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September 27, 1985

Mr. Andrew C. King
Genwal Coal Company, Inc.
P. 0. Box 1202 ‘
Huntington, Utah 84528

Dear Mr. King:
Re: Determination of Combleteness Review, Lease Tract 2, Genwal

Coal Company, AC1/015/032, Folder No. 2 and 3,
Emery County, Utanh

- The Division has completed its review of the revised Lease
- Tract 2 application, submitted August 16, 1985. Due to several
. remaining deficiencies (see enclosed review) the Division is not
able to determine the application complete at this time. When
_ the remaining deficiencies have been adequately addressed by
Genwal Coal Company, the Division can begin the Technical
Analysis phase of the review. As always, a prompt response will
speed up the process. ' :

Please note that this letter conveys the Division's
comments only. We have not received comments from the Bureau of
" Land Management or the U. S. Forest Service concerning the
adequacy of the plan. ' :

Please feel free to contact me or Susan Linner if you have
questions.

Sincerely,

L7 B

L. P. Braxton

Administrator
« Mineral Resource Development
and Reclamation Program
SCL:jvb
cc: A. Klein
D. Cline

P. Grubaugh-Littig
L. Kunzler
J. Leatherwood
S. Linner
0028R-5
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Determination of Completeness
Genwal Lease Tract 2
- ACT/015/032
Emery County, Utah

September 27, 1985

Original ICR Comment

General Format

The Division is under the understanding that the applicant
considers the submittal to be a complete, single document for
the permitting of the Tract 2 Lease. The submittal must be
reorganized and rewritten before the document can be reviewed as
a comprehensive submittal. The submittal contains several
references to the original plan. These references should be
removed and replaced with the applicable information from the

original plan or, at a minimum, the references be clarified and
specific.

Determination of Completeness - SCL

The applicant has submitted a new, updated document for the
Tract 2 Lease. This meets the intent of the comment. However, all

future submittals must be incorporated in a proper way into the
application.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 771.25 Permit Fees

There is no evidence that the applicant paid the required $5.00
fee.

Determination of Completeness - SCL

The applicant has provided a receipt for the $5.00 fee. This
should be incorporated into the application.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 771.27 Verification of Application

The application has not been verified under oath as required by
this section.

Determination of Completeness - SCL

This section is now complete.




Original ICR Comment

UMC 782.13 1Identification of Interests

(a)(2) The applicant must discuss how mining operations at
the Crandall Canyon Mine will impact Beaver Creek Coal
Company's mining operations, as required by UMC
786.19(3).

(a)(6) Since William Wollen is no longer the applicant's
resident agent, this reference must be changed.

(b)(3) The applicant has not identified names under which.the
applicant, partner, or shareholder operated goal mines
within the U.S. during the five years preceding this

application.

(d) The applicant has not identified current, preyious, or
pending coal mining permits as required by this
section.

(e) The application does not contain names and addresses

of owners of record of surface and subsurface areas
contiguous to the proposed permit area.

(£) The application does not identify whether the
applicant has pending bids or interests in lands
contiguous to the proposed permit area.

Determination of Completeness - SCL

The application adequately addresses the reguirements of
sections (a)(2), (a)(6), (e) and (f). The applicant has not
addressed the requirements of sections (b)(3) and (d).

Original ICR Comment

UMC 782.14 Compliance Information

(c) The applicant must list =ach violation notice received
on any coal mining operation during the three years
preceding the application and must describe each
violation as required by this section.

Determination of Completeness - SCL

The applicant has addressed this section for the Cran@all Canyon
Mine only. The application must include a list of violations
received at all operations listed under sections 782.13(b)(3) and
(4).




Original ICR Comment

UMC 782.15 Right of Entry and Operation Information

(a) The applicant references Item Number One, a copy of
the lease assignment to Genwal Coal Company as being
included with Chapter 2. It could not be found and
must ‘be included with the application.

Determination of Completeness - SCL

A copy of the lease assignment has been included. However,. _
Section 2.4 references the assignment as Item Number One, when it is

actually under Item Number Four. This should be corrected to avoid
confusion.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 782.18 Personal Injury and Property Damage Insurance Information

An updated Certificate of Insurance statement must be included
in the submittal.

