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kj STATE OF UTAH

NATURAL RESOURCES . Norman H. Bangerter, Governor

Dee C. Hansen, Executive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

355 W. North Temple + 3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

March 7, 1985

Mr. Allen P. Childs, Engineer
Diamond Shamrock Coal Unit
Trail Mountain Coal Company
P. 0. Box 370

Orangeville, Utah 84537

lden
Dear Mr, ChiTds:
RE: Permit Review Procedures for New Lease Application, Trail

Mountain Coal Company, Trail Mountain Mine, ACT/015/009,
#2, Emery County, Utah

This letter will serve to summarize the procedures by
which your Company's anticipated new lease appliction must be
reviewed in order to obtain a permit under the permanent
program, The Division understands that Trail Mountain
currently holds this new lease (federal), contiguous to the
present permit area. As this area is not contained within the
current permit area, your submittal for permitting mining
within the new lease must be a new permit application. After
the review and approval of the application, the original permit
area and the newly permitted area will be combined into a new,
comprehensive permit area.

Enclosed is a flow chart which demonstrates the steps
entailed in the review of a new permit application (PAP). This
anticipated submittal will not involve direct disturbance of
additional areas and, therefore, many of the UMC 782, 783 and
784 regulations which must be addressed in a PAP can be cross-
referenced to the original, approved permit. However, some
regulatory requirements will necessitate the submittal of
additional information, such as additional legal and financial
(UMC 782), hydrologic and geologic (UMC 783.13-.15),
operational and subsidence related information (UMC 784). As
this anticipated PAP involves federal coal, 13 copies of the
PAP must be submitted to the Division for dlstrlbutlon to
pertinent state and federal agencies.
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Mr. Allen P. Childs, Engineer
ACT/015/009

March 7, 1985

Should you have any questions regarding this submittal or
its subsequent review, or should the Division be able to
further assist you in determining what new information must be
in the PAP, please contact us at your earliest convenience.

Sincerely,

>7 &’fm 7. ngcw

Mary M. Boucek
Permit Supervisor/
Reclamation Biologist

bto
cc: Ron Daniels
Lowell Braxton
Pam Grupaugh-Littig
Wayne Hedberg
Sue Linner
8813R-57 & 58
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DOGM CUAL,PLHMI} APPLICATION
PACKAGE (PAP) REVIEW PROCESS

PAP Recelved by DOGM
13 coples - federal mine
8 coples - state mine

ndministrator assigns PAP to
a Permit Supervisor (PS) and
review team. PAP is
prioritized and review
scheduled.

PAP distributed to state
and federal agencles.

LLOGM performs lnitial

DOGM performs

Review.

Revised January 16, 1985

Technical Adequacy P> Technically adequate?

—

-

l

Notice of a complete plan is
sent to local, state and
federal agencles and other

DOGM reviews response

incorporating other
agency comments.,

NO

YES (D>
L

interested parties, Applicant
is notified to publish notice in
local newspaper of completeness.

T

UOGM. Objection re

' Written objection r
YES
pbursuant to SMC/UMC

eceived by
solved

Applicant notified of
deficiencies and
provides response to DOGM.

I

786.14,

Completeness Review (ICR).

PAP determined complete?

DOGM sends applicant's
response to other agencles,

DOGM reviews respouse

applicant informed of
butstanding deficiencies and
submits response to Division
of 0il, Gas and Mining (DOGM)

NO incorporating other
agency comments,

DOGM sends applicant's
response to other agencles.

[APPENDIX A]
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DOCM Coal PAP Approval Process
(cont'd)

YES

Technlcally adequate?

(for federal mines)

(for state mines) —p

Revised January 16, 1985

braft decision document (with
liraft stipulations) sent to
applicant for response.

npplicant responds

stipulations.

remaining deficiency

to

y

o

Draft decision document [4
with all supporting

DUGM provides revised
decision document to OSM,

Applicant notified of NO
deficlencies and
provides response to DOGM.

Lesponse adequate?

documentation sent to
0SM for concurrence

and/or comment.

4

NO

Lffice of Surface Mining
(0sM) reviews draft document
and provides comments to DOGM.

Technically adequate?,

e |

DOGM finalizes decision
gocument, receives
administrative review,

YES

Notlce of permlt approval or
denial published by DOGM in
local newspaper and written
notice sent to local state and
federal agencles.

revicw prior

to apgplicant
denial).

AP finalized,
administrative and legal

DOCGM Director,

receives

to signing by
then forwarded
(approval or

A copy of the signed federal
approval package returned to

Director's signature, then
forwarded to OSM for addition
of federal requirements. OSM
forwards to Washington for
secretarlal signature,

DOGM. DOGM issues its
approval and state permit is
forwarded to applicant.

Formal objection to final DOGM
permit decision recelved.

Objection resolved pursuant
to SMC/uUMC 787.11.
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