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Modification of Notice or Order

To the Following Permitee or Operator

/9577&IZ/&/ -,

OlL, GAS, AND MINING BOARD
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JOHN L.BELL
C. RAY JUVELIN
THADIS W. BOX
MAXILIAN A. FARBMAN
EDWARD T. BECK
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Name __L_fm '

B4 7

Mailing Address _#AM Z/ﬂfl

State Permit No. M,@_Z,ZL_

Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N 54"‘(/ "g ‘8 dated

My 1/

. 19&.

Cessation Order No. C

Y TV

dated

, 19

Violation No. I _ is modified as follows:

The reason for this modification are as follows:
Violation No. _i_ is modified as follows:
The reasons for this modification are as follows:
Violation No. _&_ is modified as follows:

The reasons for this modification are as follows:

TV

an——V .
7 i Foe pgarmen” T 13, =
F2ANS Musr 3 FBCGIED BY THE [ ) iison

BY 7S DATE

Date of Service é/4§/35/

Y90

a.m.

TJeserw/

rized Representative

%ty 7/

Time of Service or Mailing

X p.m.

Name and .0. No.



#EN20 254
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SCOTT M. MATHESON OIL, GAS, AND MINING BOARD

Governor
CHARLES R, HENDERSON
GORDON E, HARMSTON STATE OF UTAH Chairman
Executive Director,
NATURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES JOHN L. BELL
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING C. RAY JUVELIN
CLEON B. FEIGHT THADIS W. BOX
Director 1588 West North Temple MAXILIAN A FARBMAN
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 EDWARD T. BECK
(801) 533-5771 E.STEELE McINTYRE

Modification of Notice or Order

To the Following Permitee or Operator:

Name / S /;A‘Z (’d

Mailing Address —AMMM 7
State Permit No. _ZZ}_‘,&&LAJ_

Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N Bf- L1 dated %Y // , 19&/.

Y TV

Cessation Order No. C dated , 19
Y TV

Violation No. ___ﬁ_ is modified as follows: /'//,,‘_( JOR A=A ':J—;“_)g oo , )qg‘fl

The reason for this modification are as follows: P‘_ WS MAST B RECEIED By rie -Z)'_WS' av
Violation No. __ & _ is modified as follows: N o ArFORE THIS DATZE

The reasons for this modification are as follows:

Violation No. — is modified as follows:

The reasons for this modification are as follows:

Date of Service 64 f,/( 4
’ Slgnature of Au nzed Representative
Time of Service or Mailing vk a.m. %/’2&'// f/

Name and |.D. No.
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SCOTT M. MATHESON OIL, GAS, AND MINING BOARD

Governor
CHARLES R. HENDERSON
GORDON E. HARMSTON STATE OF UTAH Chairman
Executive Director,
NATURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES JOHN L. BELL
DIVISION OF OiL, GAS, AND MINING C. RAY JUVELIN
E . THADIS W. BOX
CL og”zctFOEIGHT 1588 West North Temple MAXILIAN A. FARBMAN
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 EDWARD T. BECK
(801) 5335771 E.STEELE McINTYRE

Vacation or Termination of Notice or Order

To the Following Permitee or Operator:

Name // { 71;47 Kﬂ
Mailing Address _ﬁmﬁ_@ L5277

State Permit No. _ A& 7; /Jo Z, /ﬂ//

Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N_SZ¥ — 4 -85 _ dated /%W’ // , 1951/

TV
Cessation Order No. C dated , 19
Y TV

77:/5
Violation No. _..l is hereby _X__ Terminated FFFEE 5 /2/ / ——— Vacated because:
Violation No. AL is hereby _X_ Terminated Z7. ;ﬂ ﬁ/[/ —  Vacated because:

‘ 5/2 4/

Violation No. ________ is hereby — — Terminat

% Vacated because:
7~

Date of Service duues | 8 1%34 >
Y ignature of Authc)}ﬁ Representative
<
Time of Service or Mailing /.20 am. X pm. ‘__@UD 4/’

Name and 1.D. No.
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SCOTT M. MATHESON OIL, GAS, AND MINING BOARD

Governor
CHARLES R. HENDERSON
GORDON E. HARMSTON STATE OF UTAH Chairman
Executve Director, DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
NATURAL RESOURCES U JOHN L.BELL
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING C. RAY JUVE;I;(\I
THADISW. B
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 EDWARD T. BECK
(801) 5335771 E.STEELE McINTYRE
Vacation or Termination of Notice or Order
To the Following Permitee or Operator:
Name /// 5 fuﬁ /)0.
/7 / ; 7
Mailing Address /7 Awarun_ AT G945 R
State Permit No. _A¢ 7,/007 /0 2
Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):
Notice of Violation No. N_% /- 4~ 1 — ——dated Junes E 1984
Cessation Order No. C dated , 19
Y TV

Violation No. _l_ is hereby __L.. Terminated —  Vacated because:

Violation No. ________ is hereby — Terminated — Vacated because:

Violation No. _______ is hereby - Termin"/ated—“'\”u/;z iacated because:
Date of Service =~Ju €2 é)/ )48‘/ L — IV Z /

Signature of Authorized epresentatlve

Time of Service or Mailing <2 /62 _ X am. p.m. 7>A viD ZO":

Name and 1.D. No.




Fre ACTjoo7/or
5405‘( #7

DOGM/NOV-1
STATE OF UTAH

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF OIL, GAS & MINING

1588 West North Temple
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116
Telephone: (801) 533-5771

NOTICE OF VIOLATION NON ZH/-< =9 -/

From the STATE OF UTAH
To the Following Permittee or Operator:

NAME [/ s. 6/&’ C)ﬂ.

MINE _ A dutazn 2 [ SURFACE & UNDERGROUND [ OTHER
CATEGORY OF OWNERSHIP: [ STATE [ FEDERAL O FEE 5] MIXED
OSM MINE NO. STATE PERMIT NO. AC;/’@ZA?U_* MSHA 1.D. NO.
county anp sTATE__Cagaow Counry . (Azax ___ TELEPHONE
MalLING ADDRESs: U, S. £uer Co. - iliawarua, dr E4527
DATE OF INSPECTION June 7 1984 . o
1 D 4
TIME OF INSPECTION: FROM BVC % a.m. to (D5 C) Ca.m.
O p.m. to O p.m.

NAME OF OPERATOR (if other than permittee)
MAILING ADDRESS:

Under the authority of the Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act of 1979 (Sec. 40-10-1 et seq., Utah
Code Annotated, 1953), the undersigned authorized representative of the Director and the Division of Oil,
Gas & Mining has conducted an inspection of the above mine on the above date and has found violation(s)
of the Act, the regulations or required permit condition(s) listed in the attachment(s). This Notice consti-
tutes a separate Notice of Violation for each violation listed.

You must abate each of these violations within the designated abatement time. You are responsible
for doing all work in a safe and workmanlike manner.

The undersigned representative finds that cessation of mining is U is not X expressly or in
practical effect required by this Notice. For this purpose “Mining” means extracting coal from the earth or
a waste pile and transporting it within or from the minesite.

This Notice shall remain in effect until it expires as provided on the reverse or is modified, terminated
or vacated by written notice of an authorized representative of the Director of the Division of Oil, Gas &
Mining. The time for abatement may be extended by the authorized representative for good cause, if a

request is made within a reasonable time before the en abatem:nft/;er? /
Date of Service __«d une” B '48‘/ - :
] SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED REP ENTATIVE

Time of Service 5: /O ga.m. jﬂm) 4F #y
p.m.

NAME AND I. D. NO.

Person Servied with Notice_ - ZAk. <SEMBARSL |

PRINT NAME AND TITLE
Signature WS oy -2

IMPORTANT — PLEASE READ REVERSE OF THIS PAGE




DEPARTMENT C ‘ATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF O’ AS. AND MINING 56 64 16
1588 WEST NC A TEMPLE - SALT LAKE CITY. UTAH 841. (801) 5633-5771

STATE OF UTAH

Notice of Violation No. N 6‘/ ~ 4"67 "/

Violation No._____| of ]

Nature of the Violation

nr;\u_ueg T1C FLAGE AND STORE AON—COAL WASTES 1N SUCEH A MANNER  AS TO

PREVENT £ RES

Provision(s) of the Regulations, Act, or Permit Violated

UM &17 89

Portion of the Operation to which Notice Applies

| H& ELECTRICAL CARBE BEING BuRNED AT THE pNORTH END OF THE Ueree
Coar  Sroexmie Yagp ‘

Remedial Action Required (including interim steps, if any)

TUT O THE FlE O R TED Y AND DS E. OF Talem mRmBaidl. s AN
M&%WW AR

Time for Abatement (inciuding time for interim steps, if any)

Tioe B 1984 . 500 pom




= @{Z&
STATE OF UTAH Scott M. Matheson, Governor
NATURAL RESOURCES Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

4241 State Office Building - Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

May 24, 1984

P 402 457 310
REGISTERED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Jean Semborski, Engineer

U. S. Fuel

Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Extension request for NOV

N84-4-8-8 ¢
Hiawatha Mine
ACT/007/011, Folder #7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Ms. Semborski.:

On May 18, 1984 the Division received a letter from U. S. Fuel
requesting an extension of the time for abatement for NOV N84-4-8-8, #3 of 8.
According to the letter the reason for requesting an extension was that U. S.
Fuel Company's production schedule for the week did not allow for sufficient
man hours to be dedicated to the problem to insure completion by May 18,
1984. The pertinent regulation governing the extension of the time set for
abatement of a violation is UMC 843.12 (c¢) which reads as follows:

""he Director, Division or their authorized representative may extend the
time set for abatement or for accomplishment of an interim step, if the
failure to meet the time previously set was not caused by lack of diligence on
the part of the person to whom it was issued."

Your request and the pertinent regulation were discussed with Division
Director, Dianne Nielson, we agreed that an extension could not be granted
because the operator had chosen to produce coal rather than comply with the
remedial actions required for the Notice of Violation, thereby, indicating a
lack of diligence on the part of the operator.

However, in further discussing the matter with Dr. Nielson, I indicated to
her that I had initially meant for you, the operator, to have five working
days in order to complete the remedial actions required and that since you had
only had three working days that I felt an extension until May 23, 1984, 5:00
P.M. would be appropriate. Following my discussions with Dr. Nielson on May
18, 1984, I called your supervisor, Bob Eccli, and informed him of our
decision.

on equal opportunity employer - please recycle paper



Ms. Jean Semborski
ACT/007/011

May 24, 1984

page 2

Please find enclosed, a Modification of Notice which modifies the time for
abatement of NOV N84-4-8-8 which relates to that discussion. Since that
conversation the Division has granted U. S. Fuel Company an extension until
June 15, 1984 to prepare an appeal of NOV N84-4-8-8.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or the enclosed
modification, please do not hesitate to call myself or Joe Helfrich, Field

Supervisor.

David Lof
Mining Field Spefialist

Dl :re

cc: Jodie Merriman, OSM
Diamme Nielson, DOGM
Joe Helfrich, DOGM
90150



SCOTT M. MATHESON OIL, GAS, AND MINING BOARD

Governor
: CHARLES R. HENDERSON
GORDON E. HARMSTON Chairman
Executive Dirsctor, - .
NATURAL RESOURCES JOHN L. BELL"

C. RAY JUVELIN

. ;x
" " THADIS W. BOX

CLEO:;'_B- FEIGHT " - .. "iidiei, 5 . 1588 West North Temple AR  MAXILIAN A. FARBMAN
rector S e P S Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 - - EDWARD T. BECK
S (801) 5335771 S : E.STEELE McINTYRE

Mooi_fvi-oat'i'on'of Notice or Order

To the Following Permitee or Operator: - -, { ﬁ iy ' : _
Name M -3/' [!;2 (Z). : “(&MA’LQAZ&EY
Mailing Address | /I/I/A)JT/JF / 7./ 24 o M&? 7 |
State Permit No. /Vf / 7/4// ‘ |

Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N4/ oA - ) _— dated /’/ﬁl’ // .1951/.

Cessation Order No. C dated ., 19
Y v

Violation No. _/fl is modified as follows e 7 pﬁ(’ ﬁ,{ ﬂﬂm j/;,wf /.( ﬁf/
x .

The reason for this modification are as follows

Violation No. ?' “/ is modified as lollowsif. S

The reasons for this modification are as follows

Violation NoS;__Zég is modified as follows

The reasons for this modification are as follows: .

Date of Service 1y /37{’/ / %5/
Time of Service or Mailing_Z-. <2 am X_pm. :4»'/7) 1ﬂ/ 2E ﬂ

Name and 1.D. No.

Slgnature of Authorized Bepresentative
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SCOTT M. MATHESON OIL, GAS, AND MINING BOARD

Governor
CHARLES R. HENDERSON
GORDON E. HARMSTON STATE OF UTAH Chairman
Executive Director,
NATURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES JOHN L. BELL
DIVISION OF OlL, GAS, AND MINING C. RAY JUVELIN
CLEON B. FEIGHT THADIS W, BOX
Director 1588 West North Temple MAXILIAN A. FARBMAN
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 EDWARD T. BECK
(801) 533-5771 E.STEELE McINTYRE

Modification of Notice or Order
To the Following Permitee or Operator: :
Name M s /32 6”'. il G Aus N7 CLM&E’Y
Mailing Address %WA//JA // 7. )74 552 7
State Permit No. /VC'/ /07/&//

Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1 953):

Notice of Violation No. N2~ 4/ =B 5 _ dated ﬂ/ﬂ/ /AT zﬁ’"/

TV

Cessation Order No. C dated , 19
Y TV

Viotation No. ___Z_ is modified as follows: g foe NORTEAENT L Time /57 ﬁf/

The reason for this modification are as follows:

Violation No. _.3_’/, is modified as follows:

The reasons for this modification are as follows:

Violation NO-%M is modified as follows: |
The reasons for this modification are as follows: ‘/ T ‘ \////
, Pz
s tov 2 /98 , /Z/

Date of Service
Slgnature of Authorized ;ﬁ)resentatwe

[y’ .
Time of Service or Mailing /. 50 am. X _pm. ;,01//}3 Za/:

Name and 1.D. No.




To Dave L.
A /6’7/407 224
poyyadvd
UNITED STATES FUEL COMPANY
RECEWED

HIAWATHA, UTAH 84527
MAY 18 1984

May 17, 1984
DIVISION OF OiL

Mr. James W. Smith, Jr. Coordinator of GAS & MINING

Mined Land Development JiM
State of Utah Natural Resources
Division of 0il, Gas and Mining MAY 1 8 1984

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

RE: Extension request for
NOV 84-4-8-8, 3 of 8

Dear Mr. Smith:

On Tuesday May 15, 1984 United State Fuel Company received
Notice of Violation 84-4-8-8 issued by Dave Lof of the Division.
We find however, on this date of Thursday May 17, 1984, that we
will be unable to complete N84-4-8-8, #3 of 8 by the specified
deadline of May 18, 1984.

Although the mine personnel responsible for correcting this
problem have been working on the remedial action for abatement,
our production schedule for this week did not allow for sufficient
man hours to be dedicated to the problem to ensure completion by
May 18, 1984. Hence, we request that the abatement deadline for
this violation be extended to Friday May 25, 1984.

Thank you for your help with this matter.

Sincerely,

Jean Semborski

pc: E. Gardiner Engineer

o
i &, 2N
)

KING CoAl

Quotations subject to immediate scceptence. Coal will be soid and invoiced &t price in effect on date of shipment, at mine weights f. 0. b. cars st place of shipment, uniess otherwise specifically agread in writing.
Agreements are contingent upon causes of delay beyond our control, including strikes. accidents. riots, acts of God, tire, flood, insbitity to secure cars or transportation.




k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Scott M. Matheson, Governor

v NATURAL RESOURCES Temple A. Reynoids, Executive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director
4241 State Office Building « Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771
May 14, 1984

(B 52778616)
EXPRESS MATL

Ms. Jean Semborski
U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Notice of Violation N84-4-8-8
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Jean:

1 am sorry I was not able to get back to you sooner following my May 1
inspection, but I have had a lot of research to do and several other pressing
issues to resolve. Enclosed you will find Notice of Violation N84-4-8-8. I
tried to telephone you several times Friday, May 11, 1984 in order to discuss
these violaticns with you, but evidently you were out of the office. You will
note that six of the violations have abatement deadlines of May 25, 1984; I am
going to extend the deadlines for these violations to May 29, 1984 in order to
give you a full two weeks to address them. -

I am going to be attending a hydrology and sedimentology short course the
week of May 14-18 and, therefore, it will be difficult to get a hold of me if
you have any questions. If you have any questions, please call the Division
and leave a message for me to call, I will be checking into the office daily
and will return your phone call as soon as possible.

An extension of the time for abatement for any of these violations (other
than the extension to May 29, 1984) will only be granted upon receipt of a
written request for extension prior to the abatement deadline. Said extension
request must be substantiated.

Sincerely,

.

ing Field Specialist
DL/btb ,
Enclosures
cc: Jodie Merrimen, OSM
Joe Belfrich, DOGM
88350

an equal opportunity employer « please recycte paper
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DOGM/NOV-1 7544)?73 7
STATE OF UTAH

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF OIL, GAS & MINING

1588 West North Temple
Sait Lake City, Utah 84116
Telephone: (801) 533-5771

NOTICE OF VIOLATION NO.N £/~ </=/T - A

From the STATE OF UTAH
To the Following Permittee or Operator:

NAME U .§;1§:<gci C‘o :

MINE M@L&@L_i 0 SURFACE  &/UNDERGROUND COOTHER

CATEGORY OF OWNERSHIP: O STATE O FEDERAL , ; O FEE ®MIXED

OSM MINE NO. STA PERMIT o ﬁc“ /’OMIOI | MSHA L.D. NO.

COUNTY AND STATE _C_. C\fbou Cunly, . TELEPHONE

MAILING ADDRESS: __\,S: Fuel Co, 'H Klu.c{“\ﬂ L4 /48N

DATE OF INSPECTION sh ,19 R4 _

TIME OF INSPECTION: FROM [0/ 30 B a.m. to 430 O am.
0O p.m. to X p.m.

NAME OF OPERATOR (if other than permittee)
MAILING ADDRESS:

Under the authority of the Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act of 1979 (Sec. 40-10-1 et seq., Utah
Code Annotated, 1953), the undersigned authorized representative of the Director and the Division of Oil,
Gas & Mining has conducted an inspection of the above mine on the above date and has found violation(s)
of the Act, the regulations or required permit condition(s) listed in the attachment(s). This Notice consti-
tutes a separate Notice of Violation for each violation listed.

You must abate each of these violations within the designated abatement time. You are responsible
for doing all work in a safe and workmanlike manner.

The undersigned representative finds that cessation of mining is [J is not ¥ expressly or in
practical effect required by this Notice. For this purpose “Mining” means extracting coal from the earth or
a waste pile and transporting it within or from the minesite.

This Notice shall remain in effect until it expires as provided on the reverse or is modified, terminated
or vacated by written notice of an authorized representative of the Director of the Division of Oil, Gas &
Mining. The time for abatement may be extended by the authorized representative for good cause, if a
request is made within a reasonable time before the end of the abatement pefjod.

Date of Service /yﬂ 7 /i /95 A/
/ SIGNATURE OF AU
Time of Service /.00 %a m. ; ) AViD /0F ' J/“//

NAME AND 1. D. NO.

r

Person Servied with Notice :’mu _ﬂmﬁ,«//

PRINT NAME AND TITLE

Signature __ “1SHED  rreaps 22//_20& PFFreE

IMPORTANT — PLEASE READ REVERSE OF THIS PAGE




DEPARTMENT € 'ATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF O'  “AS. AND MINING 56 64 16
1588 WEST NC H TEMPLE - SALT LAKE CITY. UTAH 84Y. (801 533-5771

7%
3 4
weutrsy,

N \/

STATE OF UTAH

Notice of Violation No. Ngj "“/’ g -5
Violation No. / of 5

Nature of the Violation

# e, 25 w7 Rl R PBUED a) AN AT

Provision(s) of the Regulations, Act, or Permit Violated

UCH H)-10-22 (1) ()
w7714

Portion of the Operation to which Notice Applies

Remedial Action Required (including interim steps, if any)

Time for Abatement (including time for interim steps, if any)

plapsimritpl. 1y /95 ar & tlpm

DL

7
LN T



DEPARTMENT C 'ATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF O’ ‘AS. AND MINING 56 64 16
1588 WEST NC  H TEMPLE - SALT LAKE CITY. UTAH 841.  (801) 533-5771

STATE OF UTAH

Notice of Violation No. N 3‘5/“ 4‘/8 ’5
Violation No. C>? of 5

Nature .of the Violation

Provision(s) of the Regulations, Act, or Permit Violated

LA 10— DGSD :
LA =16 - 22 (1) () ’
U BT /T

L7C Y7 42 GO

Portion ofAthe Operation to which Notice Applies
7 4 z~ e, » - /5D+00
70 Srapad /A3+00  (see Fxuinr X”"‘:’?B,‘M:bp.zﬁn Have Boan')  aup .7 A3 RTED

_ BoAD sipE Difeid

Remedial Action Required (including interim steps, if any)

Mm_am\mv{ PeANS 1D THE' izms.g;g SR THE INSTAL AT S

Time for Abatement (including time for interim steps, if anyi

Sy 55 (284 A7 8 g.r7.

