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Ten-Day Notice to the State of \HL‘L/

You are notified that, as a resuit of &[E (LQ— uw*ﬂivi‘uw (e.g. a federal inspection,
citizen information, etc.) the Secret?—dy has reason to believe that the person described below is in violation
of the Act or a permit condition required by the Act. If the State Regulatory Authority fails within ten days
after receipt of this notice to take appropriate action to cause the violation(s) described herein to be cor-
rected, or to show cause for such failure and transmit notice of your action to the Secretary through the
originating office designated above, then a Federal inspection of the surface coal mining operation at
which the alleged violation(s) is occurring will be conducted and appropriate enforcement action as re-
quired by Section 521(a)(1) of the Act will be taken.

Permittee: ?W\/"\MA.—— Q’L/L/Z/O County: OA/[_M_, (] surface

{Or Operator if No Permit)
Mailing Address: pco BFX C?O SL/Y\ n/bm,é& T g4659 (3 Underground
Permit Number: AC/I/007 [0(27 Mine Name: g]\WM&_ (] Other

NATURE OF VJOLATION AND LOCATION: m/fww J—O MI“QL-(C\/{LSA.(M\_.—M_J/L/
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d _#I Z) Section of Stale Law, Regulatibn or Permit £4¢S=501-742.223
M /ﬂ"-’f' ‘)(»g_—Condltlon believed to have been violated: — 243 j30.
0

NATURE OF VIOLATION AND LOCATION

Section of State Law, Regulation or Permit
Condition believed to have been violated:

NATURE OF VIOLATION AND LOCATION:

Seetion of State Law, Regulation or Permit
Condition believed to have been violated:

Remarks or Recommendations:
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‘Date of Notice: {/:2’ kﬁ’ Signature of Authorized Rep 5
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Mine Site Evaluation Inspection Report
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o : 10. Date of inspection
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17. OSM Field 18. OSM Area 19. OSM 20. Type of Inspection 21. Joint inspection 22. Inspector’s ID
Office No. Office No. Sample No. {Code) . ’!es No No.
24, Type of Activity (check applicable coxes).
Type of Permit ' ' : g .
. A D Steep Slope (3 D Anthracite
Mine Status (Code) :
B D Mountain Top Removal F L’_{] Faderal Lands
Type of Facility (Code) N
C D Prime Farmiands G E:l Indian Lands
D [T ] [—; I ?—I ) 1,] Number of Permitted Acres
— L= 1L D [ ] Aluvial Valley Floors H 7] other
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25. Performance Standards (Codes)
Instructions: Indicate compliance code. For any standard marked 2 or 3 provide narrative to support this determination.

Standards That Limit the Effects to the Permit Area

Distance Frohibitions

Mining Within Permit Boundaries
Signs and Markers

Sediment Control Measures

Design and Certification Requirements—
Sediment Control :

Effluent Limits

Sufféce Water Monitoring '

Ground Water Monitoring

Blasting Procedure;

Haul/Access Road Design and Maintenance

Refuse impoundments

Standards That Assure Reclamation Ouality and Timeliness
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Other: Specify -'?,j-’ RSN

‘Topsoil Handling

Backfiiling and Grading

Following Reclamation Schedule 7
Revegyetation Requirements

Disposat of Excess Spoit

Handiing of Acid or Toxic Materials -
Highwall Elimination

Downslope Spoil Disposal

Post Mining Land Use

Cessation of Operations: Temporary
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Other =i il  Riire.
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Mine Site Evaluation Inspection Report

26. State Permit Number : 27. Date of Inspection
YYMMDD)
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28. Yes No Do mining and reclamation activities on the site comply with the plans in the permit?
O £ I no, provide narrative to support this determination. -

29. Indicate number of complete and partiai inspections conducted by the State to date for this annual review period: ™

29a. Number of Completes : _ 29b. Number of Partials

30. indicate number of complete and partlal mspectlons required. by the State during this annual review period:

302 Number of Completes " aob. [F]5] Number of Partials

31. Has inspection frequency been met? :
Yes No Yes No

31a. E D Completes ' 31b. H D Partials

32 FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION. [Enter violation number. Check appropnate box(es)]
Ten-Day Notice No. Notice of Violation No. - Cessation Order No. Violation Codes

