZLr*‘
for Kathleen G. Welt

cc: Kathy Welt, McC
Scot Anderson, Arco
Bill Malencik, DOGM
File



PEJ I’CHANGE TRACKING _ j&f

U s o 3

DATE mmv ‘f/zj/‘?‘?‘ PR | pe 7lpos fosz
Title of Proposal: PERMIT CHANGE # ry
npuou W ‘ PERMITTEE %{ . a_'_ﬁ G .
N‘ﬁ“(‘.z.(, -/— / MINE NAME é’,c_ f“"‘;‘{_c':ﬂﬁ
DATE DUE DATE DONE RESULT
0 15 DAY INTTIAL RESPONSE TO PERMIT CHANGE APPLICATION LI / / )/0) ‘-f .EI/ACCEPTED 01 REIECTED
D Notice of Review Status of proposed permit change sent o the Permittee, - ’ Permit Change Classification
Ll Request additiona! review copies prior to Division/Other Agency review, O Significant Permit Revision
O Notice of Approval of Publication. (If change is a Significant Revision.) Eérmit Amendment
Q0 Notice of request to medify proposed permit change prior to approval, O Incidental Boundary Change -
REVIEW TRACKING INITIAL REVIEW MODIFIED REVIEW -FINAL REVIEW AND FINDINGS
DOGM REVIEWER DUE DONE DUE DONE DUE DONE
0O Administrative -
O Biology ————
Dl Engineering e
O Geology —_—
Q Soils .
O Hydrology Seath 5/] //@L[ l_f/),g‘/"lf
ing __ f 7
O AVS Chesk
COOE!DINATED REVIEWS DUE DONE DUE DONE DUE DONE
0 OSMRE

0O US Forest Service

0 Burean of Land Management

O US Fish and Wildlife Service

& US Nadonal Parks Service

Q UT Environmental Quality

O UT Water Resources

O UT Water Rights

O UT Wildlife Resources

0 UT State History

a Other

O Public Notice/Comment/Hearing Complete
{If the permit change is a Significant Revision)

O Permit Change Approval Form signed and approved
effective as of this date. O Permit Change Denied.

I Notice of O Approval O Denial 1o Permitree.

‘.pies of permit change marked and ready for MRP.

o Special Condiﬁons!Stipu!ations written for appraval.

O Copy of Approved Pennit Change to File.

O TA and CHIA modified as required.

0 Copy of Approved Permit Change to Permirtee.

0 Permit Change Approval Form ready for approval.

8 Copies to Other Agencies and Price Field Office,




ECER|

k y
Mountain Coal Company APR | | 1994 :
West Elk Mina i- ‘
Paost Office Box 591 1
Somerset, Colorado 81434 et
Telephone 303 929-5015 DIV, OF OIL, GAS & Miniie 7

April 8, 1994

Ms, Pamela Grubaugh-Littig

Permit Supervisor

Utah Division of 0Oil, Gas and Mining
355 West North Temple

3 Triad Center, Suite 350

Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203

Re: N.O.V, # 94-26-1-1
Mountain Coal Co.
Gordon Creek No. 3/6 Mines
INA/007/017
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Ms. Littig:

Enclosed are 3 copies of a proposed amendment for the Gordon
Creek No. 3/6 Mine permit. This information is being submitted for
the abatement of the above referenced violation.

The purpose of the amendment is to designate 2 small areas of
the reclaimed site as Small Area Exemptions. These are areas which
do not drain to the sediment ponds; however, they are bermed and
revegetated and show no evidence of erosion or discharge. The

areas were part of the total minesite reclamation performed in
1986.

The justification for requesting the areas be approved as
Small Area Exemptions is based on the recent Vegetation Surveys and
Sediment Production Evaluation performed on the entire minesite for
the Phase II Bond Release, which was submitted to the Division on
12/06/93. This information confirms the adequacy of the site
revegetation and shows that sediment contribution is at or below,
levels of the undisturbed areas; therefore, sediment control
measures should not be necessary for the reclaimed site, including
the areas proposed as Small Area Exemptions,

N

AMCO-E204



I have included a copy of the 1993 Vegetation Study and the
Sediment Production Evaluation to be added as Appendices 10 and 11
respectively. Also included is a revised Plate 3-1A and pages 7-32
and 7-32a to replace corresponding pages in the M.R.P.

It is our hope this proposal meets with your approval. If you
have any questions, or need any further information, please let me
know.

Respectfully,

2 Ay

Dan W. Guy,
for Kathleen G. Welt

cc: Kathy Welt, MCC
Scot Anderson, Arco
Bill Malencik, DOGM
File



Mining and Reclamation Plan
Gordon Creek Nos. 3 and 6 Mine Permit Application

7.2.3.2

7.2.3.3

S.A.E.

Sedimentation Control Structure and Diversions
(Continued)

Maintenance: The sedimentation pond will be inspected
after each major storm, and the sediment
cleaned as necessary, until bond release.
If sediment removal is required, it will
be taken to an approved refuse site for
final disposal.

