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Division of 0il, Gas and Mining s
4241 State Office Building : MAY 21 1984
Salt lake City, Utah 84114 '

RE: Emery Deep Mine
ACT/015/015, Folder No. 2

DIVISION OF Ol
GAS & MINING

Emery Co., Utah

“TDeatr My, Smith:

This submittal is in response to the Final Technical Analysis and State
Decision Package dated May 4, 1984. 1In this package, you requested that
we address the stipulations prior to permit approval. The following is
a list of the stipulations followed by our response:

Stipulation UMC 817.52-(1)

Resgonse:

Within 4 months after permit approval the applicant must begin
the monitoring program committed to in the February 2, 1984
Response to Stipulations. 1f access to the wells or springs
can not be obtained or monitoring is not feasible for some
other reason, then the applicant must provide a revised
monitoring plan for regulatory authority approval within the
four month period.

Providing access to wells and springs can be obtained, Consol
agrees to begin the monitoring program as stated above with
the exception of the Christiansen Spring. The property on
which this spring discharges was deeded to Consol on April 8,
1975, together with all water and water rights contained
thereon (see attached warranty deed). During a conversation
with Mr. Lynn Kunzler of the Utah DOGM on May 8, 1984 he mnoted
that Consol is not required to replace this water source if it
is affected by mining, because Consol has the title to its
water right. Therefore, monitoring the spring for potential
mining effects is unnecessary.

After permit approval Consol will pursue access to additional
wells and springs as noted in the February 2, 1984 Response to
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Stipulations. If access is not obtained or if monitoring is
not feasible for some other reason then Consol will provide a
revised monitoring plan for approval within the 4 months after
permit approval.

Stipulation UMC 817.121-.126-(1)

Resgonse:

Prior to permit approval, the applicant must prepare specific
plans for the mitigation of subsidence impacts. These plans
must identify the potential worst-case effects of subsidence
on structures and/or resources over areas to be undermined
during this permit term. The applicant must then identify
mitigation plans specific to each structure and/or resource to
be impacted.

This stipulation was discussed during a telephone conversation
with Mr. Lynn Kunzler of the Utah DOGM on May 16, 1984,

During this conversation we were informed that it would be
necessary to address the items listed on page 44 of the TA and
also farmland. We were also informed that "worst-case
effects" were intended to mean the worst case one would
reasonably expect rather than the worst case possible.

The following is a listing of the items included on page 44 of
the TA and also farmland. We have identified what we feel
would be the worst case one could reasonably expect and a
mitigation plan for the described situation.

1. Occupied ranch house — on April 25, 1984, a revised mine
plan was submitted. This plan did not show mining
beneath the ranch house. Therefore no subsidence is
expected.

2. Culinary Well

A. Worst-case effect - the well would be destroyed by
subsidence.

B. Mitigation Plan - A new well would be constructed as
near as possible to its present location.

3. Utility Line
A. Worst-case effect - subsidence would cause the

utility poles to drop causing the utility lines to
break.
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B.

Mitigation Plan - the utility poles would be replaced
and the lines would be restrung.

Several Corrals

A.

Worst—-case effect - differential settlement would
make the area unsuitable to be used as corrals.

Mitigation Plan - the topsoil would be removed from
the disturbance area. The area would be regraded to
a suitable topography and respread with topsoil. The
area would then be reseeded and the fences repaired.

Several Ponds

A.

Worst—case effect - subsidence would occur which
would decrease the holding capacity of the pond.

Mitigation Plan - any topsoil available would be
stripped from the disturbance area. The pond area
would be regraded to provide the original pond
capacity. The topsoil would then be replaced and the
area revegetated.

Many Irrigation Ditches

A.

B.

Worst-case effect - settlement would occur which
would prevent water from flowing through the ditch.

Mitigation Plan - the ditch would be repaired and a
proper grade reestablished.

Mine Access Road

A,

Worst-case effect - differential settlement would
occur which would prevent travel along the road.

Mitigation Plan - the road would be repaired so as to
reestablish a proper grade and reestablish proper
drainage.

Cabin

Worst—case effect - subsidence would cause
irreparable structural damage to the cabin.
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10.

11.

12.

B. Mitigation Plan - the owner would be paid the
appraised fair market value of the cabin.

Several Sheds

A. Worst-case effect - subsidence would cause
irreparable structural damage to the sheds.

B, Mitigation Plan - the owner would be paid the
appraised fair market value of the sheds.