Determination of Completeness - PGL

The applicant submitted an updated Certificate of Liability
Insurance that will expire October 31, 1985. This section is
presently complete. However, a renewed Certificate of Liability
Insurance form must reach the Division on or before November 1,
1985. A Division Certificate of Liability Insurance form must also
be completed and returned to the Division.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 782.19 TIdentification of Other Licenses and Permits

(c) & (d) Table 2-4 must be upgraded to show the identification
numbers of all applications or permits,.and the dgte
of approval or disapproval by each issuing authority.

Determination of Completeness - SCL

Section 2.9 should show the dates of approval or assignment for
the permits issued.




Original ICR Comment

UMC 782.21 Newspaper Advertisement and Proof of Publication

The application states that an appropriate advertisement would
be filed after submittal of this application. However, the
Division has not received a copy of the alleged advertisement or
proof of publication.

Determination of Completeness - SCL

The proof of publication must be made a part of the application.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 783.13 Description of Hydrology and Geology: General
Requirement

(a) Hydrology description must be rewritten to reflect results
from spring and seep survey. All statements that no seeps
or springs exist in the area must be corrected in the
application.

The application lacks an assessment of the regional aguifer
water quality, water quality, areal extent, piezometric
surface, rate and direction of flow.

Any use of water drawn from the local aquife§(§) in areas
adjacent to the mine plan area must be identified and
described.

Item VII-1 must be modified and condensed to reflect the
hydrology in the vicinity of the permit area.

Determination of Completeness - DC

The applicant has submitted the results from the spring and seep
survey to adequately describe the groundwater hydrology in and
adjacent to the permit area. However, the description of the
occurence of seeps and springs in Chapter 6, Section 6.4.2 conflicts
with the seep and spring survey presented in Section 7.1.2.2.
Section 6.4.2 indicates that springs occur at the Castlegate
Sandstone/Blackhawk Formation boundary and in the Star Point
Sandstone with no mention of any groundwater in the Blackhawk
Formation. Section 7.1.2.2 states that over 50 percent of the seeps
and springs inventoried issued from the Blackhawk Formation. Please
clarify this discrepancy in order to keep the geology section
consistent with the hydrology section.




The applicant has sufficiently addressed the assessment of the
regional aquifer in section 7.1.2.1, the use of water drawn from the
local aquifer in section 7.1.3.1, and has deleted item VII-1 and
replaced the pertinent information throughout Chapter 7 to reflect
the hydrology in the vicinity of the permit area.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 783.14 Geology Description

(a) The applicant must submit a site specific geologic map of
sufficient scale to determine topographic and surface
features in relation to the geology of the mine plan area.
The map should delineate folds, faults, dips and fracture
patterns of all formations.

(a) (1)

(a)(2)(ii)

(a) (2) (iii)

The applicant must submit isopach maps of the
coal seams and overburden within the permit area.

The applicant must address the occurrence of
subsurface water, if encountered, in any test
holes.

The analyses of adjacent units to the Hiawatha
Seam in Appendix G-1 are unclear as to where each
sample was taken. Submit a cross-section with
the location of each sample delineated on the
section.

Determination of Completeness - DC

(a) The applicant has sufficiently addressed this comment in
Section 6.5.3 and figqure 6-3.

(a) (1)

(a)(2) (ii)

(a)(2) (ii)

The applicant has sufficiently addressed this
comment in the Chapter 6 appendix on plate 6-1.

The applicant has sufficiently addressed this
comment in sections 6.5.1 and 7.1.6.

The applicant has not addressed this comment
adequately. The locations of the samples and the
sample ID numbers are not clear. Page 3 in Item
8 of Appendix 6 indicates that lab numbers S-5604
through S~-5607 correspond to sample ID numbers
19305 through 19308 respectively and page 6
indicates that lab numbers S-5594 through S-5597
correspond to sample numbers 19305 through 19308
respectively. Please clarify this discrepancy.