Small Area Exemptions

There are 2 small areas of the reclaimed site that do not
drain to the sediment ponds. These areas are on the
opposite side of the reclaimed channel from the ponds.
When the site was reclaimed in 1986, these areas were
disked, revegetated and bermed to prevent any discharge
to the restored, undisturbed channel. As of April, 1994,
the areas show no evidence of erosion or discharge, and
are adequately vegetated. Vegetation studies and a
Sediment Production Evaluation (Sed-Cad Analysis)
conducted in 1993, show the entire minesite to meet the
vegetation and sediment production requirements for Phase
IT Bond Release, indicating no further need for sediment
controls on the reclaimed site, including the Small Area
Exemptions. The S.A.E. areas are shown on Plate 3-1A,
and are designated S.A.E. #1 and S.A.E. #2.

1

S.A.E. #] is a reclaimed area north of the road and east
of the restored channel. Thiz 1is an area of
approximately 0.316 acres, and is bermed and revegetated.
The 100 year, 24 hour storm runoff from this area would
be approximately 0.054 acre feet.

S.A.E. #2

This is the area west of the access road and east of
the restored channel near the sediment ponds. The area
consists of approximately 0.703 acres, and it is also
bermed and revegetated. The 100 year, 24 hour storm

runoff from this area would be approximately 0.121 acre
feet.

04/07/94 7-32



Mining and Reclamation Plan
Gordon Creek Nos. 3 and 6 Mine Permit Application

Effect of Mining on Surface Water

Impacts to Coal Canyon Creek are expected to be minimal.
Most of the pre-existing disturbance such as road cuts
are being revegetated in order to minimize surface
erosion. Diversions and sediment ponds have been
designed and constructed to control runoff and improve
water quality characteristics of discharge from disturbed
areas.

Mitigation and Control Plans

Beaver Creek Coal Company will continue to maintain the
proposed sedimentation control features throughout the
life of mining related activities at Nos. 3 and 6 Mines.
Surface disturbance will be lIimited to what is currently
present. The on-going surface water monitoring program
will be used to detect any problems with sedimentation

'control features so that they can be rectified. Water

samples are taken and analyzed on a quarterly basis. In
addition, an on-site inspection of the reclaimed site
will be conducted at least bi-weekly for the first year
following reclamation and at least monthly thereafter,
until bond release. This inspection will be to examine
and maintain erosion and sediment controls and evaluate
the need for additional maintenance. If it is
determined that additional maintenance is required,
{machinery, etc.) such work will be performed within one
week or as soon as practicable thereafter, depending on
weather or other restricting conditions.

Surface Water Monitoring Plans

Beaver Creek Coal Company currently has an on-going
surface water monitoring program. There are two
monitoring locations as follows: a) Coal Canyon above
mine site, and b) Coal Canyon below sedimentation ponds.
Copies of data are sent to OSM and Utah DOGM. Copies of
the data are available through the Beaver Creek Coal
Company Office in Price, Utah.

04/07/94 7-32a



APPENDIX 10
VEGETATION SAMPLING:
RECLAIMED AREAS OF THE
GORDON CREEX NO. 3 & 6 MINES

1993



@ fState?)f Utah ¢

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

355 Wast Morth Temple
Governor 3 Triad Cenltar. Suita 350
Ted Stewart Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203
Executive Ilirector B01-538-5340

James W. Carter | 801-359-3940 (Fax)
Division Direstor B B01-538-5318 (TDD)

Michael O. Leavitt

April 29, 1994

Kathleen G. Welt
Environmental Supervisor
Mountain Coal Company
P.O. Box 591

Somerset, CO 81434

Re: Approved Abatement Plan for Violation #N94-26-1-1, Mountain
Coal Company, Gordon Creek #3 and ##6 Mines, ACT/007/017-94A,
Folder #3, Carbon County, Utah

Dear Ms. Welt:

The above-noted amendment has been reviewed and is approved.

s

» |
uLéZZJ 5§é72
aimela GrubaughsLittig

H

" Permit Supervigor

.

Qo Joe Helfrich
Bill Malencik, PFO




DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

355 West North Temple
Covernar 3 Triad Center, Suite 350
Ted Stewart Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203
Executive Director § 801-538-5340
James W. Carter | 801-359-3940 (Fax)
Division Director 801-538-5219 (TDD)

@ State?)f Utah

Michael O. Leavitt

April 29, 1994

Mr. Robert Hagen, Director
Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement
505 Marquette N.W., Suite 1200
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102

Re: Approved Abatement Plan for Violation #N94-26-1-1, Mountain
Coal Company, Gordon Creek #3 and #6 Mines, ACT/007/017-94A,

Folder #2, Carbon Count Utah

Dear Mr. Hagen:

Attached please find the approved information to update the
Gordon Creek #3 and #6 plan.

