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Good morning,

The Division of Oil, Gas and Mining Staff have completed an initial review of the aforementioned task and have
determined that the amendment should not proceed to formal review.  Attached to this email are a list of issues that were
identified.  

The amendment contains information that is currently in dispute relative to the north private lease (NPL). Until the issues
associated with the NPL are resolved, we feel it's inappropriate to consider their incorporation into the approved permit.  

The as-built amendment process (and subsequent bond release application) for the south private lease (SPL) can still
proceed.  In order to do that, the scope/nature of the SPL as-built amendment process should be focused solely on that
area (i.e. exclude permit revisions that touch on unresolved issues that have been previously identified with the NPL).  

Regards,
Steve

--  
Steve Christensen, Coal Program Manager 
Utah Division of Oil, Gas and Mining 
1594 W North Temple, Suite 1210 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 
(801) 538-5350 w
(385) 290-9937 c
stevechristensen@utah.gov 
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The application does not meet the Initial Review, because 

1. The requested revision of Dwg 5-18 Bond Sequence was not included with the 

application and could not be found in the North Lease BRP1-14 application, as stated in 

item 5 of the cover letter. 

2. The requested revision of Dwg 5-19 was approved with maximum liability scenario, Task 

6397, however this drawing presents a new and unknown “Special Area” polygon which 

is a change unrelated to the maximum liability scenario and which must be explained on 

the drawing and in the MRP.  

3. This proposed amendment for a South Lease bond release removes the potential for Area 

3 to be a source of fill for the North Lease. This is an unrelated action that is the subject 

of NOV 21228 and the issue will be heard by the OGM Board.  Therefore, the strikeout 

of the reference to Area 3 on p. 5-17, p.5-39, p. 5-93 and 5-103 is not acceptable (pdf-pp. 

32. 54, 108 and 118). 

4. Similarly, the proposed amendment for South Lease bond release refers to un-approved 

North Lease drawings 5-74-AB, 5-74A-AB, 5-74B-AB on proposed pages 5-23, 5-93, 5-

97, 5-105, 5-107 (pdf-pp 38, 108, 112, 120, 122).  

5. The application edits page 5-6 to state that backfill in the final pit will be over 100 feet, 

however this statement is not clear and concise, because the depth of the overburden 

approaches 200 feet in the final pits F7 and F8 (as shown on Dwg 5-15 Overburden 

Isopach) and the backfill must also replace the 16 ft depth of coal (shown on Dwg 5-14 

Coal Isopach). In order to demonstrate that the borrow area fill will be sufficient to 

establish AOC upond final reclamation of  Pit 8, the application must provide the final 

dimensions of the South lease pits F7 and F8. 

6. The proposed amendment contains new language in the Variance From Approximate 

Original Contour Section 512.260 which concludes that the Permittee will adhere to the 

state of Ohio’s definition of AOC and the state of Ohio’s backfilling and grading 

requirements. This AOC discussion is not pertinent to the South Lease bond release 

application and must be removed.  (p. 5-3 to 5-5, pdf pp. 18-20)  

7. On pages 7-56 through 7-60 of the proposed amendment describe the new seep in BRP1-

15.  Comparisons between the water quality of the new seep are made to SP-36 and SP39, 

which the proposed amendment states are shown on Drawing 7-1. However, only SP 39 

is shown on Dwg 7-1. Referenced seeps SP-36, SP-36A, SP-36B and SP-39A could not 

be found on Dwg 7-1. The new seep appears to be identified as N-S-1 on Dwg 7-1, but 

the narrative must confirm the seep name and its location on Dwg 7-1.  

8. The proposed amendment does not include the requested N-S Cross sections through the 

area of concern outlined in the Hydrological Information Reclamation Plan and Backfill 

and Grading General deficiencies.  


