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NOV~ I N82-4..,:"5-.~1~~_
VIOLATI~ 1 of 1

INSPECTOR'S STATEMENT

(A) Event Violations (go to (8) if this is an obstruction to enforcement
violation)

1. What harmful event was this-regulation designed to prevent? (Insert
tve event listed on the Reference List and remember that the event is not the
same as the violation.)
W~ter pollution and sediment loading of streams

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 control is provided. has runoff from that area
reached a stream? If it hasn't reached a strea~, what would cause .it to get .
there and how likely is that to happen?) T~e sedlment pond had been f11l ~d beyond des 1gn

capacity with water and sediment, in faCt, the dlscharge structure was not vlslble above the 1evel
of the sediment in thE;! pond. Because of this, sedim~nt ~as depo~ited in the stream channel --lmm
,edlatelY belOW the dlscharge-and some had been carrled further downstream by the water belng
discharged from shaft #2.

3. .- Ho'W- much-damag-e -has'alreaay occurred ,as: a-'resul-t' o:f-thevl-()lati(:>n?::'c~.i;:
Also~'is~the~damage6nthe·permi t -area 'or , does-;i t ex1.ehq- orfthe-pe.rm,it ,.a·r-ea?_-,-,~.,

There was approximately 4-6In.of sediment deposited ln the sedlment pond dl~charge ~ulvert _
where it empties into the "undisturbed stream channel", approximately 50 YD of sedlment was
deposited in the channel itself immediately below the discharle point'dand qnlund~termine~blecootlnue on f'o 1OWl ng page) - ~

ij. How much damage might have occured if the vio atlon had not been ~

~scovered by an aSH inspector? Describe this potential damage. Would the I~

damage extend off the permit area? Quite a bit more damage would have occurred because the~V
is continually discharging runoff from the sediment pond and the water flowing into the pond now
is not being held long enough to allow for any sediment to drop out because tne pond is so full
of sediment. Damage would extend off permit area:

(B) abstructioiL_to~EnfoT--cemeiit::.Yiolations:,(an swer-,:f-Orbbstruc:tion,~\t-iolati:Omf-c,:=,',

only... -,-$urih:..as'_ violations -eoncerniog"re:cor--dkee-ping."''lIlonitor'3..ngit>iamf,=and''c":,.j",',,'::
certi:fi-catlonsl~~ ;:-:-:~:::,

5. - Describe how violation_ of'---: this regtilation -actually-:obs"ti"'ucted': ;;;;;;,-:'.:, .. ,,-,.,
enforcement-by'OSM and/or'the pUbli.c.

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
~rmittee is considered responsible for the actions of all persons working on
tine minesi te.

1. If you think this violation was the result of not knowing about OSH
regulations. indifference to aSH 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 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 OSH concerning
this violation? If so, give the dates and the type of warning.

Gross negligence was evident, considering how full the sediment pond was and the amount of
sediment in the stream channel. The operator and his contractor are both well aware of the
need to maintain the sediment pond and meet effluent limitations. This is evidenced in the

III. Good Faith (continued below)
10. In order to receive good faith for compliance with an NOV or CO. an

operator must have taken extraordinary measures to comply as rapidly as
possible.-Theviolation- must have been abated before the time -set-for;',,,_
abatement. _ If yblithink this-'applie.s:. describe--ho\iTapid· the compliance-was::':.c
and what,;-extraordinary 'measures.-the-operatof--took....

~~

/ ",'9 7"///£ "Pft/"e

DatEf

(continued from page one)

3. amount of sediment was carried further downstream. The reason for the 50 YD3 being deposited
is that the operator had placed some strawbale dikes in the channel to try to keep the
sediment from going any further downstream but they had become ineffectual and the discharged
water was bypassing them. A sample was taken of the water discharging"from the sediment
pond and is currently being analyzed by State Health Laboratories. At the time of the
inspection the pond was discharging at approximately 5-10 gpm. Damage did extend off the
permit area''''e:~: ""rI.l'E" Re.sL'LT~ o~ "TUc ..,rATe,;? SAMPl..c 4t-.)ALV.5IS i'lAVe B~E-IV RC'CGI\lG'i:::>

(conti nued f~om' above) -SEt;;; E'x I-U'B;T D .
•..

