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mc__ 007 00¥, _Internal
For addm(mal 1nformat10n . INSPECTOR'S STATEMENT

(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 i3 not the
same as the violation.) bmfﬂ/*ef‘ /9c9//uf+10f7

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 which no sediment contreol is provided, has runoff from that area
reached a stream? IT it hasn't reached a stream, what would cause it to get :

there and how likely is that to happen?) T Ahe eu’é—rn‘" has ecorred ¢ [Prve le ool
Frop. ¥ -#lflw‘icf‘ TX Ca g j’ot) ar entered vhe il ist b reis e/éd’“w(
S e CA(; , .er-yrvwr cwe o #9001 A.-affe rpun dhye. A shaft excecation

s fﬁ’ ,,,y c,y.g;» 7‘,4@ ferern [ hto u‘ﬁg L/m//j/“//’/ﬂ- Fdih ST reet s Cﬁdk V?@/

3. 3How Huch:damage:has alreallycoeccurred-as:azresult=of:the violation2res==---

Als0{lis, the dam;ge_t;zn the/, peMndoez*iﬁ;ixte:d“gff;he pemltw/fﬂre;a?*_?gj
feane e Hertn i dred, The ent ¢ parryy 5 et F gy ate

egc;l;; e e/;e 7 f)%oe ﬁfi:;f-’f“/: oF 5 b i Aq,/u‘ ra YhHe chlisbErb G/Aehera-[%ﬂﬁm‘/;
Fhe 0,{‘(—&,4‘# o f opﬂma,ﬂ £’ T nismad,

y, 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_off the permit area? T/ smot discovered poike noter snk
coadugraond Jogelopmest voaste nodd have awfmvuﬂ Fo Jeace fhe pnive 3/ te @il
enter Ve valistorbed ephemend tﬁdﬂhe/. Pasnage Loes ¢, F K o FF, dbhe peromit are
hot is M/;‘/ﬂﬂ«?‘ j /9/ f/a T F ot i éd/e_; Jh rle ,,,/u//;s(—u/ y Ars Ao
(B) Obstruction . to. Enforcement-Violations’ {answer=for obstruction-vivlations.—
only;-such-ascviolations’ concerning-recordkeeping;: monttoring.-plans.*and and
certifications)=="

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

~II. 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
permittee is considered responsible for the actions of-all persons-working on
the minesite.

7. If you think this vicolation was the result of not knowing about OSM
regulations, indifference to OSM regulations, or the result of lack of
reasonable care, explain, :
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8. If the actual or potential environmental harm or harm to the publie
should have been evident to a careful operator, describe the situation and
what, if anything, the operator did to correct it prior te being cited,

9. Was the operator in viclation of a specific permit condition? Did the
operator receive prior warning of violation by the State or by OSM concerning
this viclation? If so, give the dates and the type eof warnilg

‘-’Aq. 0/051*&‘/’01/‘ })ﬂj f‘ecc}‘ve/ /?'“"?f Warnivy s, See aﬁ(tw/af Fr1enp VQP

/hf/ﬂtcf/vh Intimp o ¥azhal Lo ﬂ?u 20 jnspectivy Ver bl Warnlrngs botre g e ~

o ihettelf i 8 cw/u,,'fﬂgﬂ sk 10~ la and ﬂ/r,( 1%, l47z. .
III. Good Faith

10. - In order._.to receive . good. faith for compliance with an NOV or CO, an

coperator must have taken extraordinary measures to comply as rapidly as
poasible.i:<:-The ¥iclaticn-mst~=havezbeen=abated-before:the time: set - for —— :
abatementm==~3f yoi thinlCRhisapplies;tdesciibehoarapidsthecompilante—sm@ms=w=— -
and whatiexiracrdinary:measuresszthe-operator=took=sizr=

/ﬁ/ (/?Q | | Q(;ﬂv‘?/\//w/é@//,i Live /m[

Date _ . . uthorized Representative
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July 8, 1982

Inspection Memo
to Coal File

RE: Price River Coal Company
Price River Coal Complex
ACT/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
accompanied 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 sediment
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. However, the operator was asked to better
consolidate the materials and implement better
runoff controls by May 24, 1982 in order to positively ensure adequate runoff
control.

The disturbed area tunoff diversion which carries muck water from the #1
shaft to the sediment pond 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 road to the
substation, and the undisturbed runoff diversion channei above the #2 shafrt
needed to be better defined. The operator was given one month 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.
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DAVID LOF
RECLAMATION OFFICER

DL/tck

cc: Tom Ehmett, QOSM
Rob Wiley, Price River Coal Company
Inspection Staff

Statistics:

See Skyline Mine memo dated July 7, 1982