-~ F)f) =

~ fL ‘»J



DEPARTMENT C 'ATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF O' ‘AS, AND MINING 56 64 16
1588 WEST NC  H TEMPLE - SALT LAKE CITY. UTAH 84%.  (801) 533-5771

STATE OF UTAH

Notice of Violation No. N /?‘/" //“{5’ ‘5
Violation No. 3 of 5

Nature of the Violation

£an

72

Proviéion(s) of the Regulations, Act, or Permit Violated

UL -10-22 () ()
UMe 727/./9

LMe 7 42ad)
Ui 527945~

Portion of the Operation to which Notice Applies

A_gg )\/aP’// — Lasr 5/05_4/: e~ RUAMD TEACKS 19000 T Tl NOH 00 0 s

waz&w 4@?27 AzM/é 77/! ,64/4,@@
Time for Abatement (including time for interim steps, if any)

A. /’%4;«/(?/%/

B. ﬁﬁz 4@’ /58




DEPARTMENT C  ATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF O' AS. AND MINING " 5664 16
1588 WEST NC A TEMPLE - SALT LAKE CITY. UTAH 841,  (801) 533-5771

STATE OF UTAH

Notice of Violation No. Nﬁ‘f/" //“8 - g
Violation No. A/ of 5

Nature of the Violation

Mzwmmww/m

Fanuee 10 ARE AND _STORE” AN -COU 4IATTE tai A DET:GNATZRD 1 VRTIIN 2L TUe LRrer/T”

.Provision(s) of the Regulations, Act, or Permit Violated

LA +0-22 (1) (<)
LI 870/ /5

U0 B 75T )
UMIC B 7. #2a)0)

Portion of the Operation to which Notice Applies

JHl XIS PIRGAZINE 4G 0D AR 245 TUCRED R

Remedial Action Required (including interim steps, if any)

ﬂW/WA

Time for Abatement (inciuding time for interim steps, if any)

gy 25T/ ar 400 e

®s



DEPARTMENT C  'ATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF O’ '‘AS. AND MINING 56 64 16
1588 WEST NC  H TEMPLE - SALT LAKE CITY. UTAH 841, (801) 533-5771

STATE OF UTAH

Notice of Violation No. NG ~ 945 - &
Violation No. {’ __of zg

Nature of the Violation

www e TH AN RPPEIVED s rmmt Ssmoirs

_ Provision(s) of the Regulations, Act, or Permit Violated

UCA 0~0-22 () (<)
209¢ 770 /%
U B17.9E &)

Portion of the Operation to which Notice Applies

= : SR DEY)cE”

Remedial Action Required (including interim steps, if any)

A . \
17.':37. /74 3 wrku&'_cmﬂzﬂ%mm g 7w 3" STEEL PIPE AS OER
V7 : ”n

(XS

s TURE = T I -3 ENTITLED _ TYPICAL DETAILS AND SecTions

. g : ) 5\

Time for Abatement (including time for interim steps, if any)

Ay L5 1987

ey
RIS



DEPARTMENT C ATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF O’ AS. AND MINING 56 64 16
1588 WEST NC H TEMPLE - SALT LAKE CITY. UTAH 841, (801) 533-5771

STATE OF UTAH
Notice of Violation No. N Z-/-B-2Z
Violation No. é of 5

Nature of the Violation

E N comweucrﬁmmu;,m/ VT ES C By 7704
F"q ILURE TD NI B Trons OF SEDAIANT 17 fwmﬁzml P-4 ”zawﬁ—x-' mmo.s T ﬁa,?/v(//,&w

Provision(s) o?the Regulatlons Act, or Permit Violated

WA A0-20-28(2)00)0 )
U L7 G2 a)D)
UL 17 45~
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April 9, 1984

Inspection Memo
to Coal File:

RE: U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

On January 6, 1984, the above-mentioned minesite was visited by Division
Inspector David Lof. The purpose of the visit was to conduct a partial
inspection. He was accompanied on the inspection by Bob Eccli of U. S. Fuel

Company .

During an inspection of the South Fork Mine yard, I found no apparent
problems; however, there was a concern regarding snow removal. During their
snow removal activities, the operator had come very close to dumping some snow
over the berm and down the slope into the undisturbed channel below. I told
Mr. Eccli to speak with the surface foreman for the area and warn him to keep
snow from the disturbed area away from the berm protecting the undisturbed
channel. The only activities taking place in the South Fork Mine yard
appeared to be some snow removal and maintenance .

Middle Fork Mine yard appeared to be in good condition. Mr. Fccli and I
checked the cross culvert under the road to the mine pad to make sure that
runoff from the mine pad was being properly conveyed into the diversion to the
sediment pond. All disturbed area runoff in the loadout and sediment area
appeared to be properly controlled. Mr. Eccli was reminded of the importance
of maintaining the diversions in this particular area.

The truck yard area near the junction of the Middle Fork and South Fork
roads was in good condition as was the sediment basin across the road from the
truck yard.

The coal waste material being disposed of on the north side of the Slurry
Pond #4 embankment had recently been graded. Mr. Eccli indicated that the
grading takes place as often as is needed to maintain a 24-inch compacted lift.

The operator is still reclaiming slurry from Slurry Pond #5. According to
Mr. Eccli, they are close to finishing the project. At the time of my
inspection, trucks were lined up along the road to Mohrland waiting to be
loaded by a front-end loader. The trucks, owned by Savage Brothers, were
contracted by Co-op Mining Company to haul the slurry fines to Mohrland. The
contractor who is contracted to reclaim the slurry pond is H. E. Lowdermilk.
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At the time of the inspection, I had the operator use a road grader to
better direct the runoff from the Mohrland Road, in the area of Slurry Pond #5,
into Slurry Pond #5's south sediment pond.

We inspected the construction of the new Slurry Pond #5 refuse berm. It
appears that it is being constructed according to the regulations and their
approved plan.

We observed runoff flowing down the north side of State Highway 122 from
the railroad track vicinity and bypassing the cross culvert to the Slurry Pond
# 5a. The runoff was then sheeting across the road below the cross culvert.
The runoff was continuing down the road on the south side and off the permit
area. The runoff was coming from the coal storage area on the east side of,
and adjacent to, the railroad tracks. It was bypassing the cross culvert
because of a build-up of snow and ice in the roadside ditch which normally
would have conveyed it into the slurry pond. On the following Monday, January
9th, I called Mr. Eccli and he informed me that they had already had the road
grader rework the roadside ditch cleaning out the snow and ice so that the
zunoff on the north side of the highway would go into the cross culvert and be

conveyed into Slurry Pond # 5a.
L

David Lof
Field Specialist

DL/btb
cc: Jodie Merriman, OSM
Jean Semborksi, U. S. Fuel Company

J. Belfrich, DOGM
S. Linner, DOGM

Statistics:

See Starpoint Mines memo dated April 9, 1984
83410



Inspection Memo
to Coal File:

April 23, 1984

RE: U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder #7
Carbon County, Utsh

On March 29, 1984 a partial inspection was conducted at the above

mentioned mine site.

of U. S. Fuel Company.

I reviewed the

I was accompanied on this inspection by Jean Semborski,

operator's sediment pond inspection reports from February

9, 1984 through March 23, 1984. The following information was given in the

inspection reports:

February 9, 1984

February 16, 1984

March 2, 1984
March 9, 1984

March 16, 1984
March 23, 1984

Flow from Slurry Pond #5A was flowing into
North Sediment Pond #5A, water level was
fairly constant. All other sediment ponds
were (K.

Diversion cut to Slurry Pond #5, water level
in North Sediment Pond #5 was dropping. All
other sediment ponds were OK.

All sediment ponds (K.

The standpipe for the decant system of North
Sediment Pond #5 had been replaced. All other
sediment ponds were OK.

All ponds CK.

All ponds OK.

Slurry Pond inspection reports were reviewed for the period from February
9, 1984 through March 23, 1984 the following information was given in these

reports:
February 9, 1984

Slurry Pond #5A had 3.5 feet of freeboard,
minor seepage was occurring from the northeast
toe of the embankment, the water was clear,
seepage was from dispersed points. Slurry
Pond it4, had 8 feet of freeboard. Water
flowing from Slurry Pond #4 to Slurry Pond #5A
was clear.
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February 16, 1984 Diversion was cut to Slurry Pond #5 on
February 13, 1984. The water level in Slurry
Pond #5A was decreasing and seepage had
stopped. There was no change in Slurry Pond
#4. Slurry Pond #1 is inactive.
February 23, 1984 Water level in Slurry Pond {5 was increasing.
Slurry Pond #5A water level was decreasing.
All other slurry ponds unchanged.
March 2, 1984 Unchanged.
March 9, 1984 There is no water in Slurry Pond #5A. All
other slurry ponds unchanged.
March 16, 1984 There is 4.8 feet of freeboard in Slurry Pond
#4, all other slurry ponds unchanged.
March 23, 1984 Water level in Slurry Pond #5 is still
increasing. All other slurry ponds
unchanged.

The northern diversion into Sediment Pond 5 North was bone dry as was the
sediment pond. The emergency discharge channel appeared to be adequately
sized. In looking at the height of the decant standpipe for the sediment
pond, there was some question as to whether or not it would meet the State
Health requirement of being three feet above the sediment storage level. Ms.
Semborski was not sure whether or not this requirement needed to be met for
this sediment pond.

The topsoil stockpile associated with the Slurry Pond #5 berm modification
appeared to be stable. The ditch surrounding the stockpile appeared to be in
good shape. Ms. Semborski said that the stockpile had been seeded and the
seed raked in last fall. In addition she indicated that oats and western
wheatgrass had been incorporated into the seed mixture to act as a nurse
crop. At the time of the inspection there were no signs of germination on the
topsoil stockpile.

The construction of the Slurry Pond #5 berm appeared to be coming along
quite well. The berm was being constructed in two foot lifts and the operator
had started grading the outside slopes to bring them to their proper grade.
The disturbed area runoff diversion in this area was well maintained.

There was very little water standing in Slurry Pond #5A and there was no
seepage from the toe of the embankment.

Culvert #1 which conveys slurry water and disturbed area runoff from the
preparation plant area to Slurry Pond #5 is a 24 inch culvert. The outlet end
of the culvert was severely damaged, apparently the damage occurred when the
operator cut the new diversion to Slurry Pond #5. I asked Ms. Semborski to
have the outlet repaired immediately.
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Culvert #2 in the Hiawatha preparation plant/train yard area comveys
undisturbed runoff from the small water shed above the extreme south end of
the town of Hiawatha and disturbed area runoff from the train yard, under the
railroad tracks to Culvert #1. The disturbed area runoff from the train yard
enters the culvert via a drop inlet on the north side of the road which runs
along the north side of the railroad tracks from the preparation plant to
State Highway 122. The undisturbed runoff enters the culvert's extreme
western end. At the time of my inspection there was no trash rack at the
inlet to the culvert and there was no runoff in the chamnel. However, I could
hear water flowing inside the culvert, closer inspection found that a 5 to 6
inch ceramic pipe was comnected into the side of the culvert approximately 3
to 4 feet inside of the culvert. Water was flowing from the ceramic pipe at
about 5 gallons per minute. The water smelled like raw seewage. A sample was
taken of the water and taken to State Health Laboratories for analysis. I am
presently awaiting the receipt of the water analysis from State Health and
upon receiving them I will contact Steve McNeal of the Utah Bureau of Water
Pollution if necessary.

The culvert which diverts undisturbed runoff under the King #6 Mine yard
sediment pond is a 36 inch culvert. The culvert has a concrete headwall which
extends approximately 4 feet above the top of the 36 inch culvert, and
concrete wingwalls. The trash rack for the culvert consists of 4 foot roof

bolts.
e %’///;?7%%%%
~~ David Lof
Mining Field Specialist
DL:re

cc: Jodie Merriman, OSM
Jean Semborski, US Fuel Company
Joe Helfrich, DOGM
Sue Linner, DOGM

Statistics: See Consolidation Coal memo dated April 23, 1984
85310-2



April 9, 1984

Inspection Memo

to Coal File:
RE: U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah
DATE: December 7 and 8, 1983
TIME: 11:30 a.m. - 3:50 p.m.; 9:30 - 11:15 a.m., respectively
WEATHER: Cold and Partly Cloudy, Snow Depth Greater than One Foot

in Much of the Area

COMPANY OFFICIALS: Jean Semborski and Marv Adams

STATE OFFICIAL: David Lof
ENFORCEMENT ACTION: None

Compliance with Permanent Performance Standards

WC 771 et al Permits

The following permits and approvals were reviewed at the operator's mine

office.
1.

A letter from the Division dated May 11, 1978 granting interim
approval of the operator's mine permit based on their USGS 211 mine
plan.

An April 18, 1983 letter from the Division approving the modification
of Slurry Pond #1l. Because of concerns that were raised regarding
topsoil on the southwest embankment of the slurry pond, a May 10,
1983 letter was sent by the Division to the operator. The letter
stated that all topsoil on the west slope (east facing slope) must be
removed and that prior to the removal of the materials, plans have to
be submitted to the Division for approval. U. S. Fuel Company
responded to the Division in a letter dated June 7, 1983 stating that
they had chosen to leave Slurry Pond #1 inactive and that they would
instead reactivate Slurry Pond #5.

Reactivation of Slurry Pond #5 required the operator to construct a
berm along the outside of the slurry pond embankment. A September 9,
1983 letter of approval from the Division approved the slurry pond
expansion project. Attached to this approval were two conditions.
One regarding topsoil removal and the other regarding diversion
sizing. Both of the conditions attached to the approval have been
met.
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UMC 817.11 Signs and Markers

Since my last complete inspection, the operator had moved the mine
identification sign which had been located near the tipple down to a point
where Utah State Highway 122 intercepts the permit area boundary just east of
Slurry Pond #4. The operator has another mine identification sign posted
along the road to Mohrland.

UMC 817.41-.52 Hydrologic Balance

I informed Ms. Semborski of UMC 817.46(t) which requires that the operator
conduct weekly inspections of their sediment ponds in accordance with 30 CFR
77.216-3. T told Ms. Semborski that I would be looking for their sediment
pond inspection log during my next monthly inspection.

I asked Ms. Semborski to provide me with the sedimentation ponds
certifications as required by UMC 817.46(r). She was not able to locate them
therefore, I asked her to have them available for me during my next inspection.

UMC 817.52 Surface and Ground Water Monitoring

The operator currently holds NPDES permit #UT-0023094 which expires on
June 30, 1987. As part of the requirements for abatement of Notice of
Violation N83-4-9-2, #2 of 2, the operator sent an August 30, 1983 letter to
EPA and State Health informing them of the emergency discharge point for the
mine water diversion pipe from Mohrland. In addition, the letter requested
guidance from them in regards to any permitting of the discharge point which
may be necessary (i.e., NPDES permits). 'The FPA responded in a letter dated
October 26, 1983, which stated that the discharge point should be included in
their NPDES permit. On November 2, 1983, U. S. Fuel submitted to the EPA a
revised area map showing the new outfall point number 012. On November 15,
1983, the EPA responded to U. S. Fuel's latest submission authorizing
discharge from outfall 012 subject to the effluent limitations in Part I.A. of
their permit. In addition, the response stated that the operator was not
required to monitor the outfall since the same water is monitored at two other
points.

The operator's third quarter water monitoring data for the NPDES permit
indicated there were no problems meeting the effluent limitations. Surface
and ground water monitoring data were available through October of 1983.
Again, there were no apparent problems.

WMC 817.91-.93 Coal Processing Waste: Dams and Fmbankments

The most recent slurry pond inspection reports the operator had available,
were for November 4, 1983. These reports indicated that Slurry Pond #1 was
inactive, Slurry Pond #4 was active with approximately two feet of
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freeboard and Slurry Pond #5 was inactive, but they had started to build the
berm for Slurry Pond #5 the week of October 3lst. I asked Ms. Semborski why
there were no inspection reports since November 4, 1983, she told me that they
had conducted inspections, but had not written a report because there had been
no change in the condition of the slurry ponds. I informed her that she had
to have written reports for each weekly inspection of the slurry ponds.

The operator was disposing of some coal processing waste from their
preparation plant on the north side of the #4 slurry pond embankment in old
Slurry Pond 5;2. According to Ms. Semborski, materials being disposed of here
are an extension of the Slurry Pond #4 embankment and that the extension was
approved by MSHA. Also according to Ms. Semborski, materials are being spread
and compacted in lifts of no more than 24 inches in depth.

The Slurry Pond #4 embankment appeared to be all right. The operator had
breached the berm on the west side in order to divert slurry into the slurry
distribution diversion which will convey it to Slurry Pond #5a. Most of the
suspended solids in the slurry had dropped out in Slurry Pond #4 so that the
water going to Slurry Pond #5a was fairly clear. The reason for passing the
water through Slurry Pond #4 and then diverting in to Slurry Pond #5a was to
try and use as much of the capacity of Slurry Pond #4 as possible.

The embankments for Slurry Ponds 5 and 5A appeared to be all right. The
operator is currently constructing a berm on the south and east side of slurry
pond 5 to better stablize the slurry pond embankment. At the time of my
inspection, a road grader was clearing snow from the refuse berm construction
area in order to keep frozen materials from being incorporated into the berm.
The operator is still working on the reclamation of slurry fines from Slurry
Pond #5. The amount of freeboard in Slurry Pond #5a at the time of my
inspection was greater than three feet.

UMC 817.121-.126 Subsidence Control

The operator has an agreement with the U. S. Forest Service (USFS) to have
aerial photographs taken of the permit area for the purpose of subsidence
monitoring. 'This agreement was entered upon on August 28, 198l. According to
the operator the USFS has the data which has been gleaned from the aerial

photographs taken so far. -—T\
David Lof
Field Specialist

IL/btb
cc: Jodie Merriman, OSM
Jean Semborski, U. S. Fuel Company
J. Helfrich, DOGM
S. Linner, DOGM
Statistics:
See Starpoint Mine memo dated April 5, 1984
83380



April 9, 1984

Inspection Memo
to Coal File:

RE: U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

On February 8, 1984, the above-mentioned minesite was visited by Division
Inspector David Lof. The purpose of the visit was to conduct a partial
inspection. He was accompanied on the inspection by Jean Semborski of U. S.

Fuel Company.

Cn January 25, 1984, the operator was sent a letter from the Division
granting conditional approval of the Middle Fork ventilation breakout. There
were four stipulations attached to the conditional approval. In a January 27,
1984 letter to the Division, the operator accepted the conditions of the four
stipulations attached to the approval. As of the time of this inspection, the
operator had not broken-out and Ms. Semborski informed me that they were going
to have to install steel sets in the breakout; therefore, it was going to take
them more time to actually breakout the portal.

The operator had weekly inspection reports for their sediment ponds
available from December 14, 1983 through February 1, 1984, The following
conditions were reported in the weekly inspection reports: December 14,
1983--all sediment ponds in good condition; December 20, 1983--all sediment
ponds in good condition; January 9, 1984, the inspection indicated water
seeping from the northeast toe of Slurry Pond #5A and flowing into the north
sediment pond for Slurry Pond #5. Water depth in the sediment pond was given
as one foot flow the inlet to the decant; January 19, 1984--seepage from
Slurry Pond #5A to the north sediment pond for Slurry Pond #5 was continuing.
The freeboard in the sediment pond was approxiately 2.5 feet. All other ponds
were O.K.; January 26, 1984--seepage was continuing from Slurry Pond #5A into
the north sediment pond for Slurry Pond #5, freeboard was greater than five
feet. All other sediment ponds were 0.K.; February 1, 1984--water was still
seeping from Slurry Pond #5A into the north sediment pond. The water level in
the sediment pond was maintaining a fairly constant level, the existing
embankment freeboard was approximately two feet. All other sediment ponds
were O.K.