9. :-following letter and memos;

(A) A July 9, 1981 1etter to Mr. Elwood Buxton, Project Manager for Cementation Company
of America, Inc. on the Crandall Canyon Shaft Development Project, from Price River
Cpal Company (FRee) explains that Cementation is responsible for complying with all
applicable enVironmental regulations during shaft construction. The letter went
on to enumerate several areas which Cementation was responsible, #4 reads as follows;

4. MAINTAIN THE·. CAPACITY AND FUNCTION OF THE SEDIMENTATION POND
(refer to page 2 of Exhibit A)

As is discussed in a memo to the coal file dated May 13, 1982, PRCC was issued
NOV N81-4-4-2, #1 of 2 on March 12, 1982, for Jail ure to pass all surface



• •
"(continued from previous page)

drainage from the disturbed area through a sediment pond prior to leaving the
permit area. (Refer to page 5 of Exhibit B).

(C) During an April 13, 1982 partial inspection a concern was expressed to r1r. l~iley of
a need to clean the sedi~eJlt ponds. A water sample was taken of the discharge and
analyzed by State Health, the results indicated that the TSS level was at 112 mg/l
which is excessive. By the time the above mentioned results were received by the
Division the sedirtent ponds had been cleaned (Refer to page 3 of Exhibit C, PRCC
memo dated June 2, 1982)
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PRICE RIVER COAL COr.-iPANY CcC'! ,\~o~~1'~''''''''
P.O. BOX 629 HELPER, VI AH &4526 (M1) 472·3411 (A...'- ..... ~'} (~k :)

Lo~G~i

~~ ---.r

Mr. Elwood Buxton
Project Manager
The Cementation Company of America, Inc.
P. O. Box 390
Helper, Utah 84526

DIViSION 0
OIL, GAS & MJ F

NING

Dear Mr. Buxton:
.. :',:::,.'.":::, ;:',,:t:'::',':.:"<:.", ,:~,:,:!:·;:,:~:;:,,~;':':","',,~,'~~;'f~":":",i':':;'::":~I('ll:,":"":'·,">,' ,,:'., ~Y',,!:i,;""':, .':.''' , ',' < ','" .::'.:.: ,~"': ",,"., :".';"':<,'" :: :::: ' ,':, :::., , ,," ""',, "':" ,':. ' ',;'"
·..... ··.••·ll:n~s:tJ:W;~,)"J.lg •. '.t11at ,i:;,heeontt'tJ\:e!t,h~t~~~u""O,llrJ, """" ' ""':." .. ,' .. ".' .• :/,.,"i.,,,.' ,,,.,"',.0,',.'.•:;""',·..·.'., .. ",'ni"" ""W,," ..,d',',0~'~"~~,·(~'"""')~';.~!t.''''');;~;~'W'

. " .... b '~~~~~iO~~~~lt~'~~~i:~~~ii~~=;li~~-
eg:U' 0 '''fons2' Price River Coal and all

other recognized coal mining companies must comply with
many different environmental laws, including the Surface
Mining Control and Reclamation Act (SHCRA), the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), the Clean Water, the
Clean Air Act, the Toxic .Substances Control Act (TSCA), and
all State and local Health Department rules_ We must respond
and comply with-all requirements of the Federal Office of
Surface Mining, the Utah Division of Oil, Gas, and Mining,
the Utah Division of Health, and the Federal Environmental
Protection Agency.