Additional Comments - DC

The applicant must submit a bibliography for all references
cited in Chapter 6. Section 6.4.2 references figure 6-2 in the

appendix. Figure 6-2 cannot be found in the appendix. Please
clarify this discrepancy.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 783.15 Groundwater Information

(a) (1) The applicant needs to address the piezometric surface
and horizontal extent of the regional aquifer.

(a)(2) Submit water quality data from regional aquifer.

(a)(3) Applicant needs to address the existence of

groundwater rights in an area within a radius of two
miles of the permit area.

(b) Applicant needs to address recharge areas for the
regional aquifer.

Determination of Completeness - DC

The applicant has sufficiently addressed these comments in
Sections 7.1.2.1 and 7.1.3.1.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 783.16 Surface Water Information

(a) All maps in the permit application related to
hydrology should depict Crandall Creek.

(b) The applicant must cite the U.S.G.S. publication
referenced to in section 7.1.1.1.

The application should clarify which drainages are
perennial or intermittent (page 7-7).

Table 7-1 is confusing. A map of the monitoring
locations should be submitted. The table should be
redone and clarified. A summary and conclusion
statement should be made concerning the data in the
table. The U.S.G.S publication referenced to in
section 7.2.1.2. must be cited.

Page 7-7, section 7.2.1.2., paragraph 2 states that
quality data for surface waters is shown as extracted




from the report in Appendix 7-1. This report must be
condensed summarized and only applicable data to the
Genwal mine used for this application. A summary of
the data as it applies to the Genwal site must be made.

Determination of Completeness ~ DC

(a) The applicant has sufficiently addressed this comment in
Chapter 7.

(b) The applicant has deleted the information from the‘U.S.G.S.
publication and therefore eliminated the need to cite the

publication. The applicant has sufficiently addressed this
comment .

The applicant has sufficiently addressed this comment in
Section 7.2.2.2.

The applicant has sufficiently addressed this comment by
deleting the table and submitting water quantity and
quality data for Crandall Creek in Appendix 7-2 and
Appendix 7-3.

The applicant has sufficiently addressed this comment in
Section 7.2.2.2.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 783.17 Alternative Water Supply Information

The applicant must identify all water rights holders in the area
and submit documentation of the 20 shares of Crandall Creek
proposed as an alternative water supply (page 7-10).

Determination of Completeness - DC

The applicant has suffiéiently addressed this comment in
Sections 7.1.3.1 and 7.2.3.1 and Appendix 7.1.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 783.19 Vegetation Information

The applicant should eliminate Tables 3-C, 3-D, 3-E and 3-F in
Chapter 9 or describe their significance in the text.

Determination of Completeness - LK

This section is complete.




Original ICR Comment

UMC 783.24 Maps: General Requirements

(b) See comment under UMC 782.15.

(c) The five-year permit sequence map could not be found.
Plate 3-1 illustrates the first five-year permit term
and chapter 3 referred to Plates 3-3 and 3-4
containing this information. These plates were not
included in the submittal, however. Future mining for
20 + years is referred to, therefore, a map of the
sequence, size, and timing of the sub-areas for which
anticipated additional permits will be sought is
requested.

The undisturbed boundary on plate 7-1 appears to have
been drawn incorrectly. The boundary should include
the area north of the disturbed area and directly to
the east of the undisturbed boundary line in tract 1.
The Division may be consulted for the placement of
this boundary.

Determination of Completeness - PGL

The applicant submitted a revised Plate 3-1 for the five year
mining sequence of Tract 2. Plate 3-2 indicates anticipated future
mining of the area. This section is complete. However, a clearly
defined permit area must be shown on Plates 3-1 and 3-2.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 783.24 Maps: General Requirements

(e) Are there any major transmission 1iges or pipelines in
the permit area? 1If so, please indicate on a map.

Determination of Completeness - PGL

The applicant states that there are no surfacg faci}ities
planned to be built in association with Tract 2,.1nclud1ng
transmission lines and pipelines. This section is complete.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 783.25 Cross Sections, Maps and Plans

(a) The applicant needs to submit a map showing the
elevation and locations of test boring and core
sampling.

yo




The applicant needs to submit a map showing the
location of surface and groundwater monitoring

The PAP states that mining was conducted historically
near this site (November 1934 to September 1955).
Therefore, maps indicating inactive and abandoned
workings (location and extent) is required.