At the time of my inspection, I estimated the seepage from the northeast
toe of the Slurry Pond #5A embankment at approximately 250 gpm. According to
Ms. Semborski, the flow rate varies with the operational status of the
preparation plant. However, if this was a continuous flow, it would equate to
.57 cfs or 1.12 ac-ft/day. Because of the seepage from the slurry pond,
several problems became evident: (1) the sediment pond was designed to handle
disturbed area runoff for approximately 12.1 acres. It was not designed to
handle the additional inflow of the seepage from the slurry pond; (2) because
of the amount of water from the slurry pond which was accumulating, it was
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questionable whether, or not, the sediment pond could store the runoff from a
10-year, 24-hour event; (3) because of the additional inflow into the sediment
pond, it was questionable whether, or not, the emergency spillway for the
25-year, 6-hour event would meet the one foot freeboard requirement if a
25-year, 6-hour event occurred. Because of these concerns, Notice of
Violation N84-4-5-3, #1 of 3 was issued. It reads as follows:

Nature of the Violation:

Failure to mine in accordance with an approved interim permit.
Provisions of the Regulations, Act or Permit Violated:

wC 771.13(b) (3)
wC 771.19

Portion of the Operation to Which Notice Applies:

Slurry Pond #5's north sediment pond.
Remedial Action Required:

A. Stop the discharge of all waters into Slurry Pond #5A.

B. Submit plans to the Division for approval of the reconstruction of
the Slurry Pond #5A embankment which detail how seepage from
embankment will be stopped or submit plans to the Division for
approval to discharge water from Slurry Pond #5A into Slurry Pond
#5's north sediment pond.

Time for Abatement:

A. TImmediately.
B. Plans due by 5:00 p.m., March 2, 1984.

The violation was issued on February 15, 1984. Plans for abatement of the
NOV were received by the Division on March 5, 1984. On that same day, plans
were given to Special Permits Supervisor, D. Wayne Hedberg.

I reviewed the coal waste impoundment inspection reports from December
23, 1983 through February 1, 1984. Slurry Pond % was indicated as being
inactive throughout this entire period. Slurry Pond #4 was active with an
eight-foot freeboard being maintained throughout the period. In addition,
clear water was flowing into the slurry distribution ditch to Slurry Pond
#5A. The December 23, 1983 report was the first report to mention seepage
from the northeast toe of Slurry Pond #5A embankment. The inspection report
indicated a seepage of approximately 6 gpm. The water flowing from the seep
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area was clear and the area involved was approximately 50 feet by 5 feet.
According to the reports, there was no apparent change in the flow rate from
the seepage, or in the quality of the water. The reports also indicated
throughout this entire period that the freeboard for Slurry Pond #5A was
approximately 3.5 feet.

Through further inspection and review of the operator's Mining and
Reclemation Plan (MRP), I found that the operator was using Slurry Pond #5A to
contain slurry from their preparation plant and as a sediment control
structure for an area in excess of 146 acres, of both disturbed and
undisturbed land. If a 10-year, 24-hour precipitation event occurred there
would be enough storage volume in the slurry pond to contain the event, given
that there is 3.5 feet of freeboard in the slurry pond. However, because of
the amount of runoff stored in the slurry pond, there would be less than one
foot of freeboard left. According to UMC 817.93(a) (1) a design freeboard of
not less than three feet is supposed to be maintained for all coal processing
waste emkbankments.

I discussed the potential problems which could occur if the operator had
less than one foot of freeboard with Division Engineer's Shannon Storrud and
Randy Harden. They indicated to me that because of the lack of adequate
freeboard, there would be a concern that wave action could erode the top of
the embankment or overtop the embankment leading to massive erosion and
failure of the embankment. In addition, if there was that much water being
impounded, there would be a substantial effect on the phreatic surface within
the embankment. The phreatic surface is directly related to the stability of
the embankment. A change in phreatic surface could possibly drop the safety
factor of the embankment to below the minimum safety factor of 1.5 which is
required by UMC 817.93(a)(2). If a storm greater than the 10-year, 24-hour
event occurred, the slurry pond could not hold the runoff. In addition, there
is no emergency spillway designed and built into the structure. Because of
the above-mentioned problems, Notice of Violation N84-4-5-3, #2 of 3, was
issued. It reads as follows:

Nature of the Violation:

Failure to operate in accordance with an approved interim permit.

Provisions of the Regulations, Act or Permit Violated:

MC 771.13(b) (3)
e 771.19

Portion of the Operation to Which Notice Applies:

Slurry Pond #5A.
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Remedial Action Required:

Redir;ct the disturbed area runoff from the Hiawatha yard area to Slurry
Pond 5.

Time for Abatement:

Immediately.

The violation was issued on February 15, 1984. The operator was informed
of the impending Notice of Violation and the remedial action required during
my inspection on February 10, 1984. On February 15, 1984, the operator called
to inform me that the runoff had been redirected to Slurry Pondo};S on February
13, 1984. This was verified by an on-site inspection by Ken Wyatt on February
15, 1984. 'Therefore, the violation was terminated on March 12, 1984,
effective February 13, 1984.

While writing the Inspector's Statement for the Notice of Violation, I
found that the operator was not actually failing to operate in accordance with
an approved interim permit, but rather they had failed to design and maintain
a freeboard of not less than three feet for a coal processing waste
embankment. Therefore, on March 12, 1984, the '"'Nature of the Violation' and
the 'Provisions of the Regulations, Act or Permit Violated" for NOV N84-4-5-3,
#2 of 3 was modified to read as follows:

Nature of the Violation:

Failure to design and maintain a coal processing waste embankment to
insure a design freeboard of not less than three feet.

Provisions of the Regulations, Act or Permit Violated:
MC 817.93(a) (1)

During a complete inspection conducted on September 8, 1983, I told the
operator to have the sediment ponds' certifications available during my next
inspection. These certifications were not asked for until December 7, 1983,
at which time the operator did not have them. I did not ask again for the
certifications until this inspection. When I asked Ms. Semborski to see
certifications by a Registered Professional Engineer for all of their sediment
ponds, she showed me a document on U. S. Fuel letterhead stating that the
ponds 'had been constructed to meet design requirements.'" The letter was
signed and stamped by Arther D. Wise, Registered Land Surveyor, State of Utah,
#4683. Obviously, a Registered Land Surveyor is not the same as a Registered
Professional Engineer and I sincerely doubt that Mr. Wise was on-site during
the construction of the ponds to insure proper embankment construction.
Therefore, I issued Notice of Violation N84-4-5-3, #3 of 3. It reads as
follows:
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Nature of the Violation:

Failure to have sediment ponds certified after construction by a
Registered Professional Engineer.

Provisions of the Regulations, Act or Permit Violated:
MC 817.46(x)

Portion of the Operation to Which Notice Applies:

All sediment ponds.
Remedial Action Required:

Have all of the sediment ponds certified by a Registered Professional
%gineer in accordance with UMC 817.46(r) and submit the certifications to
e Division.

Time for Abatement:

March 2, 1984.

The violation was issued on February 15, 1984. Certification of the
sediment ponds was submitted to the Division on March 5, 1984. The sediment
ponds were certified by Charles Jahne, Registered Professional Engineer, State
of Utah. The violation was terminated on March 12, 1984, effective March 5,
1984.

I asked Ms. Semborski for certification of the slurry ponds by a
Registered Professional Engineer and she showed me a report submitted to MSHA
in 1983 stamped by Charles Jahne, Registered Professional Fngineer, State of
Utah, certifying that the slurry ponds were in compliance with their approved
design and the regulations. ’Q

David Lof
Field Specialist

DL/btb

cc: Jodie Merriman, OSM
Jean Semborksi, U. S. Fuel Company
J. Helfrich, DOGM
S. Linner, DOGM

Statistics:

See Trail Mountain Mine memo dated April 5, 1984
83430



’: k Nk OF.UTAH . | : | - ’ . Scott M. Mofhe;c;n é;vérnor
. V) NATURAL RESOURCES ‘ : Temple A. Reynolds, Execuitive Director
R Oll, Gas & Mining - Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

4241 State Cffice Building + Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

April 6, 1984

Mr. Robert Eccli
Senior Mining Fngineer
U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Abatement Plans for NOV
N84-4-5-3, #1 of 3
Slurry Pond #5A Embankment
Discharge
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Mr. Fceli:

The Division has reviewed U. S. Fuel Company's latest abatement plan
(received March 5, 1984) to address NOV N84-4-5-3, #1 of 3 issued February 15,
1984 by Inspector David Lof.

The plans cannot be approved at this time due to several deficiencies.

The proposal to utilize the sediment storage volume of Sediment Pond 5
North to contain excess seepage from Slurry Pond # 5A is not consistent with
WC 817.46(b) which requires a sediment storage volume be provided in the
design of all ponds. Before the Division can consider the viability of this
proposal, certain information must be provided.

1. The operator must provide the supporting average seepage volume
calculations for Slurry Pond # 5A and the sediment volume
calculations for Sediment Pond 5 North. This information will allow
the Division to determine if the seepage can be adequately contained
within the sediment pond as proposed in addition to the design storm
runoff volume.

2. To vhat depth can slurry fines be deposited in the slurry pond before
seepage occurs? The operator states that slurry will not be allowed
to exceed this depth in the impoundment. This depth must be
indicated through installation of a marker(s) indicating the critical
depth which slurry must not exceed, if this proposal is approved.

3. VWhen was the stability analysis performed on the slurry impoundment
embankment? The latest response mentions that the stability analysis
takes into account pore water pressure and seepage through
embankments. Did the analysis take into account conditions similar
to those encountered at the time of the recent field inspection?

an equal opportunity employer - please recycle paper




" ~Mr. Robert Eccli
- ACT/007/011
April 6, 1984
Page 2

Rough field measurements by the issuing DOGM inspector of flow into -
the sediment pond indicated a seepage from the slurry pond of

approximately 250 gallons per minute. Assuming that this estimate is o

somewhat reflective of actual conditions, this would hardly be
considered seepage.

The Division understands that the Coal Mine Safety and Health
Administration (MSHA) has ultimate regulatory authority for those
embankments which meet the criteria of 30 CFR 77.216 and consequently
have solicited their advise and input in this issue. Mr. Jensen
Bishop of the Price MSHA office was contacted on March 23, 1984 to
discuss the problem. He committed to looking into the matter and
notifing the Division as to the measures their office will implement,
if determined necessary.

4. As an alternative, if the operator demonstrates that the embankment
will remain stable and the seepage discharging through the slurry
pond embankment will meet all applicable water quality effluent
limitations, then the Division would consider approving a controlled
discharge of seepage. This could involve diverting the seepage Tlow
through a preliminary settling basin, rather than Sediment Pond 5
North, to minimize off-site sediment losses. However, this type of
proposal would possibly require a change in the existing NPDES
discharge permit in effect for the Hiawatha Mine Complex.

Please direct any questions or comments to myself or Rick Summers of the
technical staff.

Sincerely, ,
7 7 L i o
Reclanation Hydrologist/

Special Permits Supervisor

L

DWH/btb

cc: Jodie Merriman, OSM, Albuquerque
Allen Klein, OSM, Denver
Jensen Bishop, MSHA, Price
D. Lof, DOGM
J. Belfrich, DOGM
R. Summers, DOGM
82990
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MRP REVISION/NOV TRACKING FORM

Type of proposal:
' é COAL NON-CQAL

loratio: : {orS
X Nov abatenent, MoV # §4-4-5"3 , matement deadlice 3-2-84 (bl

revision #/ ﬁi ,3 Issuing inspector WM Aoé
Title of proposal: P(&M 40 (fté@[m%q@ W@J‘ff” g‘ZUWI 3[‘/'/‘/7/7@’4& 5+ s Zé Z/o%;f( fonel
Coupany neme: [/, S. Fuel éﬂmrg Mine name: I@mm%x /)ma,l)[(’)(

File # (PRO@: 6707/ al/ Acreage (Fed/State/Fee): /_
/ Reled 3-12

As i C . Temmters drol Revi 2 sirs | Apszuese
signed reviewers: 2 s 25{1 d(]).igg:}")le ) Timea:rS) :____g:,,,r«#n/
(Engineering
(Soils)
(Geology)
DATES:

(a) INITIAL PLAN RECEIVED 3/5 (d) NOV TERMINATION

Tech review due

" " complete -
(e) BOND REVISION
(b) OPERATOR RESUBMISSION
Tech review due Amount ($)
" " complete

(c) FINAL APPROVAL
StiPulations due
' received

COMMENTS : www o céé/(/é(;cuﬁ‘(ﬂa/w@b( ééc (ay,gé(/.)(u;u,i %kjé/{dd//‘mfw
W‘/ MY A M,ﬁ waluty jé/m TlceoC i aile m,a,atc:z}pu, /1{*7‘7((.('/( UGN

NOTE (INSPECTORS): Please attach a copy of the NOV issued to the abatement
plan when received from the operator.

NOTE (REVIEWERS): Please prepare review comments in a format referencing
the appropriate regulation or statute. State the
deficiency as well as minimm requirement necessary to
demonstrate compliance (when possible). Also fill in the
mumber of hours spent in review by discipline. Return the
revision/NOV abatement to the Special Permit Supervisor
when review is complete.

wang #f: 75660



DOGM/NOV-1
STATE OF UTAH

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF OIL, GAS & MINING

1588 West North Temple
Sait Lake City, Utah 84116
Telephone: (801) 533-5771

NOTICE OF VIOLATION NON &< -4~ 53

From the STATE OF UTAH
To the Following Permittee or Operator:

NAME l/ )/ /gﬂ )C’ZZ

MINE _ s ivazed  Loonta. X = SURFACE S UNDERGROUND 00 OTHER
CATEGORY OF OWNERSHIP: 1 STATE = FEDERAL 1 FEE X MIXED
OSM MINE NO. STATE PERMIT NO. /Iﬁ,%w? il MSHA 1.D. NO.
COUNTY AND STATE _C emun (vt /i TELEPHONE
MAILING ADDRESS: .5, fviz [0 AeAuwdiwA e B+5 2T
. 7
DATE OF INSPECTION F=R. R /0 9Ly
TIME OF INSPECTION: FROM ____//'30 -« 3C p,n <= aremto L1208 2300 0, EART L S
paeto -

NAME OF OPERATOR (if other than permittee)
MAILING ADDRESS:

Under the authority of the Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act of 1979 (Sec. 40-10-1 et seq., Utah
Code Annotated, 1953), the undersigned authorized representative of the Director and the Division of Qil,
Gas & Mining has conducted an inspection of the above mine on the above date and has found violation(s)
of the Act, the reguiations or required permit condition(s) listed in the attachment(s). This Notice consti-
tutes a separate Notice of Violation for each violation listed. -

You must abate each of these violations within the designated abatement time. You are responsibie
for doing all work in a safe and workmanlike manner.

The undersigned representative finds that cessation of mining is = is not &) expressly or in
practical effect required by this Notice. For this purpose “Mining”’ means extracting coal from the earth or
a waste pile and.transporting it within or from the minesite.

This Notice shall remain in effect until it expires as provided on the reverse or is modified, terminated
or vacated by written notice of an authorized representative of the Director of the Division of Qil, Gas &
Mining. The time for abatement may be extended by the authorized representative for good cause, if a
request is made within a reasonable time before the end of the abatement period. /

Date of Service __+&a. /O /‘75‘/ RS/ e/ AR 2% = S
7 SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED BEPRESENTATIVE
Time of Service L TO T am. //4/"/7 thf
X p.m. NAME AND |. 0. NO.

P

Person Servied with Notice ) ZAN 6 SEMBCRSK
PRINT NAME AND TITLE

a— . -
Signature /. ssu&n FRun) L Vr51dd N/ CES

IMPORTANT — PLEASE READ REVERSE OF THIS PAGE
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING
1588 West North Temple - Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 - (801) 533-5771

STATE OF UTAH o
Notice of Violation No. Nﬁ % “/‘5 '3

Violation No. / of 3

Nature of the Violation

'&/A 2O 72 ANE Al ACCHPAKE. W7 AN AV ED N ZERurs RN

Provision(s) of the Regulations, Act, or Permit Violated
YAy I 03 (6D (3)
ume 77/ 9

Portion of the Operation to which Notice Applies

)

SCpees /a//,.') 5t NSy S e f

Remedial Action Required (including interim steps, if any)
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Time for Abatement (including time for interim steps, if any)
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UNITED STATES FUEL COMPAN)ﬁAROSwM

HIAWATHA, UTAH 84527

B e g s g -

February 29, 1984

Mr. James W. Smith e

Coordinator of Mined Land Development ' oM CiviSION OF .

State of Utah, Division of 0il, Gas iL, GAS & MINING
and Mining

4241 State Office Building
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

Re: Plan to discharge water
from Slurry Pond 5A to
Sediment Pond 5-North

Dear Mr. Smith:

On February 15, 1984 U.S. Fuel Company was issued a. violation
(84-4-5-3, 1 of 3) relating to water seeping from the toe of the em-
bankment of Slurry Pond No. 5A. Remedial actions required by the notice
are as follows:

a) Stop the discharge of all waters into Slurry Pond 5A.

b) Submit plans to the Division for approval of the reconstruction
of Slurry Pond 5A embankment which detail how seepage from the
embankment will be stopped.

or

Submit plans to the Division for approval to discharge waters
from Slurry Pond 5A into Slurry Pond 5's north sediment pond.

On February 13, 1984 all slurry discharge was diverted from Pond 5A
into Slurry Pond No. 5. Pond No. 5 has recently been excavated of coal
fines and will be an active storage facility for coal processing slurry
until it is once again filled with sediment.

Slurry ponds are vital to U.S. Fuel's coal processing operations. All
ponds including 5A have been geotechnically tested for stability and approved
for continued use by the Coal Mine Safety and Health Administration. The
stability analysis takes into account pore water pressure and the possi-
bility of seepage through the embankments.

Kine ToAL

Quotations subject to immediate scceptance. Cosl will be sold snd invoiced st price in effect on date of shipment, st mine weights 1. 0.b. cars st place of unless agreed in writing,
Agreemants sre contingent upon casuses of deley beyond our control, including strikes, accidents, riots, acts of God, lockouts, fire, flcod, inability to secure cars or transportation.



Mr. d‘ﬂme‘s W. SM’M: iy

+ 7 February 29, 1874

Page 2

~ In most cases, water discharged into the ponds is dissipated by
evaporation and seepage through the bottom of the ponds. On some occas--
sions, seepage does result on the surface near the outside toe. All
existing ponds are surrounded by runoff containment ditches and pro-
tected with sediment ponds. Any surface seepage that might occurr will
be contained in the sediment ponds.

Slurry Pond 5A was constructed in 1973. Sediment Pond 5-North was
built downslope to the east of Pond 5A in 1979. A1l slurry ponds and
related sediment ponds are inspected on a weekly basis. At no time since
its construction has sediment pond 5-North been observed to contain seepage
water in excess of its sediment storage volume. In so far as the sed-
iment storage volume is not occupied by sediment, U.S. Fuel would like .
to utilize this excess volume to contain seepage watem from Slurry Pond
5%

As mentioned above, slurry is no longer being discharged into Pond
5A and none is proposed to be discharged until some future date when the
existing coal fines are removed and marketed. Experience has shown that
surface seepage from the toe of 5A does not occur until slurry within the
pond reaches sufficient depth to produce the required pore pressure in
the embankment. The pond can be utilized to store slurry up to a given
depth without pwmducwnw any seepage from the toe. Another p@imt that -
should be mentioned is that when seepage does result, it flows in close
relationship to the slurry being discharged. Seeps frmm 5A have been
noted-to” cease or decrease substantially during weekends and on days when
- the processing plant is not operating. Once slurry discharge is stopped
seepage from the embankment diminishes rather quickly.

U.S. Fuel Company's plan, therefore, is to eventually recover the
coal fines in pond 5A and reactivate it to store slurry once again, at
Teast to an elevation which does not produce seepage. With the Division's
approval U.S. Fuel would like to continue to utilize it, even with seepage,
's0 long as seepage water does not exceed the depth of the sediment storage
volume of sediment pond 5-North. Since the sediment storage volume, when
not filled with sediment, is excess aapmﬁmty, it wmed seem that thms
could be approved.

Yours truly

Rt

Robert Eccli
Sr. Mﬁmimg Engineer
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;é" b STATE OF UTAH | Scott M Matheson, Go.= -
~ } NATURAL RESOURCES femple A Reynolds Executive ¢ et 7
Qil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D.. Division Dirrecrcr

4244 State Office Building - Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

April 2, 1984

Ms. Jean Semborski, Engineer
United States Fuel Company
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Pond Certification -
NOV N84-4-5-3, i3 of 3
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, #4 & #7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Jean:

The Division has received U. S. Fuel Company's March 5, 1984 abatement
plan for Notice of Violation N84-4-5-3 issued February 15, 1984. The plan
contains an inspection and certification statement from Charles J. Jahne
(registered professional engineer) that all ponds at the U. S. Fuel Company
property at Hiawatha, Utah, have been constructed according to the approved
design plans.