Price River Coal must be in compliance with all laws and
regulations generated and enforced by the preceding listed
laws and agencies or face enforcement action which could
range from monetary fines to cessation orders. It is our
position that you, as our contractor, be responsible to the
same laws and requirements and conduct your operation in a
manner which prevents any need for enforcement action against
Price River Coal by any of the mentioned agencies. We cannot
pass the onus of any cited violation to your company; we will,
however, hold you liable for any fines or ~ork stoppages re
sulting from your failure to maintain your portion of the
work area in a manner acceptable."tqtheenvironmental
regulatory agencies. -)u::,'~¥it'~~~tfr'e·,"f:.ftat;,:t:.he"":eGl'lowingmin-

;:~"~~~;i'ai~-' a;Lrttarn'ea~ "
1. A berm is mostly installed and must be maintained

around the entire currently affected area.. Sections
to be completed by your company are about 2-3
hundred feet of berm from behind your trailer to
behind your water and fuel tanks to the headwall of
the 90' 'culvert and about 50' near the rock house.

2. Maintain positive flow to all installed drop inlets
and culverts ..

A MINING SUBSIDIARY OF THE AMERICAN ELECTRIC POWER SYSTEM
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PRe RIVER COAL CO/,-1PA.NY
P.D B::J): £::29 • c,.J~· U2-3411 OcrlCE

H:::-~F'ER. UT AH b4S26

3. l·B.intain all eli tehes directing water f.rrm undisttrrbed
areas under and around the distw:bed area.

~{,~P~titY~d>.funct:icnof .tbe,l~ta.ti~

5. Install and rraintain any septic or waste water faeili ties
in accordance with local and state Health ag2I1cies.

6. On site dust cnntrol.

7. Control and prcper disposal of all solid wastes
(garbage, oil cans, beer cans, any neta1., wcod or
paper debris, etc.).

8. PrOJ;er disfOsal of waste oils or other potentially
hazardous substan<::l2S listed in the EPA '!bric
Substances Control Act: Chemical Substance Inventory,
U.s. EPA, Office of '!bxicSUbstances, Washington, D.C.
1980.

9. Pr<:::p2r disfOsal of sp:)il (i.e., sfX]il cannot be pushed
over the <3cJ..vnslo}?e in the area - such as pushing sp::>il
over the bank into th2 streambed).

we will gladly provifu any reg1.Ested advise or assistance in regard to
envirorurental CDITplianre activities.

Sinli~Lu~
R:>bert L. Wiley .\
Envirorurental Enginee~

ELW:jd

cc: . K.B. Hutchinson
Q)rCbn eook
Ed BlDY
AEP - I..ancaster
ll'i'Ji§~e!iiS§@oo¥tmmtjf7
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Inspection Memo
to Coal File:

DATE:
TIME:

WEATHER:
CCl1PANY OFFICIAL:
STATE OFFICIAL:
ENFORCEMENr ACTION:

May 13, 1982

EXH IBIT 13.
RE: Price River Coal Company

Price River Complex
ACT/007/004
Carbon County. Utan

Marco 10, 11 and 12. 1982
2:15 p.m. - 5:00 p.m.; 9:30 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.; ana, 8:30
a.m. - 3:30 p.m.
Partly Cloudy and Warm
Rob Wiley
Davia Lof
rov N82-4-4-2

Oarnpliance with Permanent Performance Standards

771 et al PeDmits

Available at the mine office was an April 27, 1977, letter from the
Division granting final approval of Price River's Mining and Reclamation
Plan. Other approval letters from the Division available at the mine office
were as follows:

1. A September 2. 1981, approval letter for the utilization of the lower
yarding area at Cranaall Canyon for materials lay down.

2. A November 12. 1981. approval for the Crandall Canyon road
conscruction.

3. A February 3. 1982, approval to discharge water intercepted during
snaft aevelopment at toe Cranaall Canyon shaft facilities.

817.11 Signs and Markers

Mine identification signs with complete into~tion were postea at all
points of access to the operation. The operator is currently in the process
of posting pertmeter markers. Buffer zone markers were in place as required
along Willow Creek.