The applicant needs to submit a map showing the
location of all streams, seeps and springs (including
Crandall Creek) in and adjacent to the permit area.

Locations and depth of drill holes referenced to on
page 7-3 must be submitted. Data concerning water
levels and quality should also be submitted.

The existing land surface configuration must be
presented in accordance with this section, UMC

The applicant has sufficiently addressed this comment

The applicant has submitted maps showing the location
of surface and groundwater monitoring stations on
Figure 7-2 and 7-7. However, additional comments are
presented by the Division in DOC 784.14 on the
selection of the groundwater monitoring sites.

The appliant has sufficiently addressed this section.

The applicant has sufficiently addressed this comment
by deleting the reference to other drill holes in the
area and submitting a new hydrology section in which
local groundwater conditions are discussed.

The applicant included inactive and abandoned workings
on Plate 4-2. This section is complete.

(b)
stations.
(e)
(Certified map).
(9)
(1)
(k)
783.25(k)(1-3). (Certified map)
Determination of Completeness - DC
(a)
in Section 6.5.1 and Plate 6-1.
(b)
(g)
(1)
Determination of Completeness - PGL
(e)
(k)

The applicant presented the existing land
configuration on Plate 2-1. This section is complete.




Original ICR Comment

UMC 784.11 Operation Plan: General Requirements

(a) The anticipated annual production varies in the PAP,
from 132,000 tpy to 136,000 tpy. Please sta@e which
is correct and make appropriate corrections in the PAP.

Determination of Completeness - PGL

The applicant states that the annual coal production will be
approximately 136,000 tpy. This section is complete.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 784.11 Operation Plan: General Requirements

(b) (5) Will mine facilities be moved in conjunction with this
lease tract? 1If so, the mine facilities must be
addressed in a narrative explaining the construction,
modification, use, maintenance, and removal of the
facilities and an appropriate facilities map submitted.

Determination of Completeness - PGL

It is understood that the mine facilities will be relqca;ed as
shown in the original mine plan for Tract 1. However, this is not
stated in the MRP. This section is not complete.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 784.13 Reclamation Plan: General Requirements

(b) (2) Section 3.4.4 (pg. 3-13) refers to section 3.6.7
(reclamation costs). This section is missing. Please
submit.

Determination of Completeness - PGL

The applicant states that there is no further §urf§ce
disturbance associated with this tract. This section is complete.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 784.13 Reclamation Plan: General Requirements

(b) (3) The applicant must update the application for the
lease tract #2 to include the soil survey prepared by
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Valley Engineering Inc., for Genwal's responses to the
Division's ACR. The Soil Survey presented in the
Permit Application is a general soil survey of the
Huntington Canyon area and not the specific survey
conducted for Crandall Canyon.

Determination of Completeness - JSL

The applicant has sufficiently addressed this section.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 784.13 Reclamation Plan: General Requirements

(b)(6) The description of the measures used to magimize coal
recovery and maintain environmental integrity must be
included.

Determination of Completeness - PGL

The applicant explained how maximum coal recovery will be

achieved while maintaining environmental integrity. This section is
complete.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 784.13 Reclamation Plan: General Requirements

(b) (8) Measures used to case or seal exploration holes, bore
holes or other openings must be included in the PAP.

Determination of Completeness - PGL

There are no drill holes associated with Tract 2. This section
is complete.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 784.14 Reclamation Plan: Protection of the Hydrologic Balance

(a)(2) The application should provide more detail on water
users in the area. The statement on page 7-4 that
there are no other users in area must be
substantiated. Users and water rights holders of
Crandall Canyon Creek must be identified.

Section 3.5.3.2 references sections 7.1.5 and 7.2.5
for narrative on measures to mitigate impacts. These
sections do not discuss mitigation. The applicant
must address proposed mitigation measures.