Gravel Roads

A. Worst-case effect - differential settlement would
make the road unusable for most vehicles.

B. Mitigation Plan - any available topsoil would be
removed from the construction area and stockpiled.
The roadway and ditches would be regraded to a proper
grade. The topsoil would then be respread and the
area revegetated where appropriate.

Barn

A. Worst-case effect - subsidence would cause
irreparable damage to the structure.

B. Mitigation ~ the appraised fair market value would be
paid to the owner.

Farmland

A. Worst-case effect - subsidence would cause a
reduction in the productivity of the land, make the
land unworkable with farm equipment and disrupt
natural drainage.

B. Mitigation Plan - topsoil would be removed and
stockpiled from the affected area. The area would
then be regraded to a suitable topography which would
restore natural drainage and enable the
pre-subsidence productivity to be restored. The
topsoil would be respread and the area revegetated.
Any fences damaged by subsidence would be repaired.
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Stipulation UMC 822-(1)

The applicant shall supply information and plans detailing
mining practices to be carried out beneath and adjacent to all
alluvial valley floor (AVF) areas designated on Figure 1,
March 2, 1984 submittal so that no subsidence will occur
during and/or after mining operations. The applicant will be
restricted from secondary mining at an angle of draw of 20°
outside the designated AVF unless alternate plans are
submitted and approved that illustrate that no subsidence of
the AVF will occur. This information will need to be
submitted prior to permit approval.

Response:

We do not agree that Area IT (shown on Figure 1 of our March
2, 1984 submittal) qualifies as an actively flood irrigated
alluvial valley floor. We also feel that some of the
information contained in our submittals and the regulations
pertaining to it have been misinterpreted by the regulatory
agency.

However, to avoid a delay in the permit approval, the mine
plan has been revised to delete mining beneath the hatched
area (Area II) and add a similar sized area. Please replace
the previously submitted Plate 3-7 with the included Plate
3-7. We may wish to further address this issue in a request
for a permit modification or in future permit applications.

During a telephone conversation with Mr. Lynn Kunzler of the Utah DOGM,
we were informed the bond amount was being revised to delete the
amount for possible subsidence mitigation. He also said that some of
the other costs may be revised. We intend to furnish the additional
bond necessary as soon as possible following notification of a final
amount.

Thank you for your cooperation on this matter. Please let us know if
you have any questions or would like any further information.

Sinzerely,
Dave Schouweiler
Permit Coordinator

DS/bp

cc: B, Dunn D. Richardson
S. Jaccuad (2 Copies) OSM (8 Copies)
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Exow ALL MEN By THESS PResrts, That the United States of Americs, acting through the Admiry ‘_ofgogg-g-’g‘aosﬂ
Administration, as owner and holder of the following-deseribed lien instrument (s), made and ueeutadc 2 3, ;ga N
z =
MERLIN H. CHRISTIANSEN and _ JEAN C. CHRISTLANSEN 38 v s° 2 1
K o~g °
Carbon, ’ ’ e
and recorded or flled in County of
Stats of Utah does hereby satisfy and discharge the said lien instrument (s).
LIEN INSTRUMENT MORTGAGEE DATE OF INSTRUMENT| DATE FILED Rg&%RQOOR
54, Pages 5253-529 Emery
Legal Dsscription of Property: Parcel 1: Lot 2 apd the Wik of Lot 1, Elock 8, Townsite
Survey. "5k of Lot 1, Block 8, Emery Townsite Surv Parcel 2: TJ22 S, Re 6 H., SIM

“Sec. 23 Beg. 7 rods Fast of the SW corner of the
80 rods; thence West f0 rods; thence South 62 ro
beg. at the center of] the SW¥ of the Sec. thence
thence South 35° East| 110 rods; thence East 16 ro

VSec. 26: WENEM; Sec.|22: beg. at the NE cornmer o
thence South 17° East|65 rods; thence North 62 ro

vSec. 17: SEANWA; less the following: Beg.

265 ft; thence Northwepterly 205 feet; thence No

7~ Secs20: WYAWh; NEKSWK

SIM. Bec. 4: beg. at

73 rods;
erly to begs Also,
North 80 rods; thence West 73 rods

sterly 167 ft; |thence E 77 fit. to beg.
Parcel 4: T. 22 S, Re 6 E.| SIM Sec. 22:

rds to beg.
I WITNESS WHEREOY, the United States of America has caused these presents to be signed the 7.

aﬂu/ ,197.5 s pursuant to delegated UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

day of f . -
authority published ip 7 CFR P??1 Subpart C ,
itle

T County Supervisor

Farmers Home Administration
United Statss Department o Agriculture
UTAH
STATE OF
282

CounTr oF ....... CAREON . ACKNOWLEDGMENT
On this ... 224 dayot _...M 197 before me, the subecriber, 8
Notary Public in and for the above county. and Stats, appesred
Kimball C. Harward known to me to be ...... County. Supervisor........... .