817.21-.25 Topsoil

PRe has two topsoil stockpiles located up Crandall Canyon. Both are
aaequately protectea ana the stockpile midway up the canyon has some
vegetative growth.
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817.41-.57 Hydrologic Balance

Sowbelly Ca.nyon

Toe undisturbed drainage woich is located west of sediment pond 005, and
its associated storage area, is supposed to be diverted around the storage
yard via diversion ditches on either side of tne disturDed area. At the time
of the inspection, the aiversion was not completed around the west end of the
storage area in order to connect the diversions on either side. This was
pointed out to the operator who had toe diversion completed the next day.

There are three sediment ponds located. in Sowbelly Canyon. Pond #3 is
located by the batnhouse trailers. It has an overflow culvert which would
carry any excess runoff to pond 14 which is located just south at the
warehOuse trailer and storage ,sheds. This pond in turn overflows into pond IS
via an overflow culvert. Pond #5 did not have any sort of emergency spillway
to safely diSCharge runoff from a 25-year, 24-hour precipitation event,
therefore, NOV N82-4-4-2, #2 of 2 was written. It reads as follows:

Nature of the Violation:

Failure to prOVide an appropriate combination of principle and emergency
spillways to safely discoarge the runoff from a 25-year, 24-hour precipitation
event or larger event specified by the Division.

Provision or the Regulations Violated:

UMC 817.46(i).

Portion of the Operation to Which Notice Applies:

SoWbelly Canyon, IS Mine sediment pond 005.

•

Remedial Action Required:

Submit adequate plans to the Division detailing ti1e design and
construction of a spillway for seaiment pana 005. linplement said plan
liDnediately upon Division approval.

TilDe for Abatement:

Thirtj (30) days, no later than April 16, 1981.

"'11:: .

Runoff from an old roaa north at the mine fan was being conveyed off the
ian pad down to tile pad belOt¥' causing excessive erosion on tne downslope. The
Division inspector requested that the operator construct a diversion so that
the runoff would be conveyed past this point in order to ellininate erosion
problem on the aownslope. The operator was given 30 aays in oraer to comply
with tnis ~equest.
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There were also several small maintenance problems which the operator was
requested to address Within 30 days. They are as follows: (a) Repair the
berm west of the warehouse trailer; (b) riprap the inlets to pond #4; (c)
clean tne outlet of the undisturbea drainage culvert across tne road from pond
005 ana riprap below the outlet; and (d) clean the undisturbed drainage
diversion east of the batnnouse trailers.

HardscrabDle Canyon

The primary hyarologic problem at the #3 mine had to do with the open
undisturoed stream channel which passes througn the upper portion of the mine
jard. There were several problems along this stream cnannel whiCh the
operator was askea to address.

1. Southwest of the north fan, where the channel is open prior to going
under toe bridge to #4 Mine, ,the inspector felt that there had been
excessive contributions of additional seaiment and coal fines to the
undisturbed channel. A portion of this contribution was prObably
from the disturbed area to tne west of the channel, tnerefore, the
operator had straw bales placed along the edge of the aisturbed area
to prevent any further contribution of additional sediment.

2. There were several holes in the surface of the above~ntioned bridge
whicn ~uld allow disturbea area runotf .into ttle undisturbed. drainage
below. In discussing ttle problem with the operator, it was found
that they had already scheduled to do some maintenance work on the
briage within toe next several days.

3. Toe outlet of the culvert which conveys disturbed area runoff under
toe brioge was partially blocked by material whiCh had sloughed into
the drainage. 'file operator coomitted to naving tois cleaned prior to
the next inspection.

The unaisturbed drainage ditch on the south side of Dog Flat and the straw
bales at toe northeast corner of Ibg Flat required some maintenance work due
to snow removal and other activities in the area. Tbeoperator committed to
having this work done within 30 aays.