The applicant should submit a copy of the NPDES permit
obtained for mine water discharge discussed in section

(b)(2)
3.4.1.5(c) of the application.
Determination of Completeness - DC
(a)(2)

The applicant has not sufficiently addressed this
comment. Section 7.1.3.1 states that none of the
seeps or springs have been developed for beneficial
use, however table 7-2 and figure 7-3 indicate that
Spring 93-1408 has water rights appropriated to the U.
S. Forest Service for stockwatering. Monitoring of
this spring and a commitment to mitigate any
contamination, diminution or interruption must be
submitted.

Spring 93-1407 on table 7-2 and figure 7-3 is
indicated as being appropriated to the U. S. Forest
Service for stockwatering. The spring and seep survey
does not contain this spring. Please clarify this
discrepancy.

Spring SP-58 in the seep and spring survey is
indicated as having a use for wildlife. However,
table 7-2 and Figure 7-3 indicate that this spring
(93-1408) has water rights appropriated to the U. S.
Forest Service for stockwatering. Please clarify this
discrepancy.

Paragraph two on page 7-16 states "No signs of use for
stock watering or human consumption were noted."

Table 7-2 and figure 7-3 indicate that springs
93-1407, 93-1408 and 93-1409 have been appropriated
for stock watering. Please clarify this discrepancy.

UMC 783.17 requires that the applicant shall identify
the alternative sources of water supply that could be
developed to replace the existing sources if
contamination, diminution or interruption does result
from mining activities. The applicant has included
proof of the 20 shares of stock with the
Huntington-Cleveland Irrigation Company (Appendix
7-1). However, Sections 7.1.5 and 7.2.5 state that no
mitigation plan is necessary because "the springs
within the area of potential subsidence represent an
insignificant resource to the local wildlife."
Correspondence from the Division of Wildlife Resources
dated September 6, 1985 (see attachement), states that
"the seep and springs associated with the mine plan

ye
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area are ranked as being of critical value to local
wildlife."” The applicant must submit a plan for
mitigation of all springs in the mine plan area
including the springs appropriated to the U. S. Forest
Service as well as the springs that are being used by
local wildlife.

(b)(2) The applicant has stated that an NPDES permit for mine
water discharge will be supplied to the Division when
it has been issued. The applicant has sufficiently
addressed this comment as it pertains to the original
ICR response under UMC 784.14. However, additional
comments concerning mine water discharge are included
in this document under UMC 817.52.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 784.19 Underground Development Waste

The potential for underground development waste was not included
in the PAP. This section must be addressed.

Determination of Completeness - PGL

The development waste will be kept underground as was the case
with Tract 1. The occasional roof fall or overcast is stored in
place, hauled to pillar lines, or put in dead entries. There are
only small amounts of development waste produced. Development waste

is stored so as not to lose any recoverable coal. This section is
complete.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 784.23 Operation Plan: Maps and Plans

(b)(3) = Each area of land for which a performance bond will be
posted must be delineated on a map.

Determination of Completeness - PGL

No surface disturbance is associated with this permit, therefore
no bond is required. This section is complete.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 784.23 Operation Plan: Maps and Plans

(b) (4) Each coal storage area must be indicated on a map.
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Determination of Completeness - PGL

The applicant states that the needed surface facilities are in
place under Tract 1 permit. However, the coal from Tract 2 will be
stored on the approved surface facilities area and must be included
in this permit. This section is not complete.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 784.24 Transportation Facilities

The conveyor associated with the lease tract must be described
as to construction, use, and maintenance.
Determination of Completeness - PGL

The conveyor associated with this lease tract is located
underground. This section is complete.

DETERMINATION OF ADEQUACY

Original ICR Comment

UMC 817.52 Hydrologic Balance: Surface and Groundwater Monitoring

(1) The applicant needs to define "significant ipflow" in terms
of quantity and duration for in-mine monitoring.

The applicant needs to incorporate the recent spring apd
seep survey into a proposed monitoring p}an. The sgbmltted
plan should identify those monitoring points that will be

specifically used to evaluate potential impacts of the
Tract 2 Lease.

