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NOV. # ~Z ~L(- { 2--=-
VIOLATION # 2- 0 f 2-

INSPECTOR'S STATEMENT

2.-'

(A) Event Violations (go to (B) if this is an obstruction to enforcement
Violation)

1. What harmful event was this regulation designed to prevent? (Insert
the event listed on the Reference List and remember that the event is not the
same as the violation.) W~'f-er jt7tJ1//L/fIOh

2. .If the event has happened, describe it. If it has not happened, what
would cause it to happen and how likely is that? (For example, if there is an~

area for whicbno sediment control is provided, has runoff from that area
reached a stream? If it hasn't reached-a stream, what would' cause "it to get· ,f-,.
there and how likelY.: is that to, happen?) TI, t evbnr-- /?QC~', ~C--c-£.d"rt'tf~/hl/<-~pw~ /;~ ,,,.t'
-(rpn---., th-f.-::It (5t?p-fYf- CXCfJVp-y.f()~ ht:-'? "er-.'l--efN:fJ 'f-/'e- v"hcf}I.5f-c.--Y'h.ecf/ m?l--!h e/ ~I-n
)'<freel':#' chtl-!'nd.VnJJ.eryrovh eP,cI~V'elol!rhe,,,,,,I- ,-,,#.r.f'e". h"~;n .J--h<. 11 ( fhQff- e.)lcuv.. 'fh;n.
VV'-II Fj?,'IIIh-'j OV'£'Y' 'fI.L btr:1'M. /J-d() "I.e vnJ7)p/--vrh-..£ /'hP/n 'S7-re.e;h-. Cht¢-h n.e_f.

3- 3How iiuoh"dainage~b~s alneajjy~occut",r_ed;oas"~a"Ore--sult.::.-of'::~ the v±olati(m!::;::-~-·--,-'

Also~1 lsc tbe aam,age:=.on2tbe ,permit;·~tea;,;or':::doeS::-itsextend':.-Of'r"the,penni·t;:ate~e'a2 /} .o~Jnt:t e e~ ft"h-iJj' () Ff f'he I~/"'''''' tf areQ./i Th.e-IU:.. fe-.-.. of- "f- cxtfy~7e'J/ .h1 rf" !/~...t-~e:V "
ctJ'h<rdv-cJ,.fy .67 rhe I'ref,,:ra ~f-, f'!h-l:/.;../ b~/..<.~ I" 'f-he t--h(Y/fr r6 '~jJhe?-»w~1chpcn",.~
vAe (> ~~'(---c.1" f- CJ f· ci d-n.--v";j~ ! f ;'~" 1 .... I n->~-L/,

11'. HoW' much damage might have occured if the violation had not been
discovered by an OSM inspector? Describe this potential damage_ Would the
damage ..extend-ofrthe pennj...t-area1 :r:f nof dhccYv'ereJ! h1v~,k I/v-?/'ler ,*:-",V>
vt1.(hryr~vh-JJ devell1/n.e1J- /r-'lLJft!' w(Jl/,lrI htJ'(;~ l:.v".f/",v.dl fb /-€al,c-- 1/14 .n-.,)e. 7' f~ ~ ........-t?
..e-nY-Cr- f-/-e; l--h.thlf;/'6~tJe-j1he-h-1-e'V-f Ch~N1I1e,/. )J4.'rh-dy-e c!,oe;f ifl"--f-+.'p cff' 'itd-'lnrn,ll-aF~
h" + jf /'Vtil'/l,v'I--e!/ by fA e- )'f- r~i-- k/e.f ;-" 14. .... Nfl/ ~t--/'JR",(/ CAJ'l-h /7 e.('
(B) Obstructi-on :·to., Enfor:cement-,Yiola"tions::.{answer:ti'or 'Obstruet1on:,y±olatiOtrs;,.::-:~

only:;-:suc~violationB':'coDcerning'::tegordk'eep1ng:;~.mQni:toring;':"plane.:.and ,mt1
certifi-cati-ous}:;=-o'

5. Describe how violation' of this regulation actually obstructed
enforcement by OSM and/or the public_

·11. Degree of Fault (only one question applies to each violation; first decide
which question to answer).