Willow Creek

1ne undisturbed drainage ditch north of tne storage sned in Willow Creek
was not completed. The operator was asked to have this completed within 30
days. The rest of the area including ditches, berms ano settling basins
appeared to be in gooo conai tion.
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Castlegate Facilities

Directly southwest of tne water treatment plant is a clear water overflow
pond which discharges excess clean water from the treatment plant into the the
Barn Canyon undisturbed drainage cnannel. It was observed that snow removal
waste material from the aOJacent disturbea area haa been placed on the south
embamcment of the pond. Due to the fact thac this is sUPPOSed to be a clear
water overflow pond and not a sedimenc pond for the oisturbed area, the
operator was given 30 days in order to have the snow removal waste removed
from the inside of the embankment.

The northeast inlet to the thickener overflow pond was olocked. Because
of this, a benn was breached and a gUlly formed on the downslope to the pond.
Tne gUlly was approximately two to three feee deep ana anywnere from one to
two and a half feet wide. The operator was asked to backfill this gully ana
properly maintain the inlet to the pond. Also, ic was noticed that the
overflow pond was quite full at sediment, tnerefore, causing some concern
whether or not the overflow pond would be capable of containing an emergency
aischarge from toe thickener. The operator explained that the cleaning of the
overflow pond required a dragline and that they do nave a dragline SCheduled
for the last week in june in order to clean out the pona.

Tne operator was in the process at establishing an undisturbed drainage·
diversion around the east and north sides of the new stack tube pad. Upon
completion of ·tne diversion, it will diSCharge into Price River. 1he operator
Should send to tbe Division a brief narrative and sizing calculations on -the
diversion and tne culvert wnicn will be installed to carry theundisturoeU
drainage underneath the road and into the river.

West of toe clean coal stockpile it was questionable wnether or not the
disturbea area r:unoff was being containeri witnin the permit area. The
operator was asked to better define tbe drainage patterns in cois area to
ensure that the aisturbed area runoff was concained witnin toe pennit area.

The sea1J1lent basin at Utah FUel 11 was almost completely full of
sediment. The operator was asked. to have the basin cleanea witnin 30 days.
en Marco 29, Mr. Wiley callea Mt. Lot and informea him that toey woula not be

able to have the sediment basin cleaneo by the end of the 30 days due to
equipment breakaown, however, they WOuld have tne seoiment oasin cleanea as
soon as possible.

Crandall canyon.

At the time of toe inspection, tne culvert for the main cha~el crossing
by the yarding area was in place, however, the channel relocation haa not been
conpletea. Due to toe amount of disturoance in the area, toe inspector
requested tnat toe operator place several straw bale oikes in the stream,
below the construction area, in order to proviae some treatment for tne water
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prior to entering Price River. This was complied with auring tne course of
the inspection. The inspector also requested that the aiversion ditch on the
north siae of the yaraing area be properly maintained and repaired wIthin 30
oays.

At the snaft development area, tne operator was in tne process of building
a retaining wall along the stream channel diversion. Due to the construction
activity ~iately adajcent to the stream cnannel, tne operator had placed
straw bales in the stream channel oelow the snaft area. Upon inspection of
the straw bales, it was determined toat they were oot functioning properly and
the operator was asked I;OreiQ&,taJ..J.tne balessptha~t;tley wouldPFQ.p,er).y
,f.~1~~r"t!J~. i§,SFe'~'<ilflp~·;.' While. walking baCl< up the ~tream.cnanne1 from the

" straw bales, Mr. iDf ana tvir. WIley observed a berm lotentlOnally breacned to
allow disturbea area runoff to drain off tne #2 shaft development pad.
Approximately 600 gallons of runoff at approximately 100,000 parts per million
left the pennit area. This, runoff enterea tne ephemeral stream channel, which
flows into the Price River and haa appeared to be fairly clear prior to the

,! disturbed runoff entering it. Mr. Wiley i.aJnediately had the oackhoe operator
repair the Denn. lfhe hadn't done so, 3,000-4,000 gallons more of the

, above-aescribed runoff would have left tne permit area Wlt;Qm"q.~tter<,of10
.~.... ,·.A.~,~~""q&i>+'~;M~~i~(vt,.,',.... e to ~he obvious negligence_ ~nvolved,;Not:tee:ofY~t't~~t:r~t
te~~"",.t;:ii#l'",Ofj:~\ was wrItten. It reaC1S as fOllows:.- .... '"",.'" ":,,,::,.,.',,..' .. ' ... ::":"', ,,' "".

