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October  12 ,  1988

T0:  Susan  L inner ,  Permi t  Superv iso r  
/  4 /

FR0M: Lynn Kunzler,  RecLamation Biologi  st  / - f -

RE: R-eJe_r-$_r_1_t DOC Review and New
Cranda l l  Canyon  Mine .ACT/0151032 .  Fo lder  #2 .  Emery  Co .Utah

Summary:

Genwal 's  submi t ta l  rece ived on  August  15 ,  1988 has  been
rev iewed fo r  comple teness  and adequacy  fo r  repermi t t ing  and fo r  the
permi t t ing  o f  the  new lease area .  For  repermi t t ing ,  the  p lan  is
cons idered comple te  fo r  b io log ica l  resou ices  and p lans  and land use
in fo rmat ion  and p1ans.  However ,  there  are  a  few techn ica l  i tens
tha t  need to  be  c la r i f ied .  The new lease por t ion  cannot  be
cons idered comple te  un t i l  comments  under  UI , IC  784.2L  are  addressed.

Ana lys is :

I I M C  7 8 3 . 2 L  F i s h  a n d  t ^ t i l d l i f e  T n f o r m a t i o n  -  1 k

The use  o f  w i ld l i f e  on  the  permi t  a rea  as  d iscussed  in
Sec t ion  4 .4 .2  o f  the  MRP re fe rs  on ly  to  b ig  game.  Th is  needs  to  be
cor rec ted  to  re fe r  to  w i ld l i f e  in  genera l  as  us ing  the  permi t  a rea .

I IMC 784 .21  F ish  and  Wi ldL i f  e  P lan  - l k :

The MRP does not address the potent ia l  impacts on raptor
nes ts  due  to  subs idence ,  nor  does  i t  p ropose  appropr ia te  m i t iga t ion
for  impacts .  Th is  must  be  addressed adequate ly  be fore  the  new l -ease
area can be  approved.

Whi le  the  MRP does no t  p rov ide  'as -bu i l t '  des igns  fo r  power
po les  to  demonst ra te  tha t  rap tor  p ro tec t ion  techno logy  was
incorpora ted ,  the  MRP does s ta te  tha t  poLes  were  eons t ruc ted  to  be
rap to r  sa fe .  Inspec t ion  o f  these  po les  by  the  D iv i s ion 's  B io l -og is t
shows tha t  a l l  po les  a re ra rmless rand  thus  wou ld  no t  pose  as  a
hazard  to  rap to rs .  There fo re ,  th i s  concern  i s  reso lved .
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General  Comment:

Sec t ion  3 .5  (page  3 -27  )  i nd ica tes  tha t  the re  i s  87 .46  ac res
in  the  permi t  a rea .  Th is  apparent ly  does  no t  inc lude the  acreage
fo r  the  new lease  a rea .  Th is  needs  to  be  p rov ided .

Recommendat ions :

The repermi t  cou ld  be  approved w i th  the  fo lLowing
s t ipu la t ion .  However ,  the  New Lease shou ld  no t  be  approved un t i l
the  rap tor  i ssue is  reso lved (see comments  under  I IMC 784.2L)  and the
acreage  fo r  the  new lease  i s  p rov ided  (see  genera l  conment ) .

S t ipu la t ion  I IMC 8L7  .97  (1 )  1k :

Wi th in  30  days  o f
sec t ion  4 .4 .2  o f  the  MRP
jus t  b ig  game)  u t i l i zes

permi t  approva l ,  the  opera tor  w i l l  rev ise
to  show tha t  Wi ld l i fe  in  genera l  (and no t

the  permi t  a rea .

cc : J .  Leatherwood
L4L4R/  55-56


