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Mr. Allen Childs
Genwal Coal Company
P. O. Box 1201

Huntington, Utah 84528
Dear Mr. Childs:

Re: Amendment to Chapter 14. Genwal Coal Company, Crandall Canyon Mine,
ACT/015/032-91D, Folder @)and #5. Emery County, Utah

As was discussed in our meeting of November 19, 1991 Genwal Coal Company
has conducted mining activities without providing plans as required by stipulation R614-
301-525 DWD. Even though Genwal has taken steps, by submitting an amendment, to
correct the situation the Division has no choice but to take enforcement action for an
activity that has already occurred. Please find enclosed NOV N91-13-1-1 which requires
detailed plans to be submitted by December 20, 1991.

The Amendment which you have supplied has been reviewed by the Division’s
technical staff and has been found to be insufficient to satisfy the requirements of the
stipulation. See the attached Technical Memo by Randy Harden. The amendment is
hereby denied. You will now need to complete the abatement requirements of the NOV
and amend your plan accordingly. You should also bear in mind that you are still bound
by stipulation R614-301-525 DWD which allows you to only conduct "no_subsidence"
mining within an angle-of-draw established at 30 degrees. Any changes to the above will
require approval of an amendment to your plan.

We are hopeful that you will be able to provide a solution to this unfortunate
situation. If you have any questions, please call me or Randy Harden at 538-5340.

Sincerely,

e R Rladed

Daron R. Haddock
Permit Supervisor

Enclosures

cc: R. Harden
J. Helfrich
L. Braxton

GENWSUBS.LET

an equal opportunity employer
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acquisition of the federal lease area immediately to the west of the state lease, the
operator could have efficiently second-mined the first right panel without having to
contend with the problem of having the permit boundary adjacent to the first right panel.
Failure to permit the area adjacent to the state lease prior to mining this first right panel
appears to be a matter of poor judgement in mining sequencing and inadequate permit
area planning by the operator.

Based on the information presented in the proposed changes to the mining and
reclamation plan, insufficient information is present to allow second mining of the first
right panel of State lease ML-21569. The operator must submit more detailed designs
within that area to demonstrate that second mining could occur in that panel while
minimizing or eliminating the effects of subsidence outside the permit area. Alternately,
prior to conducting second mining operations of this panel, the operator could
incorporate the potential area to be affected by the second mining of this panel into the
permit area.

R614-301-622. Cross Sections, Maps and Plans.

The operator has not adequately characterized the geology of the state leases with
regard to identification of other coal or rider seams that may be present within the lease
area. At a minimum, the elevations and locations of test borings and core samplings;
nature, depth, and thickness of the coal seams to be mined, any coal or rider seams
above the seam to be mined, each stratum of the overburden, and the stratum
immediately below the lowest coal seam to be mined; all coal crop lines and the strike
and dip of the coal to be mined within the proposed permit area must be provided in the
plan.

No discussion of the rider seams within the state leases is found within the text of
Chapter 14. The operator must discuss the location and the potential mineability of
these other coal seams in the plan. Justification for not mining these seams needs to
presented in the plan. Such information as the interburden between the seams, their
thickness, or coal quality may be considered as factors in determining whether or not the
seams are considered mineable.

R614-301-522. Coal Recovery.

The permit application will include a description of the measures to be used to
maximize the use and conservation of the coal resource. The description will assure that
coal mining and reclamation operations are conducted so as to maximize the utilization
and conservation of the coal, while utilizing the best technology currently available to
maintain environmental integrity, so that reaffecting the land in the future through coal
mining and reclamation operatiions is minimized.
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The operator needs to discuss the location, thickness and mining potential for the
Bear Canyon and Blind Canyon seams as well as the Hiawatha seam. Additionally, any
other identifiable rider seams above or below the Hiawatha seam which is currently
proposed to be mined.

R614-301-523. Mining Method(s).

Each application will include a description of the mining operation proposed to be
conducted during the life of the mine within the proposed permit area, including, at a
minimum, a narrative description of the type and method of coal mining procedures and
proposed engineering techniques, anticipated annual and total production of coal, by
tonnage and the major equipment to be used for all aspects of those operations.

Coal reserve information stated in the plan indicates that there is approximately
18 million tons of coal within the reserves of the state leases, of which 8 million tons are
considered recoverable. This discussion needs to be expanded to considered those
potential coal reserves in all of the coal seams which exist within the lease area. Annual
production information also needs to be provided in the discussion of the mining
operations. Sequence and timing of the mining operations must be more clearly
established by the operator. .

A mine map showing the location and extent of all existing mine workings within
and adjacent to the permit area needs to be provided. This map should project the
sequence and timing of those subareas to be mined within the permit term. These areas
should be marked, at a minimum, to show the location and the extent of the areas to be
mined on an annual basis. Upon submission of this mining projection and approval of
the mining map by the division, the operator will be required to submit to the Division,
as an amendment, any changes proposed to alter the mine design or sequence PRIOR to
making such changes and changes in the underground mining sequence and operations
must be approved by the Division prior to making such changes.

