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a. CONSTRUCTION/MAINTENANCE/SURFACING
b. DRAINAGE CONTROLS

| State ® Utan s

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
NP | DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

1594 West North Temple, Surte 121
Michael O Leavitt | bosor ysnat INSPECTION REPORT
Governor OX

h 84114-5801
Kathleen Clarke | 521 Lake City, Uta

Jexecutive Director | 801-538-5340 . Partial: .,  Complete' X Exploration:_
Lowell P Braxton || 801-359-3940 (Fax) Inspection Date & Time: November 25, 1998, 9; to 12°30 P
Duvision Director B 801-538-7223 (TDD) Date of Last Inspection:_October 29, 1998

Mme Name: Castle Gate  County:_ Carbon Permit Number: AQT[!!!!7[004%

Permittee and/or Operator's Name:_Castle Gate Holding Co,

Business Address: 847 Northwest Highway 191, Helper, Utah 84526

Type of Mming Activity: Underground X Surface_ Prep PlantX  Other_

State Officials(s):_Paul Baker

Company Official(s): Johnny Pappas

Federal Official(s):_None

Weather Conditions*_Partly Cloudy, 50's

Existing Acreage. Permutted-_7509.5 Disturbed- 61 Regraded- abt, 59 Seeded-_abt 59 Bonded- 61

Increased/Decreased: Permitted- 0 Disturbed- 0 Regraded- 0 Seeded- 0 Bonded- Q

Status: _ Exploration/_Active/_Inactive/_Temporary Cessation/_Bond Forfeiture
Reclamation (X _Phase I/_Phase II/_Fmal Bond Release/_Liability_ Year)

REV IT, PERFORMA RDS & PERMIT CONDITION RE g

1. Substantiate the elements on this inspection by checking the appropriate performance standard

a  For complete inspections provide narrative justification for any elements not fully inspected unless element 1s not appropriate
to the site, 1n which case check N/A

b For partial jnspections check only the elements evaluated

Docurnent any noncomphiance situation by referencing the NOV issucd at the appropriate performance standard listed below

Reference any narratives written in conjunction with this inspection at the appropriate performance standard listed below

Provide a briet status report for all pending entorcement actions, permit conditions, Division Ordets, and amendments

s

b

EVALUATED N/A COMMENTS  NOVENE

PERMITS, CHANGE, TRANSFER, RENEWAL, SALE
SIGNS AND MARKERS

TOPSOIL

HYDROLOGIC BALANCE:

. DIVERSIONS

. SEDIMENT PONDS AND IMPOUNDMENTS
OTHER SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES

. WATER MONITORING

EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS

EXPLOSIVES

DISPOSAL OF EXCESS SPOIL/FILLS/BENCHES
COAL MINE WASTE/REFUSE PILES/IMPOUNDMENTS
NONCOAL WASTE

PROTECTION OF FISH, WILDLIFE AND
RELATED ENVIRONMENTAL VALUES
SLIDES AND OTHER DAMAGE
CONTEMPORANEOUS RECLAMATION
BACKFILLING AND GRADING
REVEGETATION

SUBSIDENCE CONTROL

CESSATION OF OPERATIONS

ROADS:

OTHER TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES
SUPPORT FACILITIES/UTILITY INSTALLATIONS
AVS CHECK (4th Quarter-April, May, June)_(date)
AIR QUALITY PERMIT

BONDING & INSURANCE
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INSPECTION REPORT
(Continuation sheet) Page 2 of 2

PERMIT NUMBER:_ ACT/007/004 DATE OF INSPECTION: November 25, 1998

mbere i i isted

2. Signs and Markers
New signs have been posted with the name, address, and telephone number of the new permittee.

12. Backfilling and Grading
We discussed various options about how to handle the problems at Goose Island In general, the vegetation
1 this area 15 more sparse than it should be, and there are some erosion problems We believe the vegetation
problems are caused by the lack of soil The average depih 1s less than twelve nches, and the coal refuse
below 1t 15 relatively coarse. This results m less water bemng available to the plants and a shortened growing
season.

At least part of the erosion problem 1s that the slopes are convex. Water accumulates on the relatively flat
upper portions of the area and mcreases velocity and quantity as 1t flows down the slope toward the channel.
This has resulied in the formation of some rills and gullies that may be difficult to repair permanently.

We discussed options about where to put refuse if the site is regraded and how to find more soil There are
a few areas where some of the refuse could be put, and there may be some soil 1n the immediate area that
could be used for additional cover

I do not believe the Division has determined the site meets approximate original contour or Phase I bond
release requirements. The convex slope may not match the concave slopes of the lower parts of canyons in
the area. The Division would need to determine that the site “closely resembles the general surface
configuration of the land prior to mung and blends into and complements the drainage pattern of the
surrounding terrain.”

Copy of this Report:

Mailed to:_James Fulton (QSM),_Johnny Pappas (Castle Gate)
Given to: :

Inspector’s Signature:_

Paul B, Baker #41  Date: December 2, 1998






