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Merorandum ,
To: Utah Senior Project Manager, (SM, Denver
JAN 13 1904

Attention: Iouis Hamm
From: Chief, Mining Taw and Solid Minerals, BIM, SC, Salt Lake City, UT

Subject: ARCC Coal Company, Beaver Creek Coal Company, Huntington Canyon
ic. 4 Mine, Mining ard Reclamation Plan (MRP)

The pages transmitted frow your office on December 27, 1983, were duplicates
of a part of the information transmitted with your letter dJdated December 5,
1983. They were responses to the UDOEM deficiency letter of 8-1-83.

Accordingly, we have no comments.
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January 10, 1984

Memorandum

‘ S
To: Utah Senior Project Manager, (8M, Denver JAN 13 1984
Attention: Louis Hamm \
From: \‘ Ch;Lgf—r Mining Law and Solid Minerals, BIM, SO, Salt Lake City, UT

Subject: ARCO; {oal Company, Beaver Creek (oal Company, Huntington Canyon
. No. 4 Mine, -Brery County, Utah, Mining and Peclamation Plan (MRP)

“Fhe two-volume Subject plan, which —includES the apparent completeness review
respongses, was transmitted with your letter dated July 12, 1983. This amend~
ment has beeh réviewed for completengse and technical adequacy. We were also
requested to determine ' if the copal - recovery procedures proposed conflicted
with future recovery of ¢oal resources. This submittal is apparently a com~
plete resubmittal of the two-volume MRP reviewed by this office and commented
on by ménorandums dated May 4, 1981, July 8, 1981, December 23, 1981, and
June 4, 1982. ‘The following are our mnts* o

- 1., Our qariler requlations 30 CFR Part 211 have been recodlfed as 43 CE‘R
3400. 43 CFF 13482.1(b) in part, reduires that MRP submittals not approved as
of ust 30, 1982, be revised to comply with the new rules. The subject MRP
~is still pe ing approval. By memorandum dated October 12, 1982 (copy attach-
.ed), ied -the company of this requirement and suggested a way to mini-
‘mize eir éfﬁqrt;s to revise the underground mining part of the current pemmit
appligation pacﬁage. Principally, we reguested that the company provide this
office with & cross~reference between the new rules and their current permit
application amnd submit any additiomal technical Information that may be
requizxfed. To assist the’ review andl preparation of the cross-reference, we
attachied a checklist used by this office for reviewing "Resource Recovery and
Protec‘tion Plans" (revised checkllst attached).

2.' 43 CFR 3382~1(c) (4)(v) (A7) requires rlanned sequence of mining by year
for fflrst 5 years, thereafter in 5-year increments for the remainder of
mine lifé The company. }aas only sequenced the first 5 years. » "

,"‘ 3. 4\3 CFR 3482. 1(c} (3) Li) requires “sufficient coal analew to determine
cpal cuality. . We were not able to £ind an analyms showing wolatile matter
_ ,éné fixed carbon mntent. v z
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