Farmars "H,'zmef-'gd;ninilmuon, United States Department of Agricuiture, and the person who executed the foregoing instrument,
and he'aélcntwiadgadio me that he exscuted the same as the free act and deed of the United States of America, for the uses and pur
e B d o

) N . e, S 7,
. poses therein mentiohad. % Price, Carbon County,

- - :1::31 R thy and year aforpses
ERE T SN T
?‘- "\'"t -~ ,..-": .°.i‘: -
;‘[stzx‘.&.g 0% & >

R Sty 2=1=77 Notary Public

0 2

{Signature)

My co! ion exp Ciitie)
('?‘o be i ¢ s ) FHA 460-4 (Rev. 4~7-65)

B

R N
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THIS DEED, made this 8th day of April /19 98 ,

between_  MERLIN H. and JEAN C. CHRISTIANSEN

of Emery, Utah 84522

hereinafter referred to as GRANTOR {whether one or more), and
CONSOLIDATION COAL COMPANY, a corporation organized and existing
under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Delaware, 3300 One
Oliver Plaza, Pittsﬁurgh, Pennsylvania 15222, hereinafter referred
to as GRANTEE;

That Grantor, for and in consideration of the sum of Ten and
no/100 Doflars ($10.00), and other valuable consideration, to them
in hand paid by Grantee, the receipt and adequacy of which is here-
by acknowledgéﬁ, has granted, bargained, sold and conveyed, and by
thgée presents does grant, bargain, sell, convey and confirm, unto
Grantee, its successors and assigns forever, all of the following

described real property situate in the County of Emery '

State of Utah :

Township 22 South, Range 6 East, SLM
“Section 22: Beginning at NE corner of SE 1/4 NE 1/4,
. thence West 20 rods, South 17° East 65 rods,
North 62 rods to beginning, containing 3.87 acres,
JSection 23: SW 1/4 NW 1/4, except 1/5 acre, containing
39.80 acres
Section 23: Beginning center of SW 1/4, thence North 80 rods,
West 73 rods, South 35° East 110 rods, East 16
. rods to beginning, containing 22.00 acres
. Section 23: SE 1/4 SW 1/4, SW 1/4 SE 1/4. :
~ Section 26: W 1/2 NE 1/4 :

containing 225.67 acres, more or less.

. TOGETHER with all and singular, the tenements, hereditaments
and appurtenances thereunto belonging or in anywise appertaining,
including all improvements thereon and all of the water, water,

G Shares in luddy Cree K Irrugation Co, il JPHC- o
rights, water stock) ditches and ditch rights appurteqant to the SL"
said premises, and the reversion and reversions, remainder and
‘remainder: , rents, issues and profits thereof; and all the estatL,
right, title interest, claim and demand whatsoever of Grantor,
either in law or equity, of, in and to the above bargained premises.

TO ?AVE AND TO HOLD, all and singular the said premises above

bargained and described, with the appurtenances unto Grantee, its

successors and assigns forever. Grantor, for itself, its heirs,



495

a executors and administrators, csgénant, grant, bargain and agree to
and with said Grantee, its successors and assigns, that at the time
of the enéégling and delivery of these pres?nts, Grantor is weli
seized of the premises above conveyed, as of good, sure, éerfect,
absolute and indefeasible estate of inheritance, in law, in fee
simple, and has good right, full power and lawful authority to
grant, bargain, sell and convey the same in manner br form as
aforesaid, and that the same are free and clear from all former
and other grants, bargains, sales, liens, taxes, assessments and
encumbrances of whatever kind or nature soever, except reservations
and exceptions contained in Patents from the United States of
America; mineral reservations or prior mineral conveyanées of
record; existing rights-of-way and easements for roads, ditches[

canals, power lines and telephone lines; and taxes and assessments

for the current year and subsequent years.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantor has hereto set their hands and

seal the day and yéa:-firsfrabov;'wriééen.

Dl o 2Ny ey

4 : " MERLIN H. CHRISTIANSEN

yﬁEAN C. CHRISTIANSEN

STATE OF LLEL

COUNTY OF Lf)WJAAf

On this Y day of Czhluué 1975, before me
personally appeared )} ” o ‘ ”

» known to me, and acknowledged
to me that they executed the same.
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