 Pamela Grubaugh-Littig
ermit Supervisor

cc: Bill Malencik, PFO



DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

355 West North Temple
Governor 3 Triad Cen.ter, Suite 350
Ted Stewart Salt Lake Gity, Utah 84180-1203
Executive Director | 801-538-5340

James W. Carter I B801-359-3940 (Fax)
Division Director B 801-538-5319 (TDD)

@ | State®f Utah ¢

Michael O. Leavitt

April 28, 1994
To: Darron Haddock, Permit Supervisor
From: Scott Milovich, Reclamation Specialisté;N\

RE: Abatement of Violation N94-26-1-1, Mountain Cecal Co., Gordon
Creek 3 & 6 Mines, ACT 007 017, Folder #5, Carbon County, Utah

Synopgis of Proposal

The proposal received by the Division on 4/11/94 seeks to
amend the permit by designating 2 small areas of the reclaimed
site as Small Area Exemptions as per Option 2 of the NOV
abatement .

Analysis

The areas SAE 1 and SAE 2 are .316 acres and .703 acres
respectively. As a demonstration that siltation structures are
not necessary for these areas the operator submitted a vegetation
study and a sediment production evaluation (Sed-Cad). The
vegetation study and the sediment production evaluation were the
same as those submitted for Phase II Bond Release for the entire
mine site on 12/6/93. In addition a revised map Plate 3-1A
showing the 2 proposed SAE’s, and revised pages 7-32 and 7-32a
for the M.R.P. were also submitted.

The information provided indicates that the vegetation on
the entire mine site meets or exceeds that of the reference area,
and that post-mining sediment production is less than pre-mining
sediment production. This information is sufficient to indicate
that sediment control structures are not necessary for the 2
proposed areas as per R645-301-742.240,

Recommendation
The proposed amendment to the permit for Mountain Coal Co.,

Gordon Creek 3 & 6 Mines, ACT 007 017 should be approved without
conditions.

i



Michael O. Leavitt
Covernor

@\ State.of Utah

Ted Stewart

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

355 Waest North Temple
3 Triad Centar, Suite 350
Sali Lake City, Utah 84180-1203

Executive Director | 801-538-5340
- James W. Carter 801-358-3940 {Fax)
Divigion Director 1 801-538-5319 (TDD)

April 12, 1994

Kathleen G. Welt
Environmental Supervisor
Mountain Coal Company
P.0O. Box 591

Somerset, CO 81434

Re:

Initial Review Response -- Accepted, Abatement Plan for

Viclation #N94-94-26-1-1, Three Small Area Exemptions,
Gordon Creek #3 and #6, ACT/007/017-94A, Folder #3, Carbon

Count Utah

Dear Ms. Welt:

The Division received the proposed amendment, Abatement Plan

for Violation #N94-26-1-1, on April 11, 1994 and has determined
the application complete. This amendment has been asgigned the
permit change number, ACT/007/017-54A.

The anticipated completion of this review is by April 28,

1994, at which time you will be notified of the amendment status.

cc:

If you have any questions, please call me.

amela Grubaugh-Littig
Permit Supervisggr

Joe Helfrich




Mountain Coal Company
West Elk Mine

Post Office Box 591

Somerset, Colorado B1434
Telephone 303 929-5015

April 8, 1994

Ms. Pamela Grubaugh-Littig

Permit Supervisor

Utah Division of 0il, Gas and Mining
355 West North Temple

3 Triad Center, Suite 350

Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203 W

Re: N.O.V. # 94-26-1-1
Mountain Coal Co.

I
N

> RLCH.

Gordon Creek No. 3/6 Min ; ?Cﬁ) :

INA/007/017 K2, 9 Je
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Ms. Littig:

Enclosed are 3 copies of a proposed amendment for the Gordon

Creek No. 3/6 Mine permit. This information is being submitted forr

the abatement of the above referenced viclation.

The purpose of the amendment is to designate 2 small areas of
the reclaimed site as Small Area Exemptions. These are areas which
do not drain to the sediment ponds; however, they are bermed and
revegetated and show no evidence of erosion or discharge. The

areas were part of the total minesite reclamation performed in
1986.

The justification for requesting the areas be approved as
Small Area Exemptions is based on the recent Vegetation Surveys and
Sediment Production Evaluation performed on the entire minesite for
the Phase II Bond Release, which was submitted to the Division on
12/06/93. This information confirms the adequacy of the site
revegetation and shows that sediment contribution is at or below,
levels of the undisturbed areas; therefore, sediment control
measures should not be necessary for the reclaimed site, including
the areas proposed as Small Area Fxemptions.

ALhre mrna



I have included a copy of the 1993 Vegetation Study and the
Sediment Production Evaluation to be added as Appendices 10 and 11
respectively. Also included is a revised Plate 3-1A and pages 7-32
and 7-32a to replace corresponding pages in the M.R.P.

It is our hope this proposal meets with your approval. If you
have any questions, or need any further information, please let me
know.

Respectfully,

Dan H. Guy,
for Kathleen G. Welt

cc: Kathy Welt, McC
Scot Anderson, Arco
Bill Malencik, DOGM
File