Nature of the Violation:

Failure to pass all surface drainage from the disturoeri area through a
sedlinentation pond or treatment facility prior to leaVing the pennit area.

Provisions of tne Regulations Violatea:

UMC 817.42.(a)(1).

Portion of the Operation to Which the Notice AppLies:

Crandall canyon shaft #2 development pad.

Remeaial Action Required:

Ensure that all runoff is passed through the sediment pond.

Time for Abatement:

817.52 Surface and Ground Water Monitoring

PRe's discharge points are covered by NPDES permit ,ur-0023086 issued
September 29, 1977. The expiration date of the permit is June 30, 1982.. The
operator has made reapplication for a new permit. At toe time ot the
inspection, water monitoring data tnrougn December at 1981, were available at
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the office. Also available at the mine ottice was a ~~rch 10, 1982, letter
from Price River Goal COmpany to £FA and copied to the Division and the Utah
Department of Health. The letter was a notIfication to toe agencies that pond
014, covered by the NPDES permit, was failing to meet the TSS effluent
1imitat:ions due to an unintentional short-circuit:ing of a portion of the
inflow to the pond. The problem was first noticed the morning of March 9.
The prOblem had been corrected by March 12.

817.81-.93 COal Processing waste

During the winter, due to some poor road condItions, the operator ~as not
able to traverse the haul roaa to the coal refuse aump. Because of this, the
operator haa to on occasion stOCkpile refuse on the new stack tube pad. Sioce
there is no longer aoy-problem reaching the refuse aump, the operator was
aSKed to have the refuse removed from the stacking tUDe pad.

817.150-.176 Roads

The Class III road to the water tank at the #5 Mine was Showing signs of
excessive erosion. The operator was asked to regrade and establish proper
drainage controls within 30 days.

--. :~ ':_-.- \"':;i-
DAVID LOF I t,... - ..: '

RECLAMATION OFFICER

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

DL/btb

Statistics:

See Be1ina #1 ana #2 Mine memo dated May 6, lY82
Grant: A & E
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June 2, 1982

E)( Hl~lT C.
RE: Pr i ce River Coal Company

Price River Complex
ACT/007/004
Carbon County, Utah

On April 13, 1982, Division Inspector David Lof visited the above
mentioned minesite. He was accanpanied on the vist by Rob Wiley of Price
River Coal. The purpose of the visit was to conduct a partial inspection and
follow-up on abatement deadlines given during the March 10 complete inspection.

Sowbelly canyon

During the March complete inspection, the operator received NOV N82-4-4-2,
#2 of 2 for failure to provide an appropriate combination of principal
emergency spillways to safely discharge the runoff from a 25-year, 24-hour
precipitation event. The remedial action required the submittal of adequate
plans to the Division detennining design construction of a spillway for
sed~nt pond 005. On April 8, 1982, the operator submitted to the Division
plans detailing the rainfall runoff characteristics and required evaporation
pond capacities for Sowbelly Canyon. From these plans, Sally Kefer,
Reclamation Hydrologist of the Division, was able to determine that the sizing
of the sedlinent pond was more than adequate to contain the 25-year, 24-hour
event. In light of these findings, a discharge structure for the sediment
pond is not required, therefore, the violation was vacated by the issuing
inspector on April 23, 1982.

The Division inspector had requested that the operator construct a
diversion to convey runoff from an old road, immediately north of the mine
fan, in order to eltminate an erosion problem which was occurring on the
downslope fran the fan pad to the pad below. A ditch and straw bales had been
installed as requested. However, in constructing the ditch, it was extended
much further than needed.

There were also several small maintenance problems which the operator was
requested to address within 30 days. These problems are listed below:

1. The benn west of the warehouse trailer had been repaired.

2. The outlet of the undisturbed drainage culvert across the road from
pond 005 had been cleaned. However, it still required riprapping
below the outlet.