The abatement plans are adequate to satisfy the technical requirements of
NOV N84-4-5-3, #3 of 3.

Should you have any questions, please call or direct further
correspondence to me.

Sincerely, /

L/ Joseph C. Helfr'
Field Supervisor

JCH/DWH:btb

cc: Allen Klein, OSM, Denver
Jodie Merriman, OSM, Albuquerque
D. Wayne Hedberg, DOGM
D. Lof, DOGM '
J. Smith, DOGM
81960

Z0oe s, soporturdty empis  ern s piease reCyCie Corer



<~ ‘;5&-" STATE OF UTAH Scott M. Matheson, Governzr
M‘d«; NATURAL RESOURCES Tempie A. Reynolds, Execulive Linec s
<~ Oil, Gas & Mining Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

4241 State Office Building - Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

April 2, 1984 g7 /e /Ol
# 7/

Ms. Jean Semborski, Engineer /X
United States Fuel Company
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Pond Certification -
NOV N84-4-5-3, #3 of 3
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, #4 & #7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Jean:

The Division has received U. S. Fuel Company's March 5, 1984 abatement
plan for Notice of Violation N84-4-5-3 issued February 15, 1984. The plan
contains an inspection and certification statement from Charles J. Jahne
(registered professional engineer) that all ponds at the U. S. Fuel Comparny
property at Hiawatha, Utsh, have been constructed according to the approved
design plans.

The abatement plans are adequate to satisfy the technical requirements of
NOV N84-4-5-3, #3 of 3.

Should you have any questions, please call or direct further
correspondence to me.

Sincerely, /.

- <7 7, L
o Tl LT
/ Joseph C. Helfri

Field Supervisor

JCH/DWH:btb

cc: Allen Klein, OSM, Denver
Jodie Merriman, OSM, Albuquerque
D. Wayne Hedberg, DOGM
D. Lof, DOGM
J. Smith, DOGM
81960

an equa' opporturity emo Jver « piease recycie paper



MRP REVISION/NOV TRACKING FORM

Type of proposal: < '
N C0AL NON-COAL

Exploration ) _ .
> NOV sbatement, NOV # E4—4-5-3, #batement deadline //ﬂ/l (CA Z/fﬂ/
_____ MRP revision #Z0/ 2 , 7
. / Issuing inspector L& LOF
Title of proposal: &Mﬁé\/ pO*W&[ a@c%ﬂltw

Company name: (/S %&Mﬂ?ﬂ(/’ Mine name: _ - ﬁm/u?%ﬂ/ %ﬂ/é’/‘(

[ 7 , 3
File # (PRO/@: 007/@/ / Acreage (Fed/State/Fee): /] / /VA) ,
! - (L
Assigned reviewers: :DLJH (Hydrology) Review 0+ 5 JLi. (Zlfi’é f B
(Wildlife/Veg.) Time(hrs): (o
(Fngineering)
(Soils)
(Geology)
DATES : DuwH AL o /é’/ﬁﬁl
(a) INITIAL PLAN RECEIVED 2 5 . (d) NOV TERMINATION
Tech review due ~
" " complete

(e) BOND REVISION

(b) OPERATOR RESUBMISSION
Tech review due Amount ($)
" """ complete

(c) FINAL APRROVAL  Aorel &/84

StiPulations due
1

received

COMMENTS :

NOTE (INSPECTORS): Please attach a copy of the NOV issued to the abatement
plan when received from the operator.

NOTE (REVIEWERS): Please prepare review comments in a format referencing
the appropriate regulation or statute. State the
deficiency as well as minimum requirement necessary to
demonstrate compliance (when possible). Also fill in the
number of hours spent in review by discipline. Return the
revision/NOV abatement to the Special Permit Supervisor
when review is complete.

wang #: 75660



DOGM/NOV-1 '
. STATE OF UTAH

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF OIL, GAS & MINING

1588 West North Temple
_Salt Lake City, Utah 84116
Telephone: (801) 533-5771

NOTICE OF VIOLATION NO.N &4 - 4-5-3

From the STATE OF UTAH
To the Following Permittee or Operator:

nave _ LS. Sz )ﬁ

MINE _Asaivaznd L onsas. ZX O SURFACE S UNDERGROUND ] OTHER
CATEGORY OF OWNERSHIP: O STATE C FEDERAL O FEE X MIXED

OSM MINE NO. STATE PERMIT NO. ,4,_"/;@ ] il MSHA 1.D. NO.

COUNTY AND STATE _Claecus  Covpnt ¥ Wirss TELEPHONE

MAILING ADDRESS: _ &5, Auez [0 Aoduidimd e 245 2T

DATE OF INSPECTION ____ F=R. B¢ /0 192

TIME OF INSPECTION: FROM __ /4’30 - A 3 g, == orirto S RI3C e HEATETIIEL . S

NAME OF OPERATOR (if other than permittee)
MAILING ADDRESS:

Under the authority of the Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act of 1979 (Sec. 4C-10-1 et seq., Utah
Code Annotated, 1953), the undersigned authorized representative of the Director and the Division of Qil,
Gas & Mining has conducted an inspection of the above mine on the above date and has found violation(s)
of the Act, the regulations or required permit condition(s) listed in the attachment(s). This Notice consti-
tutes a separate Notice of Violation for each violation listed.

You must abate each of these violations within the designated abatement time. You are responsible
for doing all work in a safe and workmanlike manner.

The undersigned representative finds that cessation of mining is U is not % expressly or in
practical effect required by this Notice. For this purpose “Mining” means extracting coal from the earth or
a.waste pile and.transporting it within or from the minesite.

This Notice shall remain in effect until it expires as provided on the reverse or is modified, terminated
or vacated by written notice of an authorized representative of the Director of the Division of Qil, Gas &
Mining. The time for abatement may be extended by the authorized representative for good cause, if a
request is made within a reasonable time before the end of the abatement perio.d/

\ /

. j e ; -~
s '] z , - - Z .
Date of Service ==& /5 /‘/57‘/ TS Pt a2 Sl = B
7 SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED 5EPRESENTATIVE
Time of Service = o1& O am. K D B

X p.m. NAME AND I. D. NO.

e

Person Servied with Notice 4 =An 6 EMBCR SR
PRINT NAME AND TITLE

Signature _ [ s ED  FAUN T Jssged FFACES

IMPORTANT — PLEASE READ REVERSE OF THIS PAGE

e e T R T ST
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF OlL, GAS, AND MINING
1588 West North Temple - Sait Lake City, Utah 84116 - {801) 533-5771

STATE OF UTAH
Notice of Violation No. N_Z3=4-5-3

—y
D)

Violation No. 3 of

Nature of the Violation

/-;/Az/,étr/ T e G LD AT P s LA T AT LLER LS TR o, A

o

Provision(s) of the Regulations, Act, or Permit Violated

wrre By 7 e ir )

Portion of the Operation to which Notice Applies

A L S S EDNTEA FEIALS

Remedial Action Required {including interim steps, if any)

=
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. - i /
B Y D A S AT IR & Vs

Time for Abatement (including time for interim steps. if any)

A e, g2
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UNITED STATES FUEL COMPANY

HIAWATHA, UTAH 84527 J,M

March 1, 1984

Mr. James W. Smith Jr.

Coordinator of Mined Land Development
State of Utah

Division of 0il1, Gas and Mining

4241 State Office Building

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

DiVISION GF
Dear Mr. Smith: i, GAS & MINING

On February 15, 1984 Inspector Dave Lof issued Violation
#84-4-5-3 from your office. We received the Notice of Violation
on February 21, 1984. Violation #3 of 3 pertained to sediment
pond certification. It appears that an after construction certif-
jcation by a registiered, certified professional engineer is required.

Therefore, in order to comply with regulation UMC 817.46 (r)
we have obtained the certification for all of our sediment ponds.
The inspection and certification was conducted by a registered,
certified professional engineer. We are enclosing a copy of the
certification, which was issued on February 25, 1984, for your records.

Sincerely,

Toan ombrsly

Jean Semborski
Engineer

Enclosure

uTarM

KinG CoAl

Quotations subject to immediate scceptance. Coal will be sold and invoiced st price in effect on date of shipment, at mine weights f. 0. b. cars at place of shipment, unless otherwise specifically sgreed in writing.
Agreements are contingent upon causes of delay beyond our control, including strikes. accidents. riots. acts of God. lockouts, fire, flood, inability to secure cers or transportstion.



CHARLES J. JAHNE P.E.
4214 Shanna Street
Salt Lake City, Utah 84124 -

 February:25, 1984

STATE OF UTAH

NATURAL RESOURCES

DIV. OF OIL, GAS AND MINING
4241 State Office Building
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

RE: UMC 817.46 (r)
U.S. Fuel Company
Sedimentation Pond
Certification.

Attention: Mr. James W. Smith
Coordinator of Mined Land Development

Dear Mr. Smith:

I have reviewed the design piahs’and inspected the sediment ponds
at the United States Fuel Company property at Hiawatha, Utah. As a result
of these reviews and inspections, I certify that all ponds have been
built according to the plans and designs approved by the Utah Division
of 0i1, Gas and Mining. ' ’

c.c. R. Eccli ' Very truly yours,
J. Semborski '

i

Charles J.




March 26, 1984

Inspection Memo
to Coal File:

RE: U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007 /011, Folder #7
Carbon County, Utah

On November 9, 1983 a partial inspection was conducted at the above
mentioned mine site. I was accompanied on the inspection by Jean Semborski of

U. S. Fuel Company.

The undisturbed diversion culvert extension for abatement of Notice of
Violation N83-4~6-2, #2 of 2, had been completed and the access road up to the
culvert had been seeded. The violation was terminated on December 1, 1984,
effective October 5, 1984.

The culvert extension for the mine water pipe emergency discharge, which
was required for the abatement of Notice of Violation N83-4-9-2, #2 of 2, had
been completed. The culvert had been installed and the gully backfilled.
According to Ms. Semborski, H.E. Lowdermilk Company had done the actual
construction work and U. S. Fuel Company had paid for the work.

The new topsoil stockpile east of Slurry Pond #5 had been seeded and a
topsoil sign posted. The operator had also finished construction of the
disturbed area runoff diversion to the northern sediment pond for Slurry Pond

#5.

David Lof
Field Specialist
DL:re
cc: Jodie Merriman, OSM
Jean Semborski, U. S. Fuel Company
Joe Helfrich, DOM
Sue Linner, DOGM

Statistics: See Starpoint Mine memo dated March 23, 1984
81030



March 15, 1984

Inspection Memo
to Coal File:

RE: U.S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder # 7
Carbon County, Utah

On February 16, 1984 a partial inspection of the above mentioned mine site
was conducted by Ken Wyatt, Field Specialist for the Division. This
inspection was prompted upon request from Dave Lof, Field Specialist. No U.
S. Fuel personnel were contacted due to the lateness of this inspection.

The purpose of the inspection was to determine if the diversion of
influent water from Slurry Pond 5A to 5 had been conducted. At this time
water was flowing in the drainage and was being channeled into pond #5. No
compliance problems were encountered.

Ken Wyatt
Field Specilalist
KW:re

cc: Tom Ehmett, OSM
Jean Semborski, U. S. Fuel Company
Joe Helfrich, DOGM
Sue Limner, DOGM

Statistics: See UPSL Deer Creek Mine memo dated March 15, 1984
78960
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SCOTT M. MATHESON OlL, GAS, AND MINING BOARD

Governor
CHARLES R. HENDERSON
GORDON E. HARMSTON STATE OF UTAH Chairman
Executive Director,
NATURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES JOHN L. BELL
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING C. RAYSJUVE(l;I)I(\I
EON B. THADISW. B
CL ODi:c;E|GHT 1588 West North Temple MAXILIAN A. FARBMAN
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 EDWARD T. BECK
(801) 533-5771 E.STEELE McINTYRE

Vacation or Termination of Notice or Order

To the Following Permitee or Operator:

Name __ 44,5 Fus (’d - f‘//WM KWW
Mailing Address __a/sauurzad, (s S4527

State Permit No. /L7, i 7,/7//'

Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N___2/~ 7~ 53 — —— dated Sea /5 1089
Cessation Order No. C - = dated , 19
Violation No. _L___ is hereby X ___ Terminated ="/ Jpe— Vacated because:
Violation No. o is hereby X Terminated Vacated because:
| ,‘ e s /67
Violation No. _é____ is hereby _ X Terminated £FFEEH = 3/ > Vacated because:
Date of Service /fi@ﬂ”x/ 954 2 5//’4/?' _ g
/ Signature of Authgfized Representative

o .
Time of Service or Mailingﬁ.’_/[ﬁ_ X _am. p.m. 77/01///") Z OF 4/

Name and 1.D. No.

Vieuarion No. L — oPsraroe cAwed on 2)i5/8 70 iform rns 7y spiss vooonson wap

) sar=D oA '2,/;'3/37 /l//j WAS SEL/ -7 / / . v
4 o 9 N 2 S q/ . bty
OF  Fae ZD/V/J'/()A/ F 22 2 /6/3 By KL—W A/ﬂ 7

{
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SCOTT M. MATHESON OIL, GAS, AND MINING BOARD
Governor
CHARLES R. HENDERSON
GORDON E. HARMSTON STATE OF UTAH Chairman
Tarutive Duector, DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
NATURAL RESOURCES JOHN L.BELL
DIVISION OF OiL, GAS, AND MINING C.RAY JUVELIN
CLEOI';'.B' FEIGHT . 1588 West North Temple MAXTEI‘:\%I?A‘.NIQEIC;;MAN
frector Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 EDWARD T. BECK
(801) 5335771 Co E.STEELE McINTYRE
Modification of Notice or Order
To the Following Permitee or Operator:
7
Name é/ J/ )[I;Z Cﬂ.
Mailing Address %AMAWAJ %’ G952 7
State Permit No. _AC. 7;/90 711;//
Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):
Notice of Violation No. N_&Z/~ 7/~4=23 — —— dated o7 //{ , 19 5‘/
Cessation Order No. C dated , 19

TV
BN !
P\]A'u»zc’ OF Vowrmw 1S CHANGED “TO Rcﬂb “
Fhicure 70 DESsen Avd mRnTAN A COAL P/eocab’,s/,‘/c;

The reason for this modification are as follows: A/ASTE EMBRYKATENT T LS8~ 4 DEFr/en
FREEBIRARD oF AO7 LEFS 798 3 fpees

Violation No. . is modified as follows: ”— . =
/" ROV:SIONE) oF ruie” /{%'éummng; /7cr;o,e PBrs7 Viounrep

The reasons for this modification are as follows: /5 @wAneeD 72 #LAD;  4n7l 77 93 (a) (V)

Violation No. _gz___. is modified as follows:

Violation No. —______ is modified as follows:
The reasons for this modification are as follows: % M
Date of Service /77’4?6’/&/ Il / 72%

/ Signature of Authori epresentatwe
Time of Service or Mailing_&./3C _ X _am. p.m. 7)/01//@ ./dﬁ' 7’//

Name and 1.D. No.



k‘ ‘ STATE. OF UTAH o | - Scott M. Motheso.n Governor
V) NATURAL RESOURCES . Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director
v ~ Oil, Gas & Mining . Dr. G. A. {Jim) Shirazi, Division Director -

4241 State Office Building - Salf Lake City, UT 84414 - 801-533-5771

February 16, 1984

; EXPRESS MAIL #B58692540

Ms. Jean Semborski

2 U. S. Fuel Company

: Hiawatha, Utah 84527

E ‘ RE: Notice of Violation N84 -4=5-3

Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

3 Dear Jean:

* Please find enclosd the above mentioned documents. Please note that the
k time for abatement for Violation #1 of 3, Part A, and Violation #2 of 3 is

4 {mmediately. The time for abatement for Violation #1 of 3, Part B and

Violation #3 of 3 is March 2, 1984. An extemsion of the time for abatement

for any of these violations will only be granted upon receipt of a written
request for extension prior to the abatement deadline. Said extension must be

substantiated.

| Should you have any questions concerning this letter or the enclosed
notices, please do not hesitate to call me or Joseph C. Helfrich.

! <
_-—Sincerely, Vi
; /L

i Pl \__,//4"{/7/‘7(/‘//;(_)

David Lof .
Field Specialist

DL/btb
Fnclosures

cc: Jodie Merriman, OSM
J. Helfrich, DOGM

Can equat opportunity employer . please recycle paper




ACT /o0 7/}//

STATE OF UTAH
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF OIL, GAS & MINING
1588 West North Temple
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116
Telephone: (801) 533-5771

DOGM/NOV-1

" NOTICE OF VIOLATION NO.N &4 -4/-5-3

.From the STATE OF UTAH .
‘To the Following Permittee or Operator:

e 5 ez (o

MINE [ SURFACE ™ UNDERGROUND O OTHER
CATEGORY OF OWNERSHIP: (] STATE O FEDERAL ] FEE - K MIXED

OSM MINE NO. _ STATE PERMIT No. A€ /éo Z, a// MSHA 1.D. NO.

COUNTY AND STATE _&m/d C{)//Af/"?' Vst . TELEPHONE

MAILING ADDRESS: _ 4. .S, . Hr s AT

DATE OF INSPECTION F=8. B /0 1984 . ‘

TIME OF INSPECTION: FROM 50~ 4. 1. P et L8 21300 0, REARTELY e

NAME OF OPERATOR (if other than permlttee) - ‘
MAILING ADDRESS:

Under the authority of the Utah Coal M|n|ng and Reclamation Act of 1979 (Sec. 40-10-1 et seq., Utah
Code Annotated, 1953), the undersigned authorized representative of the Director and the Division of Oil,
Gas & Mining has conducted an inspection of the above mine on the above date and has found violation(s)
of the Act, the regulations or requnred permit condltlon(s) listed in the attachment(s). This Notice consti-
tutes a separate Notice of Violation for.each violation listed. : ,

You must abate each of these violations within the designated abatement time. You are responsible
for doing all work in a safe and workmanlike manner. :

The undersigned representative finds that cessation of mining is [ -is -not ¥ expressly or.in
practical effect required by this Notice. For this purpose “Mining” means extracting coal from the earth or
a waste pile and transporting it within or from the minesite.

This Notice shall remain in effect until it expires as provided on the reverse or is modified, terminated
or vacated by written notice of an authorized representative of the Director of the Division of Oil, Gas &
Mining. The time for abatement may be extended by the authorized representatwe for good cause, if a
request is made within a reasonable time before the end | of the abatement perigd.

Date of Service __+=i.. I‘ST /Q(ﬁ"/ )

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED ESENTATIVE

Time of Service Q?fi() [J a.m. /: AVyD Zaﬁ ,;i//

X p.m. NAME AND 1. D. NO.

s

Person Servied with Notice___-J ZAn ‘5 emMBoR sy

PRINT NAME AND TITLE

IMPORTANT — PLEASE READ REVERSE OF THIS PAGE



56 64 16
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING
1588 West North Temple - Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 - (801) 533-5771

STATE OF UTAH

Notice of Violation‘ No. N ﬂ % //;5/f3

Violation No. / of 3

Nature of the Violation

Provision(s) of the Regulations, Act, or Permit Violated

YUY 7.3 (8)(3)
e 77/ ;9

Portion of the Operation to which Notice Applies

- k)
AMMMVQM

Remedial Action Required (incfuding interim steps, if any)

Su.mmrf PLAWS TD THE. FDI'W SioN 8 APPROVAL T DisCilRl & sy ATER ERoN Sueey

- - =
Foup 5 A wate SLuRRY 0up 5SS NORTH SEDIMENT Fond
Time for Abatement (including time for interim steps, if any)

A . MM ED IATELY

B 1Pians bue By 5000m M Magen .Q, 1584




56 64 16
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING
1588 West North Temple - Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 - (801) 533-5771

STATE OF UTAH

Notice of Violation. No. N cg ‘/” “{/ - f “’3
Violation No. 02 of 3

Nature of the Violation

7 SURAIr T

ﬁ,z L E TV O/ %

Provision(s) of the Regulations, Act, or Permit Violated
Ve T I3 (8)(3)
e 7. /9

Portion of the Operation to which Notice Applies

ooy Fun 5 A

Remedial Action Required (including interim steps, if any)

Cre v 2 »A HFE Fond TrE j%m’ﬂﬁﬂ FRLD AREA

o T saser > 5 a5 ateeoueD,

Time for Abatement (including time for interim steps, if any)

L romeiEr 5
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF OiL, GAS, AND MINING
1588 West North Temple - Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 - (801) 533-5771

STATE OF UTAH
Notice of Violation No. N_ B3~ 4-5—- 3

Violation No. 3 of =

Nature of the Violation

Provision(s) of the Regulations, Act, or Permit Violated

w7 BT )

Portion of the Operation to which Notice Applies

A  sepmden Funs

Remedial Action Required (including interim steps, if any)

SLLAAYT T gﬁmémf P B > 45 oA,

Time for Abatement (including time for interim steps, if any)

/’Zﬁ’/c’// 0?) /?f“% ‘




January 18, 1983

Inspection Memo

to Coal File:
RE: U. S. Fuel Company

Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder #7
Carbon County, Utah

DATE: September 8 and 30, 1983

TIME: 10:00 a.m. - 4:20 p.m. and 11:25 a.m.-

4:00 p.m. respectively

WEATHER: Warm and clear, and cool with rainshowers respectively

COMPANY OFFICIAL: Jean Semborski

STATE OFFICIAL: David Lof

Compliance with Permanent Performance Standards

IMC 771 et al Permits

The following letters of approval from the Division were reviewed in the
operators mine office.

