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dear Hr. Glasson:

A mgeting and fieid trip was conducted on January 31, 1983, to deveivp
recompendations for Andalex Resources with regard to proposed cevelopment in
the left fork of Usadman (anyon and an appareat conflict with & nesting golden
eagle, Tne meeting was atteaded by Utah Jivision of Kildlife Resources
{UbkR), Utah Diviston of Ui, Ges anc Hining (ULUGK) anc U. $. Fish and
ildlife Services {USFWS}.

ine first part of the meetling served (o acquaint representatives of the
various agencies with proposed surface facilities in the left fork of Deadman
Lanyon and their proximity to & golden eagle nest documented active ia 1581
and i368. Iwo scenarics for development in the left fork were fdentified.

Ihe winimun Gevelopment scenaric was construction of & ventilation fan in the
left fork. All other surfece facilities reguired for the Aberdeen Hime in
this scenaric would be constructed in the right fork, The maximus development
proposal was to construct the major facilities needed for the Aberdeen Rine in
the left fork, including & wain eatry, top soil storage, material storage,
coal stockpile, fan, power substetton, truck losdout, major access road, and
sedimentation pond. The mseting concluded &t Andslex Resources' office when
Lane Adair reported on the compeny's status with regard to development 15 the
left fork and progress in expioring cid aine workings ia the right fork.

un the fielc trip, we visited the proposec facility location in the left fork
and viewed ils proximily to the golden eagie nest, approximately one-guarter
mile awdy. Site specific issues discussed at the site included viewshed frou
the nest site {whether proposed facilities woulc be in direct line-of-signt},
abiiity to move facility locatfons up or down canyon to avoid the one-half-
wile buffer zone, etc. The following comsents and recoumendations were made
on the two development proposals.

Mintmun Uevelopaent Proposail

There was general concurrence that & ventiietion fan could be accommodated in
the left fork, as shown in Figure 1, with no significent impact to goldes
eagle nesting activity.
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Spect fic recompendations included:
i. Tae fan woulc be located out of itne-of-sight for the esgle nest. Figure
¢ snows the viewshed from the nest and indicates the proposed fan location
woule be acceptable with minor, if any, socification necessary.
&. Permit only win{mal roed upgracing for surface access to the fan.

" Tue fan be constructed primarily from within the mine, Incluging power,
&ﬁu that construction Le completed outlsice the nesziﬁg period, February 1 to
July 15,
4, Daily fan maintenance and inspection be conaucted from within the mine,

Haximui ﬁ&?e?bpﬁﬁni Proposal

Therc wes consensus asong the agencies that maxisum uéveiapﬁaﬁt &s suown in
Figure | would s:gaificantly iép&it golden eagle pesting activity. 3Specific
recomuendations included: .

1. Uisallow significant develupment, beyomd aiaar‘raéé apgraﬁing'aﬁé ihe
ventilation fan, within the one-hali-nile buffer zone.

2. Hhaximize opportunities in the right fork for accessing and iécat?ng ,
facilities for the Averdeen #Hine. ihis could iﬁciuée seme rock tuanmeling to
cﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁat& hiigheprofiie equipment,

3. Evaluate feasibility of canstrﬁcting a rock stage tu a¢cess @!c wariinjs
in tae codi seam abuve the ﬁberﬁa&a and utilize these ﬁsrxiﬁgs to aceess the
Averdeen %13&.

in the event development of the Aberdeen Kine is not itechnically feasiole from
“the right furk, the followiag recommendations should pe usad as yuidelines in
designing facilities for the left fork. It should be cmphasized that such
development within ine ovune-half-mile buffer zone way impact the golden eagle
nest ang weuld require fsrtﬁer uaaraiaatisa wilh the QSF&ﬁa ans UOER.

1a &ii actiwe facilities {those 1nealvi§§ naastatieneny equtgaent operation
or husan acttvity) should pe placed outside tae aae-ne}t~ﬁiie puffer zone.

2. Passive facilities or structures {top séil St@?ﬁs& sedimentation ﬁend,
etc.) shoule be located eut Qf line-of-signt.

3.  Vegatation such as guicﬁ grawing peai&rs ana gérihen berus have been
utilizec to help shiels facilities and minimize impacts to wildlife.

4. A covered toal conveyor system could be utiiized to tramsport coal out of
tue one-haif-nile ouffer zone or even o surface fecilities In the right fore.
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Une alher issue, aule deer winter anc/or transitional raenge was rafsed with
respect to waxious vevelopwent 16 the ieft rork. Any proposals with
significani surface gisturbante shoulc incluce measures to gfiigate jwpacis to
nabitals weportant for cule ager in the spring and fall transitional pericds.

K]

we are hogpeful these recopmendations will bhelp évoid serious Conflicts with
cevelopment of lhe Aberdeen Hine and Tacilitete the issuance of appropriate
rigats-oi-wity for Andalex. If there are any quesiions about fhese
rﬁgﬁa@ﬁgé&tisﬁs, please feel froe 1o contact David Hilis of my stafi at
637-4584,

sincerely yours,

MARK E BAIRLEN
Arge hanager
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