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3 SOLDIER CREEK COAL CO.

Telephone (801) 637 6360
N

0030

September 15, 1989

. BAS & Mwws

wa&iam
GiL, BAS & Mitig

Ms. Susan C. Linner

Permit Supervisor

Division of 0il, Gas & Mining
355 West North Temple

3 Triad Center, Suite 350

Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203

Re: New Surface Facilities Permit Amendment
Soldier Canyon Mine, ACT/007/018

Dear Ms. Linner:

In response to your conditional approval letter dated September
5, 1989, I have enclosed the necessary information to resolve
the remaining permit deficiencies.

Attached please find the bond rider which increases Reclamation
Bond No. 8107-37-63 by 4.2 acres to include the proposed
facility expansion. Also enclosed are thirteen (13) copies of
additional information and modifications to be incorporated into
our Mining and Reclamation Plan.

Please contact me as soon as possible should you require any
additional information, since we are anticipating final approval
by September 25, 1989.

The cooperation of you and your staff concerning this permit
amendment has been appreciated.

Sincerely,
SOLDIER CREEK COAL COMPANY

L Apt—

David G. Spillman
Mine Engineer

DGS/sm
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ILLUSTRATION 10.2.6-2

6100 S. STRATLER
MURRAY,UTAHB4107
(801) 262-7299

JUN 181385 !*""\57
f~

DATE: & 15 8%

TO: Earthfax Engineering, Inc.
7324 South 1300 East STE 100

Midvale, UT 84047 SEP 18 1989
DIVISION o=
DATE SUBHITTED: 5-11 89 - SC™ Exploration Cut, 5 8 -89 @L’“A33§%45HN“
CERTIFICATE OF AHALYSIS
SAMPLE 1D: OVER UNDER EPA
BURDEHN RURDEHN METHOD*

LAB #: Uoq1241 Uo412462
PARAMETER
pll Units 7.6 7.5 9045*
Conductivit,, umhos/cm® 911 1,510 9050*
Selenium as Se, mg’lg <.05* <.05% 7740%*
Chloride as €1, mg’Kg 50 101 " 9252+
Sulfate as S04, mg’Kg 3,610 6,840 9038*
Boron as R, mg/Kg (Total)* < 5% <5* 3050*
T0C, % 1.26 1.35 9060*
Reszistivit,, ohmz/cm® 1,100 662 9050*
Haximunm Acid Potential, Tons CaCO.r130s Soi1  0.95* 0.88* 600-2-78-054*
Heutralization Potential, Tons CaCboiPons Soil 0.64 0.71 -505_2-28-05'4*
Texture: % Gravel (Rock) 28.2 21.3

% Sand 58.1 62.4

% silt/Clay 13.7 16.3
Acid/Base Potential, Tons CaC03/1000 Tons Soil* -.31* -.17*

*Items added or revised by Soldier Creek Coal Company following 09/15/89
telephone conversation with Chemtech.
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Revised 09/15/89 ~10-15 Rex llenderson




10.6 SOILS

The soils portion of this text was prepared by Randolph B. Gainer and
Rhett Brooks of EarthFax Engineering, Inc. located in Midvale, Utah.
Mr. Gainer is responsible for the general physical and chemical
sampling and analysis of laboratory test results associated with the
soils. Mr. Brooks is responsible for the detail physical
characteristics and stability assessment of the soils. Laboratory
analyses were performed at ChemTech (Murray, Utah) an EPA/Utah
certified laboratory.

On November 11, 1988 soil samples were collected from two locations
on the south side of Soldier Creek in the immediate vicinity of the
proposed new portal area (3.37 acres). Visual inspection and both
testpits conclusively proved that the soil in the area was previously
disturbed by activities associated with the installation of a buried
gas line. Therefore, it was not possible to identify or log any
distinct soil profiles or horizons. The soil appeared to be well
mixed from the surface down to bedrock (0.0 to 3.0'). Thus, only the
upper foot of soil was sampled and submitted to ChemTech for analysis
of the required physical and chemical parameters.

10.6.1 GENERAL SOILS INFORMATION {783.213}

The soils in the area of the proposed portal expansion area are a
sandy loam with up to 20 percent gravel and cobble fragments. They
are shallow (0.0' to 3.0') and numerous rock outcrops are present.
The soils and hillslopes in the area are generally stable. Natural
and re-established stands of native vegetation are present throughout
the area.

10.6.1la SOILS NARRATIVE {783.21 & 817.21-25}

The soils associated with the portal are similar to those soils
throughout this area of Soldier Creek. Even though the O and A
horizons were not segregated by the pipeline company during the
construction project and redistributed as topsoil for reclamation
purposes, revegetation efforts have been very successful. Based on
this observation and the laboratory data, the disturbed soils appear
to possess a good suitability for use in reclamation as substitute
topsoil.

Immediately prior to the portal development the existing soils will
be stripped from the area. An average l-foot of the disturbed area
will be salvaged for use as substitute topsoil. In areas where
suitable materials are thicker then greater depths will be salvaged.
The salvaged soil will be used as backfill around and over the
proposed culvert to be emplaced in Soldier Creek. After placement
the soil will be vegetated using the final/permanent reclamation seed
mixture (grass and Forb species only) listed in the revegetation
section. Also, to provide additional protection, an adequately sized
berm and/or straw bale/silt fence combination shall be installed and
maintained around the entire perimeter of the stockpile area. The
soil will thus remain in this position for the life of the mine.

Revised 09/13/89 10-38
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ATTACHMENT C

Undisturbed Area Drainage Culvert
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3 SOLDIER CREEK COAL CO.

P.O. Box1
Price, Utah 84501

%

Divis

N S o
UiL, Gag & Mitiing

September 15, 1989

Mr. Lynn Kunzler

Reclamation Specialist
Division of 0il, Gas & Mining ] %
355 West North Temple !

3 Triad Center, Suite 350 fﬁi@ SEpP 18 1989 ,(ég
Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 e

Re: BLM Stipulation #13
New Portal Facilities
Soldier Canyon Mine, ACT/007/018

Dear Mr. Kunzler:

For your information, I have enclosed a copy of the clearance
report for Hedysarm occidentals van canone. This clearance was
required by the BLM prior to commencement of construction
activities related to our surface facility expansion.

Please contact me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

SOLDIER CREEK COAL COMPANY

e Al

David G. Spillman
Mine Engineer

DGS/sm

Enclosure
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