1.

A September 7, 1983 letter from the Division approving the abatement
plans for NOV N83-4-6-2, No. 2 of 2. These plans dealt with the
completion of the undisturbed diversion in the left fork of the
Middle Fork of Miller Creek. Attached to the approval letter were
three concerns which were to be followed during the implementation of
the plans.

A September 9, 1983 letter of approval from the Division for the
Slurry Pond No. 5 expansion project, attached to this approval were
two conditions; the first condition was in regard to topsoil and
subsoil removal, and the second condition dealt with the sizing of
the proposed diversion ditches.

A September 21, 1983 letter of approval from the Division for the
plans for the abatement of NOV N83-4-9-2, No. 2 of 2 these plans
dealt with the discharge structure for the emergency discharge point
along the mine water diversion pipe from Mohrland to the Hiawatha
water tanks.



Inspection Memo to Coal File
ACT/007/011

January 18, 1984

Page 2

UMC 817.11 Signs & Markers

The operator has two mine identification signs posted, one adjacent to
Slurry Pond No. 5 on the road to Mohrland and the other along the main road to
Hiawatha where it passes by the tipple area. I asked the operator to have the
sign located near the tipple moved down to the point where Utsh State Highway
122 intercepts the permit area boundary east of Slurry Pond No. 4.

wMC 817.21-.25 Topsoil

At the time of my inspection the operator was in the process of removing
the topsoil from the east side of Slurry Pond No. 5. A condition attached to
the September 9, 1983 approval for the Slurry Pond expansion project directed
U. S. Fuel Company to salvage as much of the upper three feet of topsoil/
subsoil medium as possible during the topsoil removal activities, while at the
same time avoiding the incorporation of excessive rock material into the
subsoil stockpile. The operator had grubbed all the brush and trees from the
area and then pushed aside the thin layer of coal fines which had
accumilated. The operator has been able to remove anywhere from one to two
feet of topsoil depending upon the underlaying rock material. At this time
they have three temporary stockpiles of topsoil in the area which will be
consolidated and moved to one central location just to the south of the
northern sediment pond for Slurry Pond No. 5.

When U. S. Fuels dug their soil pits inorder to determine the nature of
the soil materials in the Slurry Pond No. 5 area, they dug three pits to a
depth greater then three feet. In each pit they were able to delineate three
separate horizons. The top two horizons were each approximately one foot
thick. The top horizon was a silty clay with very few rock fragments and
contained roots and other organic material. The second horizon was a silty
sand with a large amount of partially weathered sandstone fragments one
quarter inch to three inches, it was an off white color. The third horizon
was described as being mostly white in color with large rocks greater then
twelve inches in diameter and weathered sandstone fragments. At the time of
my inspection I looked at two of the soil pits and found that the operator had
described the horizons very accurately. It was apparent that the first
horizon was definitely worth recovering and could be done quite easily, the
second horizon was highly cemented with a high percentage of small rock
fragments. Some of this material would be worth removing and some not. The
third layer was made up of quite large rocks with extensive cementation of the
rocks and was not worth removing. U. S. Fuels has done a good job removing
the soil and should be commended for their efforts. During the inspection Ms.
Semborski also informed me that they will not have to disturb as much area on
the south side of Slurry Pond No. 5 as originally anticipated so that the soil
volumes may be lower than those stated in their approved plan. On September
30, 1983 when I returned to complete my inspection I found that the topsoil
had been consolidated and placed in its temporary storage location south of
the north sediment pond and a diversion had been dug around the topsoil
stockpile. The operator was reminded of the necessity to seed the stockpile
this fall.



Inspection Memo to Coal File
ACT/007/011

January 18, 1984

Page 3

WMC 817.41-.52 Hydrologic Balance

An inspection of the coal preparation plant tipple area did not turn up
any evident problems. The operator was in the process of constructing some
concrete pads and cross culverts under the tipple in-order to try and keep
this area from being a quagmire as it usually is during the winter and spring.

when I returned to the mine later in the month, the operator was
implementing the plans which had been submitted for the abatment of NOV
N83-4~6-2, No. 2 of 2 on the middle fork undisturbed diversion. The operator
had dug the trench for the culvert and was compacting the bottom and sides of
the trench. The culvert itself was on site ready to be installed. According
to Ms. Semborski, the operator completed the construction on October 5, 1983 a
Termination of Notice was served on December 1, 1983 with the effective
termination date being October 5, 1983.

The operator was also working on the undisturbed diversion in the right
fork of the Middle Fork of Miller Creek. This diversion had been eroded where
the crossing to the substation is located. The operator had cleaned out the
diversion and was planning on installing eight to ten inch diameter riprap in
the diversion.

MC 817.52 Surface and Groundwater Monitoring

The operator currently holds NPDES Permit No. UT-0023094 which expires on
June 30, 1987. The operators monitoring report for the second quarter of 1983
was reviewed. The report indicated that the Mohrland minewater discharge (Pt.
001) was 0.K. except for TDS which averaged 722 mg/1, the operators permit
requires 720 mg/l. Discharge from the Hiawatha water tank overflow (Pt. 002)
met the effluent limitations. There was no discharge from Pt. 003 to 009.

The discharge from the King No. 4 vent tunnel in North Fork (Pt. 010) is

suppose to be sampled on a monthly basis, but because of inaccessibility it
was only sampled in June. The single sample did not indicate any problems.
There was no discharge from the South Fork loadout sediment pond (Pt. Oll).

Surface water monitoring data was available for the first two quarters of
1983. The data indicated that none of the springs were accessible in the
first quarter and that a number of stream flow monitoring points were also
inaccessible. There were no apparent problems with the data which was
available except for the high TDS level at point ST-3 which could not be
explained. Most of the sites were accessible during the second quarter of
1983 with the exception of ST-2 and ST-2A in April and May. The available
data appeared to be 0.K. except once again the problem with high TDS at ST-3.
The only spring which monitoring data was available for, for the second
quarter of 1983 was SP-8 the other springs were still inaccessible.



Inspection Memo to Coal File
ACT/007/011

January 18, 1984

Page 4

wMC 817.71-.73 Disposal of Underground Development Waste and Excess Spoil and

Non-Acid and Non-Toxic Coal Processing Waste

The operator has a refuse pile located to the north and east of the
reparation plant. This refuse pile is recognized by MSHA and has MSHA I. D.
$1211-UT-9-007. Materials disposed of in the refuse pile are to be compacted
in two foot layers. According to a letter from the operator to MSHA dated

March 9, 1976, the outslopes are not to be any greater than 27 degrees,

UMC 817.81-.93 Coal Processing Waste

The operator is currently using Slurry Pond No. 4 and reclaiming Slurry
Pond No. 5. Slurry Ponds are being inspected periodically and coal waste
embankment reports were available through August 1983. The reports did not
indicate any apparent problems.

WMC 817.100 Contemporaneous Reclamation

Just above where the Middle Fork Class I road crosses the middle fork of
Miller Creek there is a small area on the north side of the road where the
operator used to store coal fines and slag chips that they spread on the road
during the winter. This area is no longer used for this purpose, and the
operator is planning on reseeding it this fall.

Miscellaneous

The operator is currently in the process of obtaining a certificate
certifying their public liability insurance policy.

P

David Lof
Field Specialist

DL:re

cc: Jodie Merriman, OSM
Jean Semborski, U. S. Fuels
Joe Helfrich, DOGM

Statistics:
Vehicle: EX 49611 - 400 miles

Per Diem: 1 person X 1 day, 9.5 hours = $67.16
Grant: AME
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Janaury 20, 1984

P 396 996 730 :
REGISTERED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Jean Semborski, Engineer # 1
United States Fuel Company
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Finalized Assessment for
State Violation No. N83-4-9-2
ACT/007/011, Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Ms. Semborski:

The civil penalty for the Violation No. N83-4-9-2 has been finalized in
the amount shown in the attached assessment conference report. This '
assessment is finalized as a result of the meeting, discussion or letter
described on the reassessment form.

Any appeal to the Board of 0il, Gas and Mining must be made in writing
within fifteen (15) days of your receipt of this letter. Additionally, you
must have escrowed the assessed civil penalties with the Division within a
maximm of 30 days of receipt of this letter but in all cases prior to the
Board Hearing. Failure to comply with the above-stated statutory requirements
shall result in a waiver of your right of further recourse.

If no appeal or an untimely, improper appeal is made, the assessed civil
penalties must be tendered to the Division within thirty (30) days of your
receipt of this letter.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

) S &

Ronald W. Daniels
Acting Assessment Officer

RWD/re
cc: Jodie Merriman, OSM, Albuquerque

Joe Helfrich, DOGM
Barbara Roberts, Atty

an equal opoortunity employer - please recycle paper

o, e

- e et aErm
P BN e I N it



Page 1 of 3

ASSESSMENT CONFERENCE REPORT
Utah Division of 0il, Gas & Mining
4241 State Office Building
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

NOV/CO No. N83-4-9-2

Location of Conference: Salt Lake City, Utah

Date of Conference: December 1, 1983

Company Mame/Mine Neme: U. S. Fuel / Hiawatha complex ACT/007/011

Persons in Attendance Representing
Jean Semborski U. S. Fuel Company
Dave Lof Division 0il, Gas and Mining
Ron Daniels Division 0il, Gas and Mining

Amount of Assessment

Violation No. As Revised
lof 2 $ 600.00
2 0of 2 460.60
TOTAL DUE $ 1060.00

Approved: /&/f / W Date: // / Zf/( F—

(Signature of ‘Conference Officer)

- This assessment has been set' as. a-result of an informal conference held by the. .

assessment officer. Should the Company desire a review in a more formal

proceeding before the Board of 0il, Gas & Mining, a hearing can be requested

within 30 days of receipt of this report.



ASSESSMENT CONFERENCE REPORT
(continued)

1. Notice of Violation/Cessation Order No. N83-4-9-2

Violation 1 of 2

(8) MNature of violation: Failure to maintain diversions
(b) Date of termination: August 11, 1983
Proposed Conference
2. Conference Result Assessment Assessment
(a) History/Prev. Vio. 5 5

(b) Seriousness
(1) Probability of Occurrence 17 7
Extent of Damage 16 16
(2) Obstr. to Enforcement - -
(c) Negligence 12 12
(d) Good Faith - -
(e) Acreage - -
TOTAL 50 40
3. Narrative:
(Brief explanation of reasons for any changes made in assignment of points
and any additional information that was presented at the conference.)

Probability of occurrance points are reduced due to the inspector's
comment at the conference that the event was unlikely to have happened.



Page 3 of 3

ASSESSMENT CONFERENCE REPORT
(continued)

1. Notice of Violation/Cessation Order No. N83-4-9-2

Violation 2 of 2

(a) Nature of violation: Failure to design and construct sediment
control measures

(b) Date of termination: October 20, 1983
Proposed Conference
2. Conference Result Assessment Assessment
(a) History/Prev. Vio. . 5 5

(b) Seriousness
(1) Probability of Occurrence 7 12
Extent of Damage 16 12

(2) Obstr. to Enforcement - -

(c) Negligence 8 8

(d) Good Faith - 4

(e) Acreage - -
TOTAL 36 33

3. Narrative:
(Brief explanation of reasons for any changes made in assigmment of points
and any additional information that was presented at the conference. )

Probability is increased per inspector conference comment that event was
more likely to have occured. Damage is reduced due to inspector comment that
damage was less than average. Good faith is awarded for abatement work at a
normal rate in the difficult category.



NATURAL RESOURCES - - R : Temple A. Reynoids. Executive’ Director—~ =+
Qil, Gas & Mining Dr. G. A. (Jim) Shirazi, Division Director

k‘ )‘ STATEOF UTAH T Scott M. Matheson, Governor

4244 State Office Building - Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

Jamuary 20, 1984

P 396 996 730
REGISTERED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Jean Semborski, Engineer No. 1
United States Fuel Company
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Finalized Assessment for
State Violation No. N83-4-6-2
ACT/007/011, Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Ms. Semborski:

The civil penalty for the Violation No. N83-4-6-2 has been finalized in
the amount shown in the attached assessment conference report. This

assessment is finalized as a result of the meeting, discussion or letter
described on the reassessment form.

Any appeal to the Board of 0il, Gas and Mining must be made in writing
within fifteen (15) days of your receipt of this letter. Additionally, you
must have escrowed the assessed civil penalties with the Division within a
maximm of 30 days of receipt of this letter but in all cases prior to the
Board Hearing. Failure to comply with the above-stated statutory requirements
shall result in a waiver of your right of further recourse.

If no appeal or an untimely, improper appeal is made, the assessed civil
penalties must be tendered to the Division within thirty (30) days of your
receipt of this letter.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,
RONALD W. DANIELS

ACTING ASSESSMENT CFFICER
" RWD/re
cc: Jodie Merriman, OSM, Albuquerque

Joe Helfrich, DOGM
Barbara Roberts, Atty

an equal opportunity employer - please recycle paper
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ASSESSMENT CONFERENCE REPORT
Utah Division of 0il, Gas & Mining
4241 State Office Building
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

NOV/CO No. N83-4-6-2

Location of Conference: Salt Lake City, Utah

Date of Conference: December 1, 1983

Company Name/Mine Name: U. S. Fuel/ Hiawatha Complex/ ACT/007/011

Persons in Attendance Representing

Jean Semborski U. S. Fuel Company
Dave Lof Division of Oil, Gas and Mining
Ron Daniels Division of Oil, Gas and Mining

Amount of Assessment

Violation No. As Revised
1 of 2 $ 540.00
2 of 2 760.00
$ 1300.00

-—

Api:roved : ,é/t/ W Date: // , //ZJ / 20 ¢—’

(Signature of Conference Officer)

This assessment has been set as a result of an informal conference held by the

assessment officer. Should the Company desire a review in a more formal

proceeding before the Board of 0il, Gas & Mining, a hearing can be requested
within 30 days of receipt of this report.



ASSESSMENT CONFERENCE REPORT
(continued)

1. Notice of Violation/Cessation Order No. N83-4-6-2

Violation 1 of 2

(a) Nature of violation: Failure to mine in accordance with the
the approved plan, maintenance of sediment
controls.
(b) Date of termination: July 22, 1983
Proposed Conference
2. Conference Result Assessment Assessment
(a) History/Prev. Vio. 5 5

(b) Seriousness

(1) Probability of Occurrence 12 12
Extent of Damage 12 12
(2) Obstr. to Enforcement - _
(c) Negligence 8 8

(d) Good Faith - -
(e) Acreage - I
TOTAL 37 37
3. Narrative:
(Brief explanation of reasons for any changes made in assignment of points

and any additional information that was presented at the conference. )

Non Applicable
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ASSESSMENT CONFERENCE REPORT
(continued)

1. Notice of Violation/Cessation Order No. N83-4-6-2

Violation 2 of 2

(a) Nature of violation: Failure to follow approved plan and failure
to prevent sediment entering stream flow
(b) Date of termination: October 5, 1983
Proposed Conference
2. Conference Result Assessment Assessment
(a) History/Prev. Vio. 5 5

(b) Seriousness

(1) Probability of Occurrence 17 15
Extent of Damage 16 12
(2) Obstr. to Enforcement - -
(c) Negligence 12 12

(d) Good Faith - -
(e) Acreage - -
TOTAL 50 44
3. Narrative:
(Brief explanation of reasons for amy changes made in assignment of points

and any additional information that was presented at the conference.)

Seriousness points are reduced due to the inspector's opinion at the
conferecne that damage was low and that damage potential was high.
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SCOTT M. MATHESON OlL, GAS, AND MINING BOARD

Governor
CHARLES R. HENDERSON
GORDON E. HARMSTON STATE OF UTAH Chairman
Executive Director,
NATURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES JOHN L. BELL
DIVISION OF OiL, GAS, AND MINING C. RAYSJUVEBI;\I
1 THADISW.B
CLEOgi':.c:,ErIGHT 1588 West North Temple MAXILIAN A. FARBMAN
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 EDWARD T. BECK
(801) 533-5771 E.STEELE McINTYRE

Vacation or Termination of Notice or Order
To the Following Permitee or Operator:

Name % .)/ " ;4/:92 4’

Mailing Address
State Permit No. A <7, /407,4?//

Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953).

Notice of Violation No. N_<&.$- e — = dated ﬁl/_@ // L 19.43.

Cessation Order No. C — dated : , 19
Violation No. _ig___ is hereby _X,__ Terminated A77% 7e7 —— Vacated because:
ViolationNo. _________ is hereby — Terminated Vacated because:

acated because:

ViolationNo. _______ is hereby —_— TG%M/ %/
Date of Service /D”/ : / / % ' '
7 Signature of Authorizyépresent ive

7 ) A
Time of Service or Mailing 2. 3O am. _X_pm. [ XD /ﬁf

Name and 1.D. No.
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SCOTT M. MATHESON OliL, GAS, AND MINING BOARD

Governor
CHARLES R, HENDERSON
GORDON E. HARMSTON STATE OF UTAH Chairman
A DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
NATURAL RESOURCES JOHN L. BELL
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING C. RAY JUVEI(-)I)I:I
THADIS W. B
CLEOL';']’:;;E'GHT 1588 West North Temple MAXILIAN A. FARBMAN
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 EDWARD T. BECK
(801) 533-5771 E. STEELE McINTYRE
Vacation or Termination of Notice or Order
To the Following Permitee or Operator:
e ’
Name / 3. &J’/é ‘ /é; .
Mailing Address
State Permit No. ﬂéf'/,"éo 7 for
Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953): ;
Notice of Violation No, N_&.3 =~ /= & ==X — = dated___~J uev | , 1963
Cessation Order No. C - = dated , 19
2 creetrve ! oS3
Violation No. is hereby __X__ Terminated ©" ___ Vacated because:
Violation No. . is hereby e Terminated ——_ Vacated because:

Violation No. _______ is hereby ___ Terminat

Date of Service 7>EZ’ / / / qg <

/7

Vacated because:

j Signature of IAuthO/r‘[eE Represgntative
%ﬁ S

V/D/ﬂ’

Name and |.D. No.

Time of Service or Mailing a .50 am _X p.m.

A Ve P RTION s D B THE oRARR o, /7/25.

T sogms pdy i ELTED &7 TTITEEL O 9/5’6’%5’3’ A7 AR TSI
S VBBGTIE SIS G I A AEANITNIC T NPLOUTD e 7B ERST FEANLS.

t ’ 2 29 O, / @
Aecomsong o rie QURRIBL LoNsTRUCTION WAS EOrILETE =0 ol 10/5/53



October 11, 1983

Inspection Memo

to Coal File:
RE: U. S. Fuel Company

Hiawatha Mine
ACT/007/011, Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

DATE: June 9, 10 & 17, 1983

TIME: 9:00 a.m.-12:10 p.m.; 9:20 a.m.-4:15p.m.; 1:00-4:20 p.m.,

respectively

WEATHER: Sunny & warm

COMPANY OFFICIALS: Jean Semborski

- STATE OFFICIALS: David Lof .

ENFORCEMENT ACIION: Notice of Violation N83-4-6-2

Compliance With Permanent Performance Standards

WMC 771 et al Permits

The following permits and approvals were reviewed at the operator's mine
office.

1. A May 11, 1978 letter from the Division granting interim approval of
the operator's mine permit based upon their USGS 211 Mine Plan.