3. The undisturbed drainage diversion east of the bathhouse trailers had
been maintained.
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There are still several areas which need to be addressed. They are listed
below:

1. The ditch which was installed to convey undisturbed drainage in the
canyon above pond 005 still needs some more work to better establish
it.

2. The inlets to pond 004 still need to be riprapped.

3. Noncoal waste in the undisturbed diversion on the east side of the
yarding area above the shower house needed to be removed.

Castlegate Facilities

The snow removal waste material had not been removed from the south
embankment of the clear water overflow pond as requested. Also, there is now
disturbed area runoff entering the southwest corner of the pond. The operator
was given one week in order to have the snow waste material removed, the berm
around the overflow pond repaired, the road on the south side of the pond
graded so that runoff would flow to the south side of the road, and a small
catch basin developed across the road from the southwest corner of the·
sediment pond. Also at this time, a water sample was taken for analysis by
State Health. The results from the analysis were received by the Division on
May 28, 1982 and indicated that the discharge from the overflow pond was well
within the effluent limintations set by State and Federal regulations.

The northeast inlet to the thickener overflow pond where a berm had been
breached and a gully formed had not been repaired. Once again, the operator
was given one week in order to comply.

During the complete inspection, the operator was given 30 days in order to
have the sediment basin at Utah FUel 11 cleaned of sediment. On March 29,
Mr. Wiley called Mr. wf and informed him that they would not be able to have
the sediment basin cleaned by the end of the 30 days due to equip:nent
breakdown. Ibwever, they would have the sediment basin cleaned as soon as
possible. At the time of this inspection, the basin had still not been
cleaned and the inspector granted the operator an additional 30 days as long
as the operator would continue to maintain the straw bale dike on the
perimeter of the Utah Fuel II area.

The coal processing waste which had been placed on the new stack tube pad
during the winter, due to poor road conditions to the coarse refuse duriIp, had
not yet been removed from the stack tube pad. The operator was given 30 days
in order to canply with this request.

Crandall Canyon

At the time of the inspection, the operator was in the process of
establishing the proper grade at the intersection of the Crandall Canyon
access road with Highway 6. The channel relocation on the north side of the
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lower yarding area had been completed and the operator was still maintaining
several straw bale dikes in the stream below the construction area in order to
provide some treatment for the water prior to entering the Price River.

The operator was in the process of maintaining the disturbed area runoff
diversion from shaft #1 to the sediment ponds during the inspection. The
operator was still in the process of constructing the retaining wall along the
stream channel diversion. Mr. Wiley said that, weather permitting, it would
take another two to threewee~,E!~o,~cmplf;!tethe retaining wall.

v .',{~~.';11.;,:~·:,,·'t··'l'l':::',.}~t(I~tXls:,'lirl'W'""",',':;' if,::;, ,,', ", ' ,'','" .', ",t"'; "
;.>'1 'UpOn inspectf6h of the sediment ponds, the Division inspector expressed

concern to the operator of a need to clean the sediment ponds in order to
ensure that the proper runoff retention time could be maintained. The
inspector also took a water sample of the sediment pond discharge for analysi~;

by State Health to deter:mine whether or not the discharge was in compliance .
with effluent llinitations. The water analysis was received by the Division on
May 28, 1982, and indicated that the TSS level was at 112 mg/l which is in"
excess of State and Federal effluent llinitations. Since the tline of this
i~~~f~,EJ:9t.,,,~?~~.;,~~~~~~;;i!~~f~!~,~,.. s~~n~,,,,OlJt-'·""'.r ;';

~v"
DAVID LOF
OIL, GAS AND MINING
FIELD SPECIALIST

cc: Tom Ehnett, OSM
Rob Wiley, Price River COal Company
Inspection Staff

DL/btb

Statistics:

Vehicle: lEX 45428--406 miles
Per Diem: 1 person X 3 days, 5 hours - $127.34
Grant: A & E