6. . If you think this violation was not the fault of the operator (perhaps
due to vandalism or an act of God, for example), explain. Remember that the
perm-ittee' is considered responsible· for the actions of-all persons"working on
the minesite•..

1. If you think this violation was the result of not knowing about OSH
, regulations, indifference to QSM regulations, or the result of lack of

reasonable care, explain.

.'
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In~pector's Statement
Page Two

8. If the actual or potential environmental harm or harm to the public
should have been evident to a careful operator, describe the situation and
what, if anything, the operator did to correct it prior to being cited.

9. Was the operator in violation of a specific permit condition? Did the
operator receive' prior warning of violation by the State or by OSM concerning
this violation? If so, give the dates and the type of warning. .
Th~ ope-ret-for hal recc/v-ej pr:or W'-&Vrl1/---J,/' .5'ee al!ach·uf n-U''-'tJ ~r.
I;''''f't:(;.n~>-I I11I-......... p t!-#a.A6J h,ro ,/';yvy 7& /"j#e,l-/~, //erkv( I/vctn")f1;Jr ~I.--e- !tjl/~-'
0""'-- ,h i~h.f i t/h j' C""I (/r...- f aJ? (hIJ.,.-,.lt I () - ( Z- (J..--fJ /l/r" ( J)' I I q fz.

III. Good Faith
10.. ·.-.-1n order__to re.ceive .good. faith for compliance -With an NOV or CO, an

operator must have' taken. extr.aordinary. measures to comply as rapidly as
po ssible:..-';cilIbe. ~vlo1at1Qn;~imV3~have~been~bat:ed:"be:fo're-:: ::the-t,'ime' set·. for~
abatement::;;=,~:;fi'---yOii---;thi.lIXi];hi-s:::appl:.1.~s.;,~escr.:ibe-:nmr··:or.apb:1-2$-he'~p~.~-c=:~.

andwat;Se-xt.r...aordinar;y.:meJ3~he'""Dper3~r=,,"'boo~"""'"f~"'--":"""'·

/ Date



Inspection Mfm:>
to Coal File

• •
July 8. 1982

RE: Price River Coal Company
Price River Coal Complex
Acr/007/004
Carbon County. Utah

~...

A partial inspection was conducted at Price River Coal's Crandall Canyon
development site on May 20, 1982 by Division Inspector David Lof. He was
accanpanied on the inspection by Rob Wiley of Price River Coal.

The sediment pond had been cleaned as requested during the April 13. 1982
partial inspection. The materials which had been removed from the sedilnent
pond were placed just above the site proposed for sediment pond 013. This
site is able to afford some runoff controls due to the pond having already
been partially excavated. lbwever. the operator was asked to better
consolidate the materials and linplement better
runoff controls by May 24, 1982 in order to positively ensure adequate runoff
control.

,~!dJs,~\,I"tbedarearUI]CJffdiversion which carries muck water fran the #1
shalt to the sediment' pono·'was In need of maintenance. The operator was given
until May 24. 1982 in order to have the diversion properly maintained.

The undisturbed runoff diversion ditch on the west side of the Toad to the
substation. and the undisturbed runoff diversion channei above the #2 shaft
needed to be better defined. The operator was given one mnth in order to
accomplish this •.

The topsoil stockpile near the junction of the mine access road by Highway
6 needed to be recontoured on the west side because it had been disturbed by
construction activity on the new mine access road. The operator was given one
month to have the recontouring completed.

DAVID WF
RECLAMATION OFFICER

DL/tck

cc: Tan Eh:nett. OSM
Rob Wiley. Price River Coal Company
Inspection Staff

Statistics:

See Skyline Mine memo dated July 7. 1982