Determination of Adequacy - DC

(1)
The applicant has sufficiently addressed the “"significant inflow" in
section 7.1.6. The applicant has also incorporated the seep and
spring survey into a proposed monitoring plan. However, the
applicant must also incorporate the three springs which have been
appropriated to the U. S. Forest Service in order to determine if
any impact to an existing water right will occur. Addit@ona}ly, a
plan for mitigation in the event that contamination, diminution or
interruption does occur must be submitted.
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Additional Comments

The applicant has stated in Section 7.1.6 that "groundwater.
monitoring data collected during a calendar year will be summarized
and submitted to DOGM on an annual basis."” The Division requires

that sample data is to be submitted quarterly after analysis of the
samples has been performed.

The applicant must submit for approval a plan for holding and
treating of all unexpected mine water discharges to the DOGM and the
Division of Environmental Health. The plan must contain:

A. Sampling of the discharge to demonstrate compliance
with the effluent limitations of UMC 817.42.

B. The discharge must be monitored for rate and duration.
C. The monitoring results must be submitted with the
existing monitoring data under the currently approved

sampling and resporting schedule.

D. The applicant must obtain an NPDES permit.

Additional Comment

UMC 817.59 Coal Recovery - PGL

The applicant states that mining recovery is projected to be
greater than 50% of the total in-place coal (Sectiop 3.3.3.1,
pg. 3-3). However, the applicant needs to include in the PAP an

approved BLM R2p2 plan stating that their mining plan has been
approved.

Additional Comment

UMC 817.61 Use of Explosives: General Requirements - PGL

The applicant should state if explosives will be used in
association with Tract 2.

Additional Comment

UMC 817.71 Disposal of Excess Spoil and Underground Development
Waste: General Requirements - PGL

The applicant states all underground waste in Tract.z will be
disposed of underground (Section 3.5.9, pg 3-1 and Section 1.2,
pg 1-5).

Il




Additional Comment

UMC 817.83%3 Disposal of Noncoal Wastes - PGL

This section must be addressed in accordance with the letter
dated September 23, 1985, to Mr. Charles Gent from D. Wayne Hedberg
of the Division regarding the Noncoal Waste Disposal Plan.

Original ICR Comment

UMC 817.97 Fish and Wildlife Information

The applicant has stated that no springs or seeps occur on the
Tract 2 lease area (pages 3-19 and 10-1). However, according to
the Spring and Seep Survey submitted on June 12, 1985, several
seeps and springs exist. Therefore, the applicant must present
plans to mitigate any loss of these water sources for wildlife
due to subsidence effects.

The names and addresses of the person or persons who gathgred
and compiled the information in Appendix 10-1 should be listed.

In addition to the results of the raptor survey in Appendix
10-2, the applicant should include any additional information on
nesting raptors in the permit and adjacent areas from the U. S.
Fish and Wildlife Service and the Utah Division of Wildlife
Resources. Also include a map showing the Golden Eagle nest
active in 1980 in relation to the lease area.

The xeroxed photographs in Appendix 10-2 are of poor quality.

Photos which can be clearly seen and interpreted must be
submitted.

Provide the documentation by UDWR personnel on benefits of
Subsidence as mentioned in Section 10.4.

Section 10.3 should be eliminated and replaced by one sentence
referring the reader to Appendix 10-1.

Determination of Adequacy - LK

Due to the dynamic nature of big game populations, it would be
expected that the applicant may only note sign of animals in one
area (sp-38 and sp-42) during a two day inspection. Obviously, more
study is required before a conclusion regarding wildlife use can
have any validity. Additionally, other species of wildlife with
much smaller home ranges are abundant over the entire permit area
and particularly near water sources.

qr




- 17 -

The seeps and springs associated with the mine plan area are
ranked as being of critical value to local wildlife. If mining

activity will negatively impact these sites, mitigation must be
provided.

The applicant has not provided the names and addresses of
person(s) or organization(s) which gathered or compiled the
information in Appendix 10-1.

The applicant has not provided the copies of photographs
referred to in Appendix 10-2.

The applicant is requested to provide a copy of the
documentation by UDWR personnel on the benefits of subsidence as
mentioned in Section 10.4.

Additional Comment

UMC 817.131 - .132 Cessation of Operations

The application must address the requirements of these
regulations.
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