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TO:

FROM:

RE:

SUMMARY

The following discusses the Operator's response to the LBA stipulations 3,4, and 6.
Recommended changes to the Technical Analysis ('T.A.") are identified. Changes to the T.A. are
itemized below using redline and strikeout. These changes should be incorporated into
H:LBARES.GEN.

ANALYSIS

STIPTJLATION #3

Analysis:

The Operator has resubmitted some pages from Appendix-7. Additional, copies will
be presented, on request, for pages remaining illegible.

Finding:

The Operator is considered to have adequately addressed this stipulation.

STIPT]LATION #4

Analvsis:

The Operator has not re-incorporated the wording from the previously approved
document regarding the buffer zone variance, as specifically requested in the stipulation.
Management should take the appropriate action to correct the changes.
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The Operator has incorporated new wording in the latest revision. The new wording
indicates that they will disturb the stream if necessary but, not without approval from the Division.
The changes in wording item 9 implies that an allowance to disturb the stream channel was
considered in the approval of the buffer zone variance. In fact, it was determined that the buffer
zone be approvable only if the stream channel was not disturbed and impacts were minimized. My
concern is that the intent of the original approval would be misinterpreted due to the Operator's
wording and appearance of change in intent. Therefore, it is strongly recommended that the
Operator be required to retain the original wording as previously stipulated.

Should management consider the operators response to be adequate the T.A. should reflect
the information and intent included in the original approval and the operator should be required to
remove the clarification "(Taken in it's entirety ftom 5122192 submittal on page 3-10)" as this is not
a true statement. Also, the following changes must be incorporated into the TA.

R645-301-731.600
(Paragraph 3 and 4)

Stream Buffer Zones

The Operator has referenced ffiffiiii$f#i*ftn1 which identifim how impacts are
minimized during construction activities. The Operator removed the original approved
commitment Number 8 from the pIffi Cffi :ii*uffiHbffii
and 3-11) which states, "The Original stream channel

un,iipages 3-10

#grimr:r:iU

tru

Finding:

The Operator is not considered to meet the requirements of this stipulation direct$.
Management may take enforcement action, make a second request to the Operator or accept their
response. If management considers the Operator's response to be adequate the T.A. should reflect
the changes from the original approval and incorporate them into the TA.
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STIPI]LATION #6

Analysis:

The Operator did commit to monitor surface materials according to the State Guidelines.

Unfortunately, stipulation #6 did not incorporate the intent ouflined in my deficiency memo.
Therefore, the Operator is still considered deficient in determining the acid or toxic nature of the
coal. Inclusion of the data obtained for identification of acid and toxic forming materials found in
coal which remains as underground pillars should be submitted. Because no specific date was
included in the commitment to submit the data to the Division, a request to receive the results in the
1994 annual report should be made by the Division. Analysis, identification, and discussion in
regard to the potential of post-mining water quality impacts should also be submitted. Should any
spring or significant water source be intercepted by mining operations, acid and toxic forming
materials, if found in the workings, could potentially affect water quality of the springs recharged by
the mine area. Additionally, the springs currently discharging from the Blackhawk or springs which
could develop discharge from the mined area following mine closure, could be affected by any
identified acid and toxic forming materials.

The following changes to the T.A. are recommended.

Acid and Toxic
(Last paragraph, last sentence.)

gefreien€yt

1; The prepesed methed ef andysis fer aeid and toxie eenstituents is ret previded;

ffimust eentain e eemmit
mhi

Findings:

The Operator adequately responded to stipulation #6. The recommended changes to the T.A.
should be completed by the Division.
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THE FOLI.OWING ARE ADDITIONAL RECOMMEhIDED CHAI\GES TO I]PDATE THE
EXISTING T.A.

Subsidence Monitoring and Control Summary
(Third Paragraph)

If it can be proven that mining related activities ffiffiiil*ffim flow in seeps and sprin-gs_,lhe
Operator will mitigate the damage. The mitigation will dniiii of installing guzzlers and ffiffi

iffi$iifrffi:iiitdiiii ,1& ,1 iffii!,su4ltr*nniii li$.

R645-301-724.200
(First Paragraph)

Baseline Surface Water Infomation

Appendix 7-1 lists water rights in and adjacent to the permit area. I-ocations of surface
water rights are on Plate 7-15. Surface water rights are summarized in Table 7-6. The name and
location of streams are on the USGS topographic map used as a base for several plates in the
proposed plan. The only impoundment and discharge into any surface-water
permit and adjacent areas is the sediment pond and its discharge structures,

on Plate 7-5a.

R645-301-728 ProbablelfydrologicConsequencesDeterrnination("PHC")
(Last Paragraph - 6th)

There is some potential for impact to seeps and springs through subsidence. Seeps and
springs and water rights have been identified. Genwal is monitoring flow rates and quality for the
water rights within and adjacent to the current mine permit area. #liE

0
in the

event any water rights or springs/seeps are adversely affected by the mining operation or
reclamation activities.

Pond Designs
(I"ast sentence, last paragraph)
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RECOMMEIYDATION

It is recommended that Management require the Operator to re-incorporate the original
wording for buffer zone variance. Additional changes to the T.A., other than those identified in this
memo, will be necessary if the Operator is requested to incorporate the original wording for the
stream buffer zone variance. If management decides the operators response is adequate, then the
r@ommended changes to the T.A. should be completed, and the operator should be required to
remove the clarification "(Taken in it's entirety from 5/22/92 submittal on page 3-10)" as this is not
a true statement. Please inform me of the decision so appropriate changes to the T.A. may be
incorporated.

The Operator should be requested to incorporate the findings from the acid and toxic forming
analysis of the coal data recently obtained in the upcoming 1994 annual report. Analysis,
identification, and discussion in regard to the potential of post-mining water quality impacts based
on the data obtained should be incorporated into the PHC by some defined date.

Stipulation 2, should not be considered adequate until an acceptance memo is received from
the Forest Service. The existing Genwal Mining and Reclamation Plan "Work Copies" at the
Division should be updated with the 8BAl94 and l0l3ll94 submittals.

GENLBARE.MEM


