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OFFTCE OF SIIRFACE MINING RECIJAMATTON
PIIASE I BOIID RELEASE INSPEETION REPORT FOR THE
CASTLE GATE MIIIE, SOWBEIII,T CAhnfON (UO' 5 MINE)

Date :  Oc tobe r  22 ,  L996

Perrri tr Amax Coal Compa$y, AcT/oO7/OO4 - 96K

Federa l  coaL  l easeg ;  U -25484 ,  T l *25485 ,  U -058184 ,  U -0L9524 ,  SL -
029093 -046653 ,  and  SL -07L737

Operator: Plateau Mining Company

Inepection part icipantE ;

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement * Dennis

tltah Division of oiL, GaB and Mining (DOGIII) - Paul Baker, Bob
Davidson, Pamela Grubaugh*Litt ig, Randy Harden, Steve 'Johnson,
and t'Iayne Western

Qpera9or - ,Tohnny Pappas

Inepection suqqtarl'l

Per  the at tached October  8,  l -996,  l -e t ter  request  f rom DocM, f
par t ic ipated in  the phase I  bond re lease inspect ion for  th is
mine.  The le t ter  ind icates that  the permi t tee has rec la j -med 2 l - .0
acres but  has nol  rec la imed the area of  the e lect r ica l -  substat ion
and access road ( i .e .  /  the d is turbed acreage ie  some unspeci f ied
amount  over  21 acres) .  Af ter  the inspect ion,  I  conf i rmed wi th
Paul  Baker  that  a  to ta l -  o f  2 I  acres has been d is turbed,  and 18.2
acres of  i t  has heen rec l -a imed.

No Federal surface managing agency part icipated in the inspection
because none of the mj-ne disturbances in Sowbelly Canyon are on
Federa l  land.

As  se t  f o r th  i n  U tah ' s  ru le  a i  ng+s -301-880 .31 -0 ,  t he  pu rpose  o f
the inspection was to determine whether the operator had
successfu l ly  backf i l led and graded the d is turhed area.  The
applicahle hackfi l l ing and grading performance standards are in
Utah 's  ruJes at  R645-301-553.  The mine operat l -on p lan ind icates
that the operator commenced operations prior to May 3, 1,978, and
cont inued operat ions thereaf ter .  Therefore,  the backf i l l ing and
grading requi rements for  cont inuously  mined areas at  R645-301--
553 .500  app l y .  Spec i f i ca l l y ,  R645 -301 -553 .61 -0  a l l owe  h ighwa l l s
to be incompletely el iminated if  the operator demonstrates in
writ ing to DOGM that i t  has, "to the maximum extent technical ly
practical", used al l- "reasonably available spoil" i .n Lhe permit
area to backf i l , l"  the highwall-.  Utah, does not in i ts rules or in
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i ts  approx imate or ig ina l  contour  po l icy  d i rect ive (Tech-002)
def ine these terms.

Dur ing the inspect ion,  the par t ic ipants d iscussed the
di f ferent ia t ion Utah makes between h ighwal ls  and "cut*s lopes."
As discussed in i ts directive, Utah considers highwalls to be the
cut areas immediately adjacent to the entries underground mines,'
"cut -s lopes"  are cut  areas for  roads,  pad fac i l i t ies,  and other
eurface faci l i t ies related to underground coal- mining. Because
Utah does not in i ts backfi l l ing and grading rul-es use the term
"cut-s lope,"  there are no speci f ic  backf i l l ing and grading
performance standards for cut-elopes. Utah indicated that i t
in terprets  i ts  program as fo l lows.  For  post -May 3,  L978,  cut -
slopes, operators must backfi l l  and grade them to approximate
or ig ina l  contour .  For  pre-May 3,  7978,  cut -s lopes that  are
contj-nuously used, operators must only backfi l l  them to. the
maHtmum el<tent technical-ly practical using atl reasonably
avai lab le spoi l .

According to the mine operation plan, the highwal-l- for the No. 5
mine por ta l ,  the h ighwal l  for  the No.  5 fan por ta l ,  and the cut -
s lopes on the s i te  were a l l -  created pr ior  to  May 3,  1978,  and
were used continuously thereafter. Therefore, under Utah's
interpretation of i ts program/ al l  have to be backfi l led and
graded to the maxj-mum extent technical ly practical using al l
reasonably  avai lab le spoi l .

Al l  of the part icipants walked the entire site and inspected the
backfiLl ing and grading. With the exception of a port ion of the
access road and the e lect r ica l  power substat ion near  i t ,  a l -1  of
the surface faci l i t ies had been removed, and al l  of the disturbed
areas in the canyon had been backfi l- l-ed and graded, topsoiled,
and p lanted.

The highwall for the No. 5 fan portal had been completely
el iminated. The highwall for the No. 5 mine portal had been
completely el iminated with the exception of a short horizontal
stretch where a few vert ical feet of the highwall remained. DOGM
indicated that this area remained unbackfi l led hecause there was
not reasonably availahl-e spoil  to do so; because of the need to
keep the backfi l led slope relatively moderate (no greater than a
2h:1v s lope)  so as to  keep the regraded sur face eros ional ly
stahle and conducive to revegetation establishment; and because
of the need to congtruct a nonerosive drainage pattern that was
compatible with the reconstructed drainageway that runs the
entire length of the disturbed area in the canyon.

Al l  o f  the cut -s lopes had been graded and backf i l led to  a cer ta in
extent. Some had been completely el iminated, and others had
varying horizontal and vert ical stretches where the vert ical- cuts
had not been completely ei- iminated. In not requir ing the
operator  to  complete ly  e l iminate the cut -s lopes,  DOGM had appl ied