2. An April 18, 1983 letter from the Division approving the modification
of Slurry Impoundment No. 1. Prior to and following the approval of
the modification plan for Slurry Impoundment No. 1 a great deal of
correspondence passed between the Division and the operator
concerning topsoil on the southwest embankment of the Slurry
Impoundment which would be inundated attendant to the rise of the
slurry level. On May 10, 1983 the Division sent to the operator a
letter stating that all topsoil on the west slope (east facing slope)
must be removed and that prior to removal plans must be submitted to
and approved by the Division. In a letter dated June 7, 1983, U. S.
Fuel Company informed the Division that they had chosen to leave
Slurry Impoundment No. 1 in an inactive state until fines can be
recovered from the pond and would instead reactivate Slurry
Impoundment No. 5B.
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3. A March 21, 1983 letter from the Division approved the conceptual
plans for the catchment basin for the small disturbed area at the
South Fork - Middle Fork road split. The operator has constructed a
riprapped overflow structure and installed sediment depth stakes as
suggested in the approval letter.

UMC 817.11 Signs & Markers

On the north side of the South Fork loadout coal stockpile the coal had
been stockpiled in such a manner that it was starting to encroach upon an
undisturbed area. The operator was asked to pull the stockpile back away from
the undisturbed area and to post perimeter markers in order to better
delineate the undisturbed area from the allowable coal stockpile area.

UMC 817.41-.52 Hydrologic Balance

South Fork

The operator was asked to extend the berm which protects the inlet to the
mine yard undisturbed drainage bypass culvert, so as to provide better
protection for the undisturbed bypass.

The undisturbed drainage diversion located on the hillside above the South
Fork loadout was not properly maintained and did not meet the design
specifications which were approved. Several low areas had been filled in with
sediment and portions of the associated berm were broken down, because of this
Notice of Violation N83-4-6-2, #1 of 2 was issued on July 1, 1983 it reads as
follows:

Nature of Violation:

Failure to mine in accordance with an approved interim permit.
Failure to maintain sediment control measures.

Provisions of the Regulations, Act or Permit Violated:
wMC 771.13(b) (3)

wcC 771.19
UMC 817.45

Portion of the Operation which Notice Applies:

The undisturbed diversion located above South Fork of Miller Creek
loadout area.
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Remedial Action Required

A. Maintain the diversion in accordance with the approved design
specifications

or

B. Submit plans modifing the approved design. Implement said plans
immediately upon Division approval.

Time for Abatement:

A. 30 days from the date of receipt of this notice.

B. Plans submitted within 30 days of receipt and implementation
completed within 60 days of receipt.

The operator received the violation on July 7, 1983.
Middle Fork

Upon inspecting the inlet area of the Left Fork of the Middle Fork of
Miller Creek undisturbed diversion, I noticed that there were several seeps
coming out of the slope above and to the left of the channel. Through
further inspection I found that the natural stream channel had never been
diverted into the new channel to the bypass culvert. The natural stream
channel is located above and to the left of the new channel to the bypass, it
empties on to an old access road which conveys runoff into the mine yard area.

Water was flowing in the natural channel above the point where it should
have been diverted into the new chamnel at a rate of approximatly 10 GPM. It
was continuing down the natural channel and then eventually disappearing into
the channel prior to emptying onto the access road, and apparently reappearing
as seeps in the slope on the left side of the new channel. If there had been
enough flow, the runoff could have passed onto the mine yard.

It was apparent that at some point prior to this inspection water had made
it to the end of the natural channel and somebody had dug a small diversion,
by hand, across the old access road to the edge of the slope above the new
channel. This water had caused erosion on the down slope to the new channel
displacing materials into the channel. It was apparent that if a large enough
precipitation event had occured it could have caused severe erosion in the
mine yard and short circuited the sediment pond. The sediment pond is
designed to handle 23 acres of disturbed area runoff, however, because of the
undisturbed diversion being improperly constructed an additional 188 acres of
undisturbed area could have contributed runoff to the sediment pond.
Therefore, Notice of Violation N83-4-6-2, #2 of 2 was issued on July 1, 1983.
It reads as follows:
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Nature of Violation:

Failure to mine in accordance with an approved interim permit.
Failure to conduct mining operations so as to prevent additional
contribution of suspended solids to stream flow or runoff outside the
permit area. Failure to construct a temporary diversion in such a manner
as to safely bypass the peak runoff from a 10-year, 24-hour precipitation
event past the sedimentation pond as designed.

Provision of the Regulations, Act or Permit Violated:

UMC 771.13(b) (3)

wC 771.19

UCA 40-10-18(2) (1) (ii)
MC 817.43(a) & (c)
UMC 817.45

Portion of the Operation to Which Notice Applies:

The Left Fork of the Middle Fork of Miller Creek undisturbed
diversion.

Remedial Action Required:

A. Submit complete and adequate plans to the Division detailing how
the diversion will be completed so that runoff will safely
bypass sedimentation pond as designed.

B. Implement said plans immediately upon Division approval.

Time for Abatement

A. 30 days from date of receipt of this notice.

B. 60 days from date of receipt of this notice, implementation of
said plans shall be completed.

The operator received the notice on July 7, 1983.

The Right Fork of the Middle Fork of Miller Creek was flowing at
approximately 50 gpm. This caused the access to the substation, above the
inlet to the bypass culvert, to be washed out. 'The operator agreed to
re-riprap this area later in the summer when flows are lower. The old stream
channel, above and below the washed out access to the substation, looked to be
in good condition. There were no signs of erosion and the stream was flowing
clear.
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North Fork

During the construction of the North Fork intake portal some groundwater
was intercepted at a sandstone/colluvium interface located approximately 145
feet inside the portal. It was beyond this point that the tunnel connects
with the coal seam. The intercepted groundwater flows from the portal at a
rate of approximately 8 gpm, it then passes across the portal pad, through
some strawbale filters and, then into the Left Fork of the North Fork of
Miller Creek. The strawbale filters cause the water to pond on the pad, this
ponding appears to be counter productive. On random occasions the intake
portal is visited by mine personnel for various reasons and they need the
portal pad in order to turn their vehicles around. Because of the ponding
and the need to turn their vehicles around a mud hole is often times created.
I briefly discussed with the operator the possibility of installing a
riprapped diversion channel for the groundwater discharge from the tunnel.
This would alleviate the ponding problem on the pad and the operator could
still treat the water, if necessary, by passing it through a straw filter
rather than trying to pass it through straw bales which do not readily let
water pass through.

The operator has a diversion dam on the Left Fork of the North Fork of
Miller Creek just above where the access road to the ventilation portal
crosses the creek. The dam is used to divert water to an underground storage
reservoir, in the old Hiawatha #2 Mine. At the time of the inspection, water
was overflowing the diversion dam at a rate of several cubic feet per second.
The dam does have a spillway on its north side which some of the overflow is
passing through. However, the flow was so great that it was also passing over
the top of the diversion dam in the middle of the embankment and on the
extreme south side of the embankment. The overflow was causing a great deal
of erosion on the embankment slopes. The operator indicated that they were
planning on reconstructing the diversion dam later in the summer during low
flow.

The disturbed area runoff sediment controls in the North Fork coal
stockpile yard appeared to be functioning as designed.

WMC 817.52 Surface and Groundwater Monitoring

The operator had available at the mine office a copy of their NPDES
permit, #UT-0023094. This permit expires on June 30, 1987. There are 11
point sources covered by this permit, they are listed below:

001 Mine water discharge, moreland

002 Hiawatha water tank overflow

003 Slurry pond No. 1 sediment pond

004 Slurry pond No. 1 embankment

005 Slurry pond No. 4 sediment pond

006 Slurry pond No. 5 south sediment pond
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007 Slurry pond No. 5 north sediment pond
008 Middle Fork sediment pond

009 South Fork Mine yard sediment pond
010 King No. 4 vent tunnel (North Fork)
011 South Fork loadout sediment pond

I reviewed their monitoring report for the first quarter of 1983. The
only samples taken were those from 00l and 002 this data appeared to be okay.
There was no discharge from points 003 - 009 and Ol1l, point 010 was
inaccessible.

On July 25, 1980 the Division received from OSM review comments on U. S.
Fuels initial surface and groundwater monitoring plan. This letter was
forwarded to U. S. Fuels by the Division on October 15, 1980. The operator
responded by revising their surface and groundwater monitoring plan and
submitted this along with a letter dated December 23, 1980, to sumarize OSM
comments and recommendations and U. S. Fuels response as incorporated into the
revised plan. On January 16, 1981 the Division sent two copies of U. S. Fuels
revised plan to OSM. 1 have not been able to find any additional information
on file as to whether or not OSM reviewed the revised plan or if the operator
finally received approval. In any case the operator said that they are
monitoring ground water and surface water in accordance with their revised
plan. Ten springs are currently monitored nine of which are monitored twice a
year and one is monitored once each month. Thirteen stream sampling points
are monitored on a monthly basis. I reviewed the water monitoring data for
the first quarter 1983. The data indicated that none of the springs were
accessible in the first quarter and that a number of the stream flow
monitoring points were also inaccessible. There were no apparent problems
with the data which was available, except for the high TDS reading at point
ST-3 which could not be explained.

UMC 817.81-.93 Coal Processing Waste

As it is discussed in the permiting section, the operators plans to use
Slurry Pond No. 1 have been postponed in favor of modifing Slurry Pond No. 5B
The modification of Slurry Pond No. 5B will require a new diversion to a
sediment pond and some topsoil removal. At the time of my inspection the
operator was using Slurry Pond No. 4 and there was no water in Slurry Pond No.
1. Coal Waste impoundment reports for Slurry Ponds No. 1, 4 & 5 were
available through June 6, 1983.

UMC 817.121-.126 Subsidence Control

The operator has an agreement with the U. S. Forest Service to have aerial
photographs taken of the permit area for the purpose of subsidence
monitoring. This agreement was entered upon on August 28, 198l.
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MC 817.131 Cessation of Operations

On May 4th and May 6th, 1983 the Division received letters from the
operator notifing the Division of temporary cessation of the King No. 4 & 5
Mines in the Middle Fork of Miller Creek.

MC 817.150-.176 Roads

There is a small area along the Class III access road to the North Fork
ventilation portal where water was ponding. The operator was asked to

regrade this portion of the road to ensure proper drainagej

DAVID IOF
FIELD SPECTALIST

DL/ jvb

cc: Tom Fhmett, OSM
Jean Semborski, U. S. Fuel
Joe Helfrich, DOGM

Statistics:

See Natomas Trail Mountain Coal memo dated September 21, 1983



k‘ ‘ STATE OF UTAH Scoft M. Matheson, Governor

v ' NATURAL RESOU RCES Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director
g Oil, Gas & Mining Dr. G. A. (Jim} Shirazi, Division Director

4241 State Office Building - Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

October 12, 1983

Mr. Robert Eecli
U. S. Fuel
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Pattern of Violations
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Mr. Eccli:

It has been determined by the Division of 0il, Gas and Mining (DOGM) that
there have been three or more violations written on your operation which are
of the same or similar nature and which have occurred within a twelwve (12)
month period. DOGM has set this month of October to meet with inspectors and
operators in an informal, fact-gathering setting at the DOGM offices in Salt
Lake City. :

All information gathered at this meeting will be used to make a final
determination as to whether a pattern of violations exists for the operation.
To that end, please be prepared to discuss the following violations:

Topsoil Pattern:

N81-1-8-7, #2 and #3
. C81-3-3-1

N81-3-22-3, #2

N81-3-9-2, #2

October 19, 1983 has been set for this meeting; we will notify you of a
time. ‘

If you have any questions, please contact Ron Daniels at 533-5771 or
Barbara Roberts at 533-6684. ’

Sincerely,
@%A& G
| DEPUTY DIRECTOR

RWD/btb

an equal opportunity emplovyer - please recycle paper



NATURAL RES_OURCES Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director
Qil, Gas & Mining Dr. G. A. (Jim) Shirazi, Division Director

k‘ )‘ STATE OF UTAH Scott M. Matheson, Governor

4241 State Office Building - Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

October 12, 1983

Mr. Robert Eccli

U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Pattern of Violations
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Mr. Eccli:

It has been determined by the Division of Oil, Gas and Mining (DO@Y) that
there have been three or more violations written on your operation which are
of the same or similar nature and which have occurred within a twelve (12)
month period. DOGM has set this month of October to meet with inspectors and
operators in an informal, fact-gathering setting at the DO@ offices in Salt
Lake City.

All information gathered at this meeting will be used to make a final
determination as to whether a pattern of violations exists for the operation.
To that end, please be prepared to discuss the following violations:

Hydrology Pattern:

N81-1-8-7, #4 and #6
_N82-7-2-1
N81-3-9-2, #2
N82-2-6-1

N82-2-5-1

October 19, 1983 has been set for this meeting; we will notify you of a
time.

If you have any questions, please contact Ron Daniels at 533-5771 or
Barbara Roberts at 533-6684.

Sincerely,

et

DEPUTY DIRECTCR

. . .

RWD/btb

an equal opportunity employer « please recycle paper



October 19, 1983

Inspection Memo
to Coal File:

RE: U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

On August 25, 1983, the above-mentioned operation was visited by Division
Inspector David Lof. The purpose of the visit was to conduct a partial
inspection and to follow-up on Notices of Violation N83-4-6-2 and N83-4-9-2.
He was accompanied on the inspection by Bob Eccli of U. S. Fuel Company.

A Termination of Notice for NOV N83-4-6-2, #1 of 2, was served on August
5, 1983 following the July 29, 1983 partial inspection. The effective
termination date was July 22, 1983. At the time of this inspection, the
operator was in the process of receiving approval for plans submitted for the
abatment of NOV N83-4-6-2, {2 of 2.

The disturbed area runoff diversion ditch to the north sediment pond for
Slurry Pond #5 was properly maintained as required by the remedial actions for
NOV N83-4-9-2, #1 of 2. A Termination of Notice for the violation was given
to the operator following the inspection. The effective date of termination
was August 11, 1983 which was the date Mr. Eccli said the work had been
completed.

The abatement for NOV N83-4-9-2, #2 of 2, required that the operator
submit plans to the Division one week from the date of the receipt of the
notice. The operator requested a time extension on the abatement period in a
letter to the Division dated August 9, 1983. The operator was given a one
week extension of the abatement deadline in a letter from the Division dated
August 17, 1983. On August 19, 1983, the Division received a letter from the
operator discussing their proposed plans for the abatement of the violation.
At the time of the inspection, the Division was reviewing the operator's plans.

The actual implementation of the abatement plans for NOV N83-4-9-2, #2 of
2, were discussed with Mr. Eccli during the inspection. U. S. Fuel Company's
plan for abatement called for a modification of the 36 inch culvert under the
railroad and extending the culvert down to the bottom channel. Mr. Eccli
explained that this would not only solve the erosion problem created by the
emergency discharge point in their mine water pipeline, but would also
eliminate any erosion problem caused by the runoff contributing to the 36 inch
culvert from the area above the railroad. He further explained that since the
36 inch culvert is a Utah Railway Company structure, that the Utah Railway
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Company did not want U. S. Fuel Company to modify the structure, but that
they, Utah Railway Company, would want to do the actual modification work. I
discussed briefly with Mr. Eccli the possibility of modifying the four inch
mine water pipeline instead of the culvert. In other words, extending the
four inch pipe from the discharge point through the culvert and down to the
bottom of the channel where the discharge could be passed through some sort of
energy dissipator. Since this would not actually require the modification of
the culvert, the Utah Railway Company would not actually need to become
involved with the project. Mr. Eccli indicated that this method would require
extensive bracing in order to control the torque caused by the force of the
water in the pipeline so that it would not break the valve and that this
method would cost approximately the same amount as the extension of the 36
inch culvert. Mr. Eccli also informed me that Sharon Steel, the parent
company of U. S. Fuel Company, is also the parent company of Utah Railway
Company .

The #5 Mine breakout into the Left Fork of the South Fork is a single
portal. There is a ''Danger - Authorized Personnel Only' sign posted, however,
the portal is not fenced. A very good job was done on the breakout, there is
no debris on the downslopes. There is no mine water discharged from the
breakout as was alluded to in the operator's 211 plan. The %5 Mine which the
breakout serves is basically dry. According to Mr. Eccli, the water in the
mine which discharges through Mohrland is from the Bear Canyon fault where it
is intercepted in the #4 Mine. Since the #4 and #5 mines are not connected at
all, water doesn't cause a problem in the #5 Mine. Roof supports in the
portal are positioned in such a manner as to prevent access to the opening by

mine equipment. 2

DAVID LOF
OIL, GAS AND MINING
FIELD SPECIALIST

DL/btb
cc: Tom Fhmett, OSM

J. Belfrich, DOGM

Jean Semborski, U. S. Fuel Company
Statistics:

Vehicle: #EX 45428--522 miles

Per Diem: 1 person X 2 days, 12 hours - $105.99
Grant: A& E



October 19, 1983

Inspection Memo
to Coal File:

RE: U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

On July 29, 1983, the above-mentioned coal mine was visited by Division
Inspector David Lof. The purpose of the visit was to conduct a partial
inspection and to follow-up on the abatement of Notice of Violation
N83-4-6-2. I was accompanied on the inspection by Jean Semborski of U. S.

Fuel Company.

Following the June complete inspection, I issued NOV N83-4-6-2. The
operator received the notice on July 7, 1983. Violation #1 of 2 was for
failure to maintain the undisturbed diversion located above the South Fork of
Miller Creek loadout area. The operator was given the choice of either
maintaining the diversion in accordance with the approved design
specifications or to submit plans modifying the approved design and
implementing the plans immediately upon Division approval. The operator chose
to maintain the diversion and, therefore, had 30 days from the date of receipt
of the notice in order to abate the violation. At the time of my inspection,
the diversion had been properly maintained. Ms. Semborski indicated that they
had completed work on the diversion on July 22, 1983. A Termination of Notice
was issued on August 5, 1983 with the effective termination date being July
22, 1983.

P

Violation #2 of 2 was issued for failure to construct the Left Fork of the
Middle Fork of Miller Creek undisturbed diversion in such a manner as safely
bypass the peak runoff from a 10-year, 24-hour precipitation event pass the
sedimentation pond as designed. Remedial action required the operator to
submit plans to the Division detailing how the diversion would be completed so
that runoff would safely bypass the sediment pond, and to implement these
plans immediately upon Division approval. The operator was given 30 days from
the date of receipt of the notice to submit the plans and then 60 days from
the date of receipt to implement the plans. The plans were submitted by the
operator to the Division on July 25, 1983.

In my inspection memo for the June complete inspection, I noted that there
was a problem at the South Fork loadout with the coal stockpile encroaching
upon the undisturbed area. The operator has still not addressed this area at
the time of this inspection.

The operator had extended the berm protecting the upper inlet of the
undisturbed diversion in the South Fork mine yard area as requested during the
June complete inspection.
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I asked Ms. Semborski whether or not the operator had regraded the road up
North Fork of Miller Creek and if they had done any work on the North Fork
diversion dam since my complete inspection and she indicated that they had not
done any work on either the road or the diversion dam.

While inspecting the disturbed area runoff diversion around Slurry Pond
#5, I found that it was in good condition, except for one area along the
northern diversion to the north sediment pond. The berm had been breached and
it was evident that disturbed area runoff had left the permit area. Because
of this, NOV N83-4-9-2, #1 of 2, was issued on August 4, 1983. It reads as
follows:

Nature of the Violation:

Failure to maintain diversions in a manner which prevents additional
contributions of suspended solids to stream flow and to runoff outside the
permit area. Failure to pass all disturbed area runoff through the
sedimentation pond prior to leaving the permit area.

Provisions of the Regulations, Act or Permit Violated:

UCA 40-10-18(2) (i) (ii)
UMC 817.43(c)

wC 817.42(a) (1)

WMC 817.45

Portion of the Operation to Which Notice Applies:

The disturbed area runoff diversion which conveys runoff from the
north side of Slurry Pond #5 to Sediment Pond 5 North.

Remedial Action Required:

Maintain the diversion so that it properly conveys all disturbed area
runoff to the sediment pond.

Time for Abatement:

One week from date of receipt of this notice.
The operator received the violation on August 9, 1983.