FEHAHEAT A LTEA L TE T LT
ALT L] L) Authorizations to Operate
B o I TP L) Signs and Markers
L] N L Backfilling and Grading
O] I O, Highwall Elimination

EL] o T e L Rills and Gullies
@0 I [T O R improper Fils
6] e, U I Ll Topsoll Handling
] K7 O N S I S Sediment Ponds

N O S L) o Lo Effluent Limits

ol I [ L] o Lo, ~ Water Monitoring
S I Ll Lo Buffer Zones
I [ L], R Roads

T O] e O o pams

T [ O O Blasting

O o O o O Rovegetation

I O O I Spoll onthe Downsiope

Q] I Lo S Mining Without Permit
] I I U I e Exceeding Permit Limits
sl Ll O Distance Prohibitions

Ll L] e L Toxic Materials

] I I JO I L Other Violations
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Slgnature of Authonzed Representatlve j Date 4+ 0
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Sunnyside Coal Co. (SCCQC)
P.0. Box 99

Sunnyside, UT 84539
801-888-4421

Sunnyside Mine
ACT/007/007

Complete inspection
4/16/92

Mitchell S. Rollings, 370, OSM

Henry Sauer, DOGM .
Pete Hess, Section Foreman, SCC
Gary Gray, Mining Engineer, SCC

This inspection was done to compliment the inspection of 3/13/92, for the
purpose of making a complete inspection. This inspection was considered an
extension of the previous inspection and I did not review the south end of
the mine since we visited some of this area during the 3/13/82, inspection.
We reviewed the facilities area in Whitmore Canyon and the various portal
areas.

Enforcement Actions

DOGM issued three Notice of Violations (NOV) as a result of this .
inspection. This does not include the four NOV’'s issued as a result of the
3/13/92, inspection. One Ten-Day Notice (TDN) was issued during this
inspection; two were issued during the 3/13/92, inspection. The discussion
below addresses the 4/15/92, inspection only. The 3/13/92, inspection was
discussed: in an earlier report.

DOGM NOV 92-32-7-1 cited R645-301-742.113 and was issued for, "Failure to
minimize erosion to the extent possible®. This addressed the erosion in
the general area of the substation pad. There were not any ditches or
other type of drainage controls in place, so the runoff from above the pad
drained through the low spots and over the cut slope. A number of gullies
formed on the cut slope and resulted in the fence around the substation
being undercut. The NOV requires SCC to control drainage on the pad,
backfill the gullies, and revegetate or otherwise stabilize the cut slope.

DOGM NOV 92-32-8-1 cited R645-301-742.211 and was issued for, "Failure to
prevent to the extent possible additional contributions of sediment to
stream flow or to runoff outside the permit area™. This addressed the
undisturbed area drainage channel that runs through No. 2 canyon from the
confluence of Grassy Trail Creek to the outlet of the Hoist House
sedimentation pond. The sides of the channel in this location were not
revegetated and were covered with coal dust from the conveyor that ran
overhead or from the yard area. SCC is to submit a plan to address the
prevention of coal fines deposition in the channel. Once the plan is
approved, SCC is to implement this within thirty days.




SCC 4/92 page 2

DOGM NOV 92-32-9-1 cited R645-301-542.741 and was issued for, "Failure (to}
place and store noncoal waste in a designated portion of the permit area".
This addressed the noncoal waste that has been placed in the undisturbed
area drainage ditch on the south side of No. 2 Canyon. There is a
temporary noncoal waste area that abuts the ditch and the material has also
been placed in the ditch. SCC must clean the noncoal waste out of the
ditch.

OSM TDN 92-02-370-001, TV 1, was issued for "Failure to properly design and
construct sedimentation ponds™. The TDN cites R645-301-742.223 and
743.130, and specifies the following ponds: Twinshafts, Manshaft, 2a, 2B,
Lower #2 Canyon, and the Upper #2 Canyon ponds. These ponds do not have a
combination of two spillways as required. This TDN addresses one of the
issues of TDN 92-02-370-001, 2 of 2, issued during the 3/13/92, inspection.
This report is being issued late in part because that TDN response was
being reviewed by AFO. If the TDN was withdrawn as requested by DOGM, then
this TDN would not have been necessary. As it stands, TDN 92-02-370-001, 2
of 2, was validly issued (DOGM’s response was found appropriate though) and
and this TDN must be issued as determined by the FOD. AFO assumes that
DOGM’s response will be the same as in the previous TDN.

General Observations

The road to the Twin Shafts area needs to be graded and/or surfaced.
Additional rock would be best, but grading may suffice depending on the
amount and timing of use. '
There is a lot of aluminum pipe below the pond for the Manshaft area that
should be picked up.

SCC and DOGM identified the road through Whitmore Canyon as a county road.
This apparently goes to a reservoir up canyon. There is a lot of erosion
on the outslopes of this road and some of the ditches are blocked, but that
is apparently county maintenance.

The Whitmore substation area is an ASCA. The substation consists of six
PCB contaminated transformers. - SCC built a containment berm around the
substation prior to the end of the inspection. I was not sure what the
requirements were for PCB’s, but we all agreed that silt fence alone was
not sufficient.

The Whitmore ponds (2A & 2B) were discharging. Pond 2B is the outfall
pond. DOGM took a grab sample for analysis. The results are not available
at this time. These are to be analyzed for oil and grease, metals, TDS,
and SS. The flow was about 247 gpm.

The Pole Canyon shaft has been covered but there is still a strong air flow
out of the shaft. The pad is revegetated but is not considered reclaimed
since the highwall still exists.

The ditch north of the thickener pond area and below the emulsion house
needs to be graded and/or lined.

There are numerous pipes and culverts at the facilities area for which it
was hard to ascertain a purpose or outfall. Some of the pipes and culverts
have been plugged. Two of the lines apparently run down to the city of
Sunnyside for irrigation.
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The wing wall and CMP at the tipple shack need to be repaired. A vehicle
apparently backed into this and deformed the CMP.

The temporary coarse.refuse storage area drains through a silt fence until
such a time as a pipe can be laid under the railroad tracks to direct this
runoff to the sedimentation pond.

DOGM is currently reviewing the bonding situation for this permit. There
are about 312 disturbed acres at this site, but the bond only reflects
about 290 acres being covered. SCC said that this is because the bond
calculations do not include the railroad right-of-way or the permanent
roads. The permanent roads were identified as Whitmore, West Ridge, and
No. 2 Canyon. I told DOGM that the bond would have to include the roads
even if they are listed as permanent. The bond is apparently a combination
of real property assets and water rights. The bonding documents will be
sent to OSM’s Western Support Center for review.

Part 25 Explanation

The MSEIR from the 3/13/92 inspection was incomplete with regards to Part
25 codes. This report is complete. The following is an explanation of the
Part 25’s out of compliance:

25 D - DOGM NOV’s 92-32-3-1, 92-32-5-1, 92-32-7-1, and 92-32-8-1

25 E - OSM TDN 92-02-370-001, TV 1

25 K ~ OSM TDN 92-02-370~001, Part 2 of 2

25 L ~ DOGM NOV 92-32-4-1

25 N - DOGM NOV 92-32-2-1

25 0 - OSM TDN 92~02-370-001, Part 1 of 2

25 W — DOGM NOV 92-32-9-1




OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING RECLAMATION AND ENFORCEMENT
RANDCM SAMPLE MEIR SUPPLEMENT

1, wmgﬁa*‘mwmg@g‘&r@é. : 5, Days since Last State Complete Inspection (LSCI) ﬁmlm.\ 21 \QN\
2. Permit Nurber bh\tﬂ\QGJ .\QD.:N S ¥ 6. Block 25 Categories in NON-COMPLIANCE this RSI \.INI

C. { A . ..
3. Joint Inspection _..,ml_ ¥/N s, pate 4 -16-9% 7, Total Violations this rst (0
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8, List (only once) all violations:
1) where State enforcement was required and taken during the LSCI;
2) recorded in the LSCI report but the State failed to take enforcement;
3) observed during this RSI which clearly existed during the LSCI but the State failed to take enforcement; and
4) existing during this RSI which are not already listed under one of the cateqories above,
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