Any changes in the mining plans must also address any applicable changes that
may be required in the subsidence control plan and must be approved by the division
prior to implementing such changes.

R614-301-525.100. Subsidence Control Plan.

The subsidence control plan must clearly provide a description of the method of
coal removal, extraction methods, including the size, sequence, and timing for the
development of underground workings; a description of the physical conditions, such as
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depth of cover, seam thickness, and lithology, which affect the likelihood or extent of
subsidence and subsidence-related damage.

Current information provided in the plan and the proposed changed to the plan
does not adequately address the above requirements.

As measured from the lease volumetrics map dated 10-1-91, main entry pillars
measure 60 feet by 100 feet, panel entry pillars measure 50 feet by 100 feet, both with
entry widths of 20 feet. Main entry pillars have 62.5% coal support and panel pillars
have 59.5% coal support. Page 14-36 of the revised text indicates that the entry pillars in
the mined section will be 55 feet by 100 feet, and would thus have 61.1% coal support.
Assuming that the mine volumetric map is correct and the panel pillars are 50 feet by

100 feet a factor of safety for these pillars needs to be determined.

Pillar strength was-determined by the operator to be 1821 psi for the purposes of
pillar safety calculations. Based on mine progress information and pillar height
information prov1ded in the plan, the following parameters would be conmdered as the
worst case for mining pillars in the area of questions:

Pillar Height 10 feet
Coal Strength 1821 psi
Vertical Stress 2000 psi
Recovery Factor 405

Pillar Length 100 feet
Pillar width 50 feet
- Entry width 20 feet

= 1821(.778 =+ .222(50/10)) = 3438 psi
F.S. = 3438(.595)/2000 = 1.02

Based on the above calculations, the panel located along the western edge of the
State lease is marginally sufficient to support the coal without any second mining activity.
Any second mining in this area would cause the reduced pillars to fail. Although the
Recovery Factor is less than 50% as is normally indicated for pillars left to support the
coal in buffer zones, the Factor of Safety indicates that no additional mining of this panel
could occur and maintain the integrity of the pillars.

In Section 14.3.2.1.2 of the proposed plan, the operator has indicated .that a
criteria of 50% extraction will be used within a 21 degree angle of draw. This .
assumption is erroneous in the fact that the basis for protection from subsidence is based
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on no more than a 50% Recovery Factor, and not on a 50% extraction ratio. At 50%
extraction, pillars would be pulled and the panel would be allowed to cave which could
result in surface subsidence beyond the angle of draw limit (the lease boundary) as
indicated by the operator on Plate 14-1.

Inadequate design information has been presented in the current mining and
reclamation plan and in the proposed changes to the plan regarding subsidence control
and buffer zone to prevent or minimize damage outside of the permit area. Additionally,
the information presented in the plan and the proposal is not adequate to address
preventing subsidence from occurring under perennial streams. More detailed
projections of these buffer zones, the methods of mining, pillar sizes, and geotechnical
information must be presented in the plan to evaluate these areas. Geotechnical designs
and modeling of these areas where pillars are to remain to protect perennial streams and
minimized the affects of subsidence outside the permit area must be accomplished and
presented in the mining and reclamation plan.

R614-301-525.200. Subsidence Control.

Information presented in the proposal and in the current plan still does not
adequately address the subsidence control plan for the buffer zones required to prevent
subsidence beneath the perennial streams found within the permit area. Detailed designs
and mine plans must be presented by the operator to ensure that these areas will not be
affected by mine subsidence.

More detailed study and design information will need to be presented by the
operator in the plan to provide for the design of the buffer zones proposed for the
permit boundary areas. Second mining or other mining activities proposed in the
amendment are not considered adequate and cannot be approved at this time. A
detailed, site specific geotechnical investigation studying the potential extent and effects
of subsidence must be made and presented by the operator prior to approval of any -
mining activities other than those allowed under Stipulation R614-301-525. DWD.

The operator must submit a detailed plan of the underground workings. The
detailed plan will include maps and descriptions, as appropriate, of significant features of
the underground mine, including the size, configuration, and approximate location of
pillars and entries, extraction ratios, measure taken to prevent or minimize subsidence
and related damage, areas of full extraction, and other information required by the
Division. Upon request of the operator, information submitted with the detailed plan
may be held as confidential, in accordance with the requirements of R614-300-124. An
updated map of the underground mine working will be submitted at a minimum,
annually, in conjunction with the annual report.
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Recommendations:

It is recommended that the proposal submitted by the operator to revise the angle
of draw and to allow second mining of the subsidence buffer zone be denied at this time.

The operator may provide additional information and resubmit this proposal for
future consideration. The operator must however, submit plans to abate violation NOV
N91-13-1-1, to account for inappropriate changes to the underground mining activities
which have already occurred.