The operator's mine water diversion pipe from Mohrland to the water tanks
above the town of Hiawatha is located along the Utah Railroad's right-of-way
and runs parallel to the tracks. Approximately 1,700 feet south of where Utah
Highway 122 crosses the tracks, there is an emergency discharge point for the
diversion pipe. The discharge point is located at the inlet of a 36 inch
culvert which was designed to pass natural runoff under the railroad, it is

also the low point in the pipeline between Mohrland and the water tanks.
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There is a valve which allows the operator to bleed the water from the
diversion pipe so that the pipe can be emptied when repairs need to be made on
the pipe. A large amount of erosion (several hundred cubic yards) had taken
place at the outlet of the culvert. The erosion is due in part to the high
velocity (90 feet per second at the beginning of the discharge), high volume
(7.8 cfs at the beginning of the discharge) discharges which occur on an
intermittent basis from the mine water pipe and from discharges from the 36
inch culvert associated with precipitation events. Because of the large
amount of erosion, NOV N83-4-9-2, #2 of 2 was issued. It reads as follows:

Nature of the Violation:

Failure to design and construct appropriate sediment control measures
to prevent to the extent possible additional contributions of sediment to
stream flow or to runoff outside the permit area and minimize erosion to
the extent possible. Failure to control diversion discharges in order to
reduce erosion, to prevent deepening or enlargement of stream channels and
to minimize disturbance to the hydrologic balance.

Provisions of the Regulations, Act or Permit Violated:

UCA 40-10-18(2) (i) (ii)
MC 817.45
MC 817.47

Portion of the Operation to Which Notice Applies:

The emergency discharge point for the mine water diversion pipe from
Mohrland, approximately 1700 feet southeast of Utah Highway 122 along the
Utah Railroad tracks.

Remedial Action Required:

A. Submit to the Division complete and adequate plans showing how
the discharge structure will be designed and constructed to
conform with standard engineering procedures.

B. Implement approved plan.

Time for Abatement:

A. One week from date of receipt of this notice.
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B. Immediately upon receipt of the approval letter.

The operator received the notice on August 9, 1983.

TR
DAVID LOF ‘
OIL, GAS AND MINING

FIELD SPECIALIST
DL/btb
cc: Tom Ehmett, OSM

J. Belfrich, DOGM
Jean Semborski, U. S. Fuel Company

Statistics:

Vehicle: #EX 49611--693 miles
Per Diem: 1 person X 3 days, 9 hours = $151.02

Grant: A& E



STATE OF UTAH ‘ Scott M. Matheson, Govermnor
NATURAL RESOURCES Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining Dr. G. A. (Jim} Shirazi, Division Director

4241 State Office Building « Salf Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

September 21, 1983

P396-996-815
CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Jean Semborski, Engineer
U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Approval of Abatement Plan
for NOV N83-4-9-2, 2 of 2
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder No. &4
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Ms. Semborski:

The additional information supplied for abatement of NOV N83-4-9-2, 2 of 2
in your September 12, 1983 letter has been reviewed. Based on the information
supplied by U. S. Fuel, Divison approval is hereby granted for the abatement
plan regarding NOV N83-4-9-2, 2 of 2. Due to the unproven performance of the
railroad tie methodology proposed for energy dissipation at the culvert
outlet, it is recommended that flow velocity measurements be made at the
discharge point. Additionally, monthly monitoring of the effectiveness of the
erosion protection provided by the ties is recommended to ensure that further
erosion is prevented. Should the railroad tie configuration prove
ineffective, please be aware that an alternate means of controlling the
discharge in accordance with UMC 817.47 will be required.

Should any questions arise concerning this letter, please feel free to
contact myself, John Whitehead or David Lof.

incerely,

W. SMITH, JR.
COORDINATOR OF MINED
LAND DEVELOPMENT

JWS/JIW/ jvb

cc: Allen Klein, OSM
Tom Ehmett, OSM
J. Whitehead, DOGM
W. Hedberg, DOGM
D. lof, DOGM

an equcH cppertunity empioyer . please recycle paper
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UNITED STATES FUEL COMPANYMR

HIAWATHA, UTAH 84527 ' C&F/ {‘O &Ue (_
September 12, 1983
Jim

SEP 13

Mr. James W. Smith, Jr. 1963
Corrd. of Mined Land Development

State of Utah, Div. of 0il, Gas & Mining
4241 State Office Building

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

Re: Additional Information for
Abatement Plans on NOV 83-4-9-2,
2 of 2.

Dear Mr. Smith:

This submittal is in reply to Mr. David Lof's letter of September 2,
1983 requesting additional information relating to abatement plans for
NOV 83-4-9-2, 2 of 2. We received his letter on September 7, 1983.

In response to the five items requested in Mr. Lof's letter, please
find the following information enclosed:

1) Calculations showing the velocity and discharge rates of
outflow from the four inch water line. Assumptions and
calculations are given in Figure 5. Figures 6, 7 and 8
give charts showing the relationships of velocity vs head,
discharge rates vs head and head vs time. These charts
are derived from equations given in Figure 5.

2) The drainage area and factors contributing to runoff
entering the 36 inch culvert are given in Figure 1. Cal-
culations relating to runoff from a 10-year, 24-hour
storm are given in Table 1.

3) The use of railroad ties as energy dissipators was not
derived from any literature or other documentation, but
was proposed as a practical method utilizing readlily
available material. Please note that the railroad ties
are proposed only as a secondary means of energy dis-
sipation. The two culvert elbows will be the primary
energy dissipators. Also, the four inch gate valve can
be regulated to 1imit outflow to any desired rate.

4, Utah Railway has indicated to us that they prefer to in- A
stall the culvert and bill U.S. Fuel Co. for the work. 4 -
They intend to backfill the project with material from
their own property.

UTAW

KINg EoAL

Quotations subject to immediata acceptance. Coal will be sold and invoiced at price in effect on date of shipment, at mine weights f. 0. b. cars at place of shipmant, unless otherwise specifically sgreed in writing.
Agreements are contingent upon csuses of delay beyond our control, including strikes. accidents, riots, acts of God. lockouts, tire. Hood, inability to secure cars of transportation.



Mr. James W. Smith, Jr.
September 12, 1983
Page 2 i

5. A copy of the letter sent to the EPA and the State Depart-
ment of Health is enclosed. Please refer to the enclosure
for details.

Sincerely,
Jean Semborski
Engineer I

JS:13

Enclosures

cc: Errol Gardiner
Dan Martin:
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UNITED STATES FUEL GCGOMPANY

HIAWATHA, UTAH 84327

August 30, 1983

Max H. Dodson, Acting Director

United States Environment Protection Agency
-Region VIII .

1860 Lincoln Street

Denver, Colorado 80295

Re: NPDES PERMIT
‘No. UT-0023094 -
Dear Mr. Dodson;

Recent'ly, United States Fuel Company was requested by the Utah
Division of 0il, 6as and Mining to contact you concerning an emergency

- discharge we have.

The emergency discharge consists of a va'lve in the water pipeline

from Mohrland to Hiawatha and is located along the railroad tracks 1700°
--south of the railroad crossing leading into the town of Hiawatha.

On

occasion, about 2 to 3 times per year, p1pe'hne repairs require that the
emergency discharge be used in order to repair a leak in the line.

Water in this pipeline is already being monitored at two locations
on a monthly basis. Water is monitored at a mine discharge point near
Mohrland (D0OO1) where it enters the pipeline and at a water tank near
Hiawatha (D0O2) where it leaves the pipeline.

Also, the discharge valve is used very 1nfrequent‘ly and then on]y v;:-' :
for a short duration, ??ess than 8 hours). T

Since this same water is currently monitored at the inlet and t)ut-_‘;f X
let of the pipeline, United States Fuel Company would 1ike to know if -
it is mecessary that the aergency discharge be included in the mines

discharge perwmit.

Sincerely,
Robert Eccli
Senior Mining Engineer

RE:1j
cc: Utah Dept. of Health

of shipTent. St mint weighis 1.6 b, cors ot piace of sh . wniens 84 ¥ y apread ia wriving.

i asccaprence. Casl well Be sold and mvoicad & e s otiec on date
rics _ 8CT3 of God bmckenrtz twa ftead MEDIlTTY 1D RACHD CIrS O WERAOM TR

Aprasmecis B Contuggent secn CImes Of Selny Mvernd sur Contral  nClud weg DI71ReL, BCT adants .
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UNITED STATES FUEL COMPANYD’E’JN‘“Dw
Jov 2 L.

HIAWATHA, UTAH 84527
September 12, 1983

James W. Smith, Jr., Coordinator of
Mined Land Development
State of Utah, Division of 0il, Gas and Mining
4241 State Office Building
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

RE: Request of extension of time
Dear Mr. Smith: on NOV 83-4-6-2, 2 of 2.

On July 1, 1983 Mr. Dave Lof inspected United States Fuel Company's
property and noted areas that concerned him. U.S. Fuel Company, on
July 7, 1983 received NOV 83-4-6-2. The interim step for abatement of
the violation 2 of 2 in this group required us to submit plans to the
Division detailing how we intended to abate this violation. The plan
was due within 30 days of our reciept of the NOV.

Our plan containing the details for the abatement of this violation
was sent to the Division on July 20, 1983, within the 30 day time Timit.
We received a response from the Division on August 17 which indicated that
the plan was basically acceptabie but a request for additional information
was made.

We returned a response to their questions on August 22, 1983. It was
at this time that Mr. Hedberg expressed his concern over our method of
calculating hydrologic flows. He and Mr. Eccli debated over the appropriate
method to be used for this situation. A period of perhaps a week elapsed
after he received our response while the methods of calculation were
being analyzed and compared.

D
{5y

‘ﬁqﬁﬁﬁé
Kine'coal

Quotations subject to immediate acceptance. Coal will be soid and invoiced at price in effect on date of shipment, at mine weights t. o.b. cars st place of ahipment, uniess ctherwise spacxﬁcal.lv agreed in writing.
Agreements are contingent upon causes of delay beyond our control. inciuding strikes, accidents. riots, acts of God, lockouts, fire, flood, ingbitity to secure cars or transportation.



We received approval to begin the construction on the diversion
system on Sept. 7, 1983, 62 days after the violation was received.
This was also two days past the allocated abatement period for completion
of the work. Construction could not possibly have begun before approval
was granted and still have been within the time constraint.

United States Fuel Company feels that we have been diligent and
timely in responding to this violation. When we believed, from telephone
conversations with Mr. Hedberg, that final approval was imminent, we
went ahead and ordered and have received the materials necessary to
construct the project. Also, we arranged with the contractor, on Sept. 8,
to begin work on the project as soon as equipment became available. Work
should begin the week of Sept. 12, 1983 as soon as the equipment can be
moved to Hiawatha.

We had hoped, like the Division, for the project to be completed by
the original deadline date. However, it is difficult to estimate how much
time the technical review will take. In this case, the review period did
not match the abatement date initially scheduled.

In view of the time remaining, we should be able to complete the
project within the 90 day abatement period. United States Fuel Company
requests that an extension of two weeks be added onto the past deadline
date of 60 days so that we may have a chance to complete the work without
being in a failure to abate situation. We feel that the work can be com-
pleted by Sept. 23, 1983 unless problems occur over which we have no control.

We hope you find our request to be reasonable. Construction of this
diversion system will begin as soon as possible.

Sincerely,

/] 7 ’ i
/,@/0(,.1/7 )/J’,/ Cotig /_'7//f"2f,/ /C /

Jean Semborski

pc: E. Gardiner Engineer



STATE OF UTAH Scott M. Matheson, Governor
NATURAL RESOURCES Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director

Qil, Gas & Mining Dr. G. A. (Jim} Shirazi, Division Director

4241 State Office Building - Salt Lake City, UT 84114 « 801-533-5771

September 7, 1983

Ms. Jean Semborski, Engineer
U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Abatement Plan Adequacy
N83~-4-6-2, No. 2 of 2
Middle Fork Mine Yard
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder No. 3 & 7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Jean:

The Division has completed the review of the additional information
submitted by U. S. Fuel Company to abate NOV N83-4-6-2, 2 of 2. The plans
have been determined adequate to abate the v:LolatJ.on The following concerns
should be followed durmg implementation:

1. A trash rack should be provided at the inlet to the culvert to
prevent the possibility of debris clogging the pipe internally.

2. The culvert should be securely anchored to prevent movement and
possible separation at any joints. This could be accomplished by
burial, securing with bolts to concrete footings or through other
standard engineeﬂ.ng practice. The elbow proposed for the discharge '
end should receive particular attention.

3. The outlet to the proposed culvert should not be placed to close to
the by-pass culvert so as to restrict the normal flow of drainage
originating from the adjacent area(s).

 The Division appreciates the rapid responses and cooperation which U. S.
Fuel Co. has provided regarding recent proposals and modifications. Please
call should any questions arise concerning this review.

WAYNE HEDBERG
RECLAMATICN HYDROLOGIST

DWH/ jvb

cc: Jodie Merriman, OSM, Albuquerque
Sarah Bransom, OSM, Denver
Jim Smith, DOGM .
Dave Lof, DOGY
John Whitehead, DOGM

an eguat opportunity employer - please recycle paper



STATE OF UTAH

Scott M. Matheson, Govermnor
NATURAL R!ESO_URCES Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director
QOil, Gas & Mining Dr. G. A. (Jim) Shirazi, Division Director

4241 State Office Building - Sait Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

Septenber 2, 1983

29 - 745 - = |

Jean Semborski, Engineer
U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Abatement Plans NOV83-4-9-2,
2 of 2 )
ACT/007/011, Folder No. 3 &6//
Carbon County, Utah -

Dear Ms. Semborski;

The abatement plans dated August 19, 1983 and submitted in response to
NOV83-4-9-2, 2 of 2 have been reviewed by John Whitehead (Reclamation
Hydrologist) and the following additional information is requested in order to
fully analyze the plan.

1.

2.

Calculations showing the velocity and discharge rates of outflow from
the 4 inch water line.

Ten year 24 hour discharge rate entering the 36 inch culvert from the
contributing drainage area supported by calculations, drainage areas
methodology and any assumptions used .

Literature citations and/or any other documentation supporting use of
railroad ties as energy dissipators. :

Clarification of where the proposed fill material will come from and
an explanation of how this will not cause any additional disturbance.

A copy of a letter to EPA and State Health informing them of the
emergency discharge point and requesting guidance from them in
regards to amy permitting of the discharge point which may be
necessary (i.e. NPDES).

The additional information requested must be submitted to the Divison no
later than one week from the date of receipt of this letter, in accordance
with the enclosed modification.

an equal opportunity employer « please recycle paper



Ms. Jean Semborski
ACT/007/011
September 2, 1983
Page 2

As a reminder, the Notice of Violation requires that upon receipt of an
approval letter for your proposed plan, the plan shall be implemented
immediately. Failure to comply with the Notice of Violation within the time
set for abatement will result in the issuance of a cessation order in
accordance with UMC 843.11(b). As you and Mr. Jensen have been notified in
previous correspondence, an extension of the time set for abatement will only
be considered if, said extension is requested in writing prior to the
abatement deadline and the request is substantiated.

Should you have any questions concerning this letter please do not
hesitate to call us.

JIwW/jvb

Enclosure

Allen Klein, OSM, Derr
Joln Whitehead, DOGM
Joe Helfrich, DOGM
Wayne Hedberg, DOGM



SCOTT M. MATHESON OIL, GAS, AND MINING BOARD

Governor
’ CHARLES R. HENDERSON
GORDON E. HARMSTON STATE OF UTAH Chaijrman
Executive Director,
NATURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES JOHN L. BELL
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING C. RAY JUVELIN -
CLEON B. FEIGHT THADIS W. BOX
Direvtor 1588 West North Temple MAXILIAN A. FARBMAN
Sait Lake City, Utah 84116 EDWARD T. BECK
(801) 5335771 - E.STEELE McINTYRE

Modification of Notice or Order
To the Following Permitee or Operator:

Name

Mailing Address

State Permit No.

Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N dated , 19
Y TV
Cessation Order No. C dated , 19
Y TV
Violation No. ——_____ is modified as follows:

The reason for this modification are as follows:
Violation No. —________ is modified as follows:
The reasons for this modification are as follows:
Violation No. —______ is modified as follows:
The reasons for this modification are as follows:

Date of Service

Signature of Authorized Representative

Time of Service or Mailing a.m. p.m.

Name and |.D. No.
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SCOTT M. MATHESON OIL, GAS, AND MINING BOARD

Governor
CHARLES R. HENDERSON
GORDON E. HARMSTON STATE OF UTAH Chairman
Executive Director,
NATURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES JOHN L.BELL
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING C. RAY JUVELIN °
CLEON B. FEIGHT - THADIS W. BOX
Diravtor 1588 West North Temple MAXILIAN A. FARBMAN
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 EDWARD T. BECK
(801) 533-5771 - E.STEELE McINTYRE

Modification of Notice or Order

To the Following Permitee or Operator:

Name ___Mélﬂ é? :
Mailing Address /AW 27 éa /@éﬁ/ﬂ, %’ ﬁé“g?
State Permit No. 7. 77 /’6’ Z/d,//

Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N.&5.3 — “%-' -2 — = datedM. 19.43.

Cessation Order No. C - — dated , 19
KEMPDIAL A2770n7 RAERUAED?

Violation No. 1&7_ is modified as follows: S Al
ADD "Pze A. 1. Resrond o 6;%5@;@ REKQuUESTS

For ADDIiTIONAL (INFORMATISN

The reason for this modification are as follows:

Violation No. _______ is modified as follows: .
T 1m& Fog Agpremi=nr:
ADD Pongr A.1. oNE WEFK FROM DATE OF RECEI
OF LETTELR P EQUESTING rNFORIMIATION

The reasons for this modification are as follows:
Violation No. ________ is modified as follows:

The reasons for this modification are as follows:

< . .
Date of Service DY/ 2 / /%;? /
4 Slgnature of Authorized Repr, /éentatw
7 . =
Time of Service or Mailing 20/ am. _X_pm. D)ﬁ///)

Name and L.D. No.
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SCOTT M. MATHESON OlL, GAS, AND MINING BOARD

Governor
CHARLES R. HENDERSON
GORDON E. HARMSTON STATE OF UTAH Chairman
Executive Director,
NATURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES JOHN L. BELL
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING C. RAY JUVELIN
CLEON B. I THADIS W. BOX
Di:c;'f GHT 1588 West North Temple MAXILIAN A FARBMAN
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 EDWARD T. BECK
(801) 533-5771 E.STEELE McINTYRE

Vacation or Termination of Notice or Order

To the Following Permitee or Operator:

Name é )/’/@’Z (/4/ : ’/%ﬂ/m/ @M
Mailing Address A5 Lz 4 %MW

State Permit No./lg 7

Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N /g‘?"‘yﬂd dated__, /é? ‘% , 19é—_«’5f.

Y TV
Cessation Order No. C - dated / , 19 |
Violation No. _L__ is hereby _K_ Terminated W 5/// éd;/acated because:
ViolationNo. _________ is hereby — Terminated —— Vacated because:

cated because:

Violation No. is hereb Term% /
Date of SerwceM / % ? 4/ L 7
Sngnaturcwj?ﬂe‘m’ésematn e
2 e ; ”
Time of Service or Mailing 4&«4’(«5 a.m. X p.m. ;:/@M/D

Name and 1.D. No.




STATE OF UTAH Scott M. Matheson, Governor
NATURAL RESOURCES Temple A. Reynoids, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining Dr. G. A. (Jim) Shirazi, Division Director

4241 State Office Building - Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

August 23, 1983

P49, - G496~ LS9
REGISTERED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED !

Mr. James T. Jensen
Jensen Law Offices

190 North Carbon Avenue
Price, Utah 84501

RE: Notice of Violation 83-4-9-2,
: 2 of 2 ‘
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder No. 7
Carbon: County, Utah

Dear Mr. Jensen:

This letter is written in response to your August 16, 1983, letter to the
Division conserning the asbove mentioned violation. In your letter you state,
"To the best of my knowledge U. S. Fuel Compamy has no right either by
contract or by law, to go onto Utsh Railway Company Property." As I discussed
with you during our August 15, 1983 phone conversation U. S. Fuel Company must
provide the Division with legal documents, i.e. contracts and/or easements
between U. S. Fuel Company and Utah Railway Company, which substantiate this
claim. , _

In addition, you also stated that, "Any abatement action taken by U. S.
Fuel Company will first require that the permission of Utah Railway Company be
obtained and second that any plans for abatement be approved by Utah Railway
Company prior to submission thereof to the Division.'" Once again U. S. Fuel
Company needs to submit legal documents which verify this statement.

In regards to your request for modification of the time for abatement of

the violation I would refer you to an August 17, 1983, letter from the
- Division to Mr. E. M. Gardiner and the modification attached to said letter.

' an equal opportunity employer « please recycle paper



Mr. Jensen
August 23, 1983
Page 2

I appreciate the information which you have provided in regards to this
matter, however, as I stated legal documentation needs to be provided to the
Division. If you have any questions do not hesitate to contact myself or Joe
Helfrich.

Sincerely, /
DAVID LOF
FIELD SPECIALIST

DL/jvb

cc: Tom Hmett, OSM
Joe Helfrich, DOGM
Jean Semborski, U. S. Fuel Co.
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UNITED STATES FUEL COMPANY ¢4, Kwl

HIAWATHA, UTAH 84527 AQ\:Q\( €..; K
August 19, 1983 =~ .V V}s‘”‘5/‘3\\vséb(

)

AUG 19 1823

Mr. James W. Smith, Jr.
Coordinator of Mined Land Development

State of Utah, Natural Resources i D,WSION OF
Division of 0i1, Gas and Mining Bl QAS & MinIN
4241 State Office Building Sm

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 auG
1 221ag
Re: Plan to Abate 1983

NOV 83-4-9-2, 2 of 2

Dear Mr. Smith;

The following letter responses to Mr. Lof's letter and modification
notice dated August 17, 1983. Enclosed is a copy for your reference.

United States Fuel Co. has recieved the Modification of Notice for
NOV 83-4-9-2, 2 of 2. We feel a two week interim abatement deadline is
more reasonable in this situation. Again, we restate our objection to
the policy of a one week abatement and request to know if this is a policy
of the Division's entire inspection staff and if is enforced similarly on
other operators. The regulations set no specific time limit (other than
90 days) but state, "A reasonable time for abatement, which may include
time for acomplishment of interim steps". The lack of fixed abatement
period seems to recognize the fact that all abatements can not be handled
the same. It appears quite unreasonable to make the operator react with-
in a week when it takes the Division several weeks or a month to review
the submitted plan. If abatements have not been made efficiently in the
past perhaps the time shortening needs to occur in the Division as weill
as the operators.

Perhaps it was not made clear that the members of our staff that
handle compliance matters were both gone for portions or th entire week.
Upon receiving the violation Tuesday moring, it was realized that there
was insufficient time to appropriately address this issue. A letter for
an extension was written that day and sent. Vacations had been scheduled
prior to the receipt or knowledge of this violation. We had hoped this
would be viewed as a reasonable request for an extension of time rather
than a lack of diligence.

ek
AN
s, ™ »
ARE:

King EoAl

Quotations subject to immediate acceptance. Coal will be soid and invoiced at price 1n etfect on dats of shipment, at mine weights f. 0. b. cars at place of shipment, unless otherwise specifically sgread in writing.
Agreements ara contingent upon causes of delay bevond our control, including strikes. accidents, ricts, acts of God, lockouts, lire. flood, inability to secure cars or transportation.



Mr. James W. Smith, .
August 19, 1983
Page 2

Also, we feel it should have been our responsibility to contact the
other party and not Mr. Lof's. Our attorney was first consulted as to the
Company's legal position and obligations.

Next, we felt it best to have developed some type of plan to present
to Mr Martin. The one day, for the staff members return to work to when
Mr. Martin was contacted, in reasonable terms, does not display a gross
lack of diligence.

Contact was made by United States Fuel Co. with the Division on
August 16 not for initial guidance but to reaffirm previous verbal guidance.
Our experience has been that this is sometimes subject to change. The
intent of the conversation was to make a comparison of our plan with any
later suggestions Mr. Lof may have had.

Last of all, the legal issues involved are of prime concern. Both
Mr. Lof, when he made his initial inspection and us, when we reviewed the
situation in the field were trespassers and depending on the circumstances
then or in the future, could be prosecuted.

The following portion of this letter relays our plan to abate this
violation and will be implemented if and when the railroad permits us to
do so.

Presently a 4" diameter waterline valve lies very close to the 36"
railroad culvert inlet. In order to minimize erosion and sediment dis-
turbance when this emergency release valve is activated United States
Fuel Co. proposes to install a culvert turn down on the outlet of this
36"culvert. The turn down will be followed by a section of pipe approx-
imately 15' long in order to convey the drainage to the bottom of the channel.
Another elbow will be attached to this drop pipe along with a length of
pipe sufficient in length to outlet the drainage in a location where an
energy dissipator can be employed. Construction of the dissipator will
utilize materials already present in the channel, i.e. railroad ties.
The ties will be emplaced perpendicularly to the direction of water flow
in the channel below the culvert outlet and will be Tashed together.
(See enclosed topographic map - schematic diagram for visual details of
the project). Dirt from beside the channel will be used to cover and
stabilize the culvert lengths and elbows.

We feel this follows Mr. Lof's initial guidance and should sat-
isfactorially abate this vioTlation.

Sincerely,

\;7éea9} xﬁé»v(ééﬁuﬂﬁéf

Jean Semborski
Engineer 1

JsS:1j

Enclosure
cc: Errol M. Gardiner



STATE OF UTAH Scott M. Matheson, Governor

NATURAL RESOURCES Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining Dr. G. A. (Jim) Shirazi, Division Director

4241 State Office Building - Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

August 17, 1983

Mr. E. M. Gardiner

Vice President and General Manager
United States Fuel

Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Extension of NOV 83-4-9-2,
2 of 2
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder #7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Mr. Gardiner;

Please find enclosed a Modification of Notice for NOV 83-4-9-2, 2 of 2.
The violation's ''Time for Abatement" has been modified to extend the abatement
deadline one week as discussed with Ms. Jean Semborski on August 16, 1983.
This extension is not based upon the merits of your August 9, 1983 letter to
the Divisor.

In your letter you made several statements which I would like to address:

1. That "A one week abatement deadline is unfair because it assumes all
violations are equal."

The reason for giving a short initial abatement deadline is to expedite
compliance with the time constraints of the act and regulations. Once a
violation has veen received the operator needs to address the matter
immediately, a short abatement deadline helps to bring an operator back into
compliance expeditiously. If an operator substantiates in writing that he has
been diligent in his effort to address the remedial actions required then the
time set for abatement may be extended (UMC 843.12 (c)). '

2."Plans can not be developed until we inform the other party'' (Utah
Railway Co.).

On Tuesday August 16, 1983, I telephoned Mr. Dan Martin, the Utah Railway
Superintendent in Helper, Utah. I explained the nature of your problem to him
and he seemed to be willing to help you correct the situation as soon as
possible. 1In addition I found out that your company had not attempted to
contact Utah Railway Co. concerning the problem until that same afternoon. If



Mr. Gardiner
ACT/007/011
August 17, 1983
Page 2

the plans could not be developed until you informed '‘the other party," why did
you, the operator, wait until the afternoon of August 16, 1983 (the initial
abatement deadline) to contact ''the other party?"' Was this a diligent effort
to address the remedial actions required? -

3. '"This violation did not consider the legal issues that may be
involved."

The legal issues involved have very little bearing, if any, on the
development of plans to correct the problem. The legal issues may however
effect the actual implemention of said plans.

4. Mr. Robert Eccli has been on vacation this past week and will return |
on August 15, 1983. It is necessary for Mr. Eccli to review any
design or construction. '

I discussed the violation in full with Ms. Semborski on August 5, 1983,
this would have given your staff ten days in order to develop plans, to
correct a seemingly simple problem, so that Mr. Eccli could have reviewed the
design on August 15 & 16. However, it wasn't until August 16 that Ms.
Semborski called me, to ask once again, what I would suggest to do in order to
correct the problem. Why did you, the operator, wait until August 16 to call
the Division to ask for further guidance in developing plans to correct the
problem? .

In conclusion I do not feel that you, the operator, have been diligent in
your effort to come into compliance with the act and regulations. You have
been granted a one week extension of your abatement deadline, however, due to
your lack of diligence no more extensions will be granted for Part A. of NOV
83-4-9-2, 2 of 2. If plans are not received by the Division by August 23,
1983 a cessation order will be issued in accordance with UMC 843.12 (d).

Please do not hesitate to call me or Joe Helfrich if you have any
questions concerning this matter.

DL/ jvb

Enclosure

cc: Tom Ehmett, OSM
Joe Helfrich, DOGM
Jean Semborski, U.S. Fuel Co.
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4241 State Office Building
salt Lake City, Utah 84114 DIVISION OF

GAT & MINING

RE: Stream modification-
North Fork Pad

Dear Mr. Smith:

United States Fuel Company would like to obtain permission to
modify a channelway present on the North Fork Intake Pad. This mod-
ification was recommended to United States Fuel Company by OSM during
their annual inspection conducted this past July and also by members
of the Division's inspection staff.

Presently a small stream of water flows from an air intake portal
on this pad. The portal is used only as an airway. The areal extent
of the intake pad is .2 acre. The <mall stream, averaging eight gallons
per minute, runs directly through the yard, about fifty feet wide, and
into a natural stream course to the left fork of the north fork of
Miller Creek.

Over a 22 month period, the small stream has been monitored and
sampled. Quality and quantity have remained relatively constant. The
quality of the water jssuing from the intake tunnel is quite good and
has always met discharge effluent limitations.

The water is derived from a sandstone-colluvium interface located
145 feet in the tunnel. It js in this area that the tunnel connects
with the coal seam. The tunnel supports a passageway through the side

ce Coa! will be sold 8nd invoiC od ot price :n effect on date of shipment, st m:ne weights t, 0. b. cars et piace of shipment, uniass otherwise specitically sgreed tn writing.
nt upon causes of delay beyond our Control, including strikes. sccicents, niots, acts of God. lockouts. fira. flood, insbilitly 10 secure cars of trpnsportation.




slope colluvium to the coal seam.

Presently, water runs from the air intake tunnel to the surface pad.
The water coming out of the tunnel does not come from the mine workings
furthur in the mine. Progressing in the tunnel and past the tunnel-coal
connection the floor level rises five feet in elevation before it starts
sloping back into the main mine workings. The slope of 2° to the south-
west would prevent any water in the mine sections from flowing out the
air intake portal. Water flowing out the intake air tunnel is exclusively
that from the coal-colluvium interface 145 feet within the tunnel.

The tunnel drainage is impounded on this pad by a straw bale filter
system at the end of the yard. This bale filter system, we feel, is
unnecessary, troublesome and counter-effective. We concur with outside
opinions that this stream might best be served by an open, rip rapped
channelway to convey the tunnel drainage to the natural stream course.

We have found several problems with the present drainage design.
First, as the pad is very small, a vehicle usually needs to cross this
small stream in order to turn around. In doing so, it churns up the soft
bottom in the ponded water. Although very few vehicles have a reason to
drive to this location, it is used on occasion by the mine, as an emer-
gency escapeway and for inspections by DOGM and OSM. A properly sized,
rip rapped channel, or stream ford, in this yard could eliminate the
turbidity. Also, cows and wildlife walk through the ponded water, churning
it and sometimes leaving excrement which causes the water to turn green,
smell and deteriorate in quality.

Maintenance of the filtration berm is also a problem. Cows and
wildlife destroy and displace the bales. Water seeps under and around
the bales. Due to the remoteness of this location, trips are seldom
made unless called for by a specific purpose.

The discharge from the portal is covered under our NPDES permit.



The quality of the discharge easily meets and has always met discharge
effluent limitations even without the straw bale filter system.

The situation, as it presently exists and is interpreted by
inspectors, is not much more than a set up for a surface, hydrologic
violation when no violation is warranted. We feel discharge require-
ments can be met adequately using a rip rapped stream channel 50 feet
Tong across the pad. We request that our plan be reviewed and a small

area exemption be granted.

Our request is justifiable under UMC 817.50. As the coal seam
is not acid or iron producing and the drainage satisfies effluent
Timitations and all applicable State and Federal quality standards,
the gravity discharge from this intake air portal may be allowed.

An adequately sized channel has been designed for this drainage.
It also takes into consideration the runoff in this area from a 10 yr.,
24 hr. storm. Refer to the enclosed topographic map to determine drain-
age boundaries and also to the enclosed calculation sheet for ditch
dimensions. The ditch will contain an adequate amount of rip rap to
avoid erosion or disturbance.

As we intend to complete this work before the weather and roads

become bad, we hope your response can be made quickly.

Sincerely,

Jean SJembashi

Jean Semborski
Engineer I

Js

Enclosure
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\,‘,‘6, "Eﬁ: "~ STATE OF UTAH Scott M. Matheson, Governor
- NATURAL RESOURCES Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director
RS Qil, Gas & Mining Dr. G. A. (Jim} Shirazi, Division Director

4241 State Office Building + Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-833-5771

August 16, 1983

Ms. Jean Semborski, Engineer

U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Abatement Plans for NOV
N83-4-6-2, {#2 of 2
Middle Fork Mine Yard

Hiawatha Complex

ACT/007/011, Folder Nos. 3 &7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Jean:

The Division has completed the review of the abatement plans submitted by

U. S. Fuel Company in response to NOV N83-4-6-2, #2 of 2 issued by Inspector
David Lof. The plans as provided are deficient in the following areas:

1. A narrative and/or design plan for controlling erosion at the inlet
to the proposed culvert must be proposed.

2. Specific design plans for controlling erosion and dissipating exit
velocities at the discharge end of the same culvert must be indicated.

3. ‘The peak flow (qp) generated by the operator is questionable (13.9
cfs). Tt is assumed that the operator utilized the SCS - National
Pngineering Handbook, Section 4, Hydrology, Chapter 21 in sizing the
culvert. The Division has cross-checked the rator's calculations
utilizing this method and computed a peak disggirge (qp) of 20 cfs
for the 190+ acre watershed.

Several of the assumptions and input values used by the operator were
not included with the write-up and the Division was unable to verify
the accuracy of those figures. Consequently, the values computed by

the Division for To, To/Tp, the revised Tp and qp are different from
those provided by the operator.



Ms. Jean Semborski
ACT/007/011
August 16, 1983
Page 2

It is very important to provide all design calculations, methodologies and
references vwhen submitting a plan or modification to the Division for review
and approval. This not only aids the Division in comprehending how a
structure was designed, but also speeds up the review process significantly.

In order to maintain a manageable head water depth of 1, it is recommended
that the operator provide an invert slope for the 24 inch culvert of at least
.03 (ft/ft). The natural embankment slope should be more than adequate to
provide this slope gradient.

Once these deficiencies have been addressed, the proposal should be
approvable.

Should any questions arise, please feel free to call me.

Singerelx, /é/
e At éfz
/é' e / L 047/{,( 67‘__—

D. WAYNE HELBERG
RECLAMATION HYPROLOGIST

DWH/btb

cc: Walter Swain, OSM, Denver
Jodie Merriman, OSM, Albuquerque
D. 1of, DOGM
J. Whitehead, DOGM
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Executive Director,
NATURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES JOHN L. BELL
DIVISION OF OiL, GAS, AND MINING C. RAY JUVELIN °
CLEON B. FEIGHT THADIS W. BOX
Direvtor 1588 West.North Temple MAXILIAN A FARBMAN
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 . EDWARD T. BECK
(801) 533-5771 ' E.STEELE McINTYRE

Modification of Notice or Order
To the Following Permitee or Operator:
Name _éé_i_.élﬂ [ gZﬂ - / /5’,;/&//7/"7% Qﬂfﬁﬂ
Mailing Address _ &7, ez . ; A{&m L 25027
State Permit No. /@/%Jd/: /é//

Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N5 =/~ q”t)z — dated_&i— l/ 19287

Cessation Order No. C dated , 19
Y TV

Violation No. i_ is modified as follows: / //’75”6;? AL EIVEAR T [

The reason for this modification are as follows: Ve A, 7ao (2 ) WEERS RO DAEOF

A ETR CF THE A7 o f oL AT70R

Violation No. _ is modified as follows:

The reasons for this modification are as follows: /

LTES Lol or2ER BYe7s of s vide A7OL
_ is modified as follows: BEAZAM GG ED)

 a

Violation No.

The reasons for this modification are as follows:

Date of Service...é&’éé/ff /é / 9’535" ‘ /%/ 7
7 Signature of Agthf?y/ﬁ?pﬂésentative
. ) ‘ ) s 5¢£/
Time of Service or Mailing ~Ja &0 am _X pm. — Z/‘ﬂ (7)) /6?

Name and |.D. No.
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JENSEN Law OFFICES

THERALD N. JENSEN 190 NORTH CARBON AVENUE TELEPHONE
JAMES T JENSEN PRICE, UTAH 8450l (801) 637-i542
MICHAEL J. VAN WAGENEN TELECOPIER
GEORGE M. HARMOND, JR. (80O1) 637-4498

August 16, 1983

Division of 0i1, Gas and Mining RECEIVED

State Office Building
Salt Lake City, Utah G 1 8883

Attn: David Lof

DIV. OR, GAS, MINING

Re: U.S. Fuel Company
NOV 83-4-9-2
August 4, 1983

This Tletter will confirm my telephone conversation with you on
August 15, 1983 wherein I advised you that with respect to the above
violation it is not possible for U.S. Fuel Company to submit or imple-
ment plans to abate the violation within the time frame proposed by you.

The most immediate problem is that the area where the violation occurred
is owned or otherwise controlled by Utah Railway Company. The railroad
right-of-way is 200 feet wide (100 feet on each side of centerline).
For your information, I enclose a copy of a topographic map showing the
Utah Railway Company outlined in green and the approximate area in which
the violation occurred marked in red.

To the best of my knowledge U.S. Fuel Company has no right, either by
contract or by law, to go onto Utah Railway Company property. Any
abatement action taken by U.S. Fuel Company will first require that the
permission of Utah Railway Company be obtained and second that any plans
for abatement be approved by Utah Railway Company prior to submission
thereof to the Division.

Can you tell me whether or not in your opinion the area in which the
violation took place was limited to the Utah Railway Company right-of-
way or whether other areas were also involved? If other areas were
involved can you identify the extent of such other area?

In the meantime I will appreciate your extending the time for abatement
without date until we can get some answers to and a better handle on the
situation.



Also, even though I have referred to a v101at1on and the prob]ems in
abating the same, I do not want you to construe “this - letter as an
acknowledgement at this time that U.S. Fygk gom agrees that a
violation occurred or that it has a duty to™ake arﬁ”ﬁatement action.
This does not mean however that U.S. Fuel Company and T will not use our
best efforts to work with you and the D1v1s1on to. reach a satisfactory
resolution of the problem. L

If you have any further questions concerning this matter please contact
me.

h
ames T. Jense
JTJd:bmo

cc: Jean Semborski

D-31/151
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UNITED STATES FUEL COMPANYY e L.,

HIAWATHA, UTAH 84527

August 9, 1983
AUG 1 51983

James W. Smith, Jr.

State of Utah Natural Resources
0i1, Gas and Mining

4241 State Office Building

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

Re: Request for Extension of
NOV #83-4-9-2, 2 of 2

Dear Mr. Smith;

U.S. Fuel Company requests a time extention on the abatement period
for NOV #83-4-9-2, 2 of 2. This violation issued on August 4 by Dave
Lof, currently carries a one week deadline for the interim step which
will be August 16, 1983. The policy of applying a one week abatement is
unfair because it assumes all violations are equal in severity and
correctability.

The case of the violation 2 of 2 is particularly difficult because
we are dealing with a situation where we are asked to perform work on
another company's property. Plans can not be developed until we in-
form the other party. This violation did not consider the legal issues
that may be involved.

Also, our Chief Engineer, Mr. Robert Eccli has been on vacation this

past week. Any necessary design or construction will need to be reviewed
by him. He will return on August 15, 1983.

E.M. Gardiner
Vice President and General Manager

EMG:JS:1j

cc: Jean Semborski

uTanr

King Coal

Quotations subject to immediate acceptance. Coal will be sold and invoiced at price in effact on date of shipment, at mine weights f. 0. b. cars at place of shi uniess i ifi agreed in writing.

Agreements are contingent upon causes of deiay beyond our control. including strikes. accidents, riots, acts of God, fire, flood, inability to secure cars or transportation.




" STATE OF UTAH Scott M. Matheson, Gevernor
NATURAL RESOURCES Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining Dr. G. A. (Jim) Shirazi, Division Director

4241 State Office Building - Salt Loke City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

August 8, 1983

770 855

CERTIFIED
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Jean Semborski
U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Notice of Violation N83-4-9-2
and Termination of Notice of
Violation N83-4-6-2, 1 of 2
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folder #7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Jean:

Please find enclosed the above-mentioned documents, which were discussed
with you during our phone conversation on August 5, 1983. As was mentioned at
that time, both violations have an abatement deadline of one week from the
date of receipt of this letter. An extension will only be granted upon
receipt of a written request for extension prior to the abatement deadline.
Said extension must be substantiated.

Should you have any quéstions concerning this letter or the enclosed
Notices, please do not hestitate to call me or Joe Helfrich.

<<~ Sincerely, -/ / ’
N L
B - 1;—/{/ g
A

/l .«/‘Z/

~— L e
DAVID LOF -

FIELD SPECIALLST
DL:gl
Fnclosures

cc: Tom Ehmett, OSM
Joe Belfrich, DOGM
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SCOTT M. MATHESON OIL, GAS, AND MINING BOARD

Governor
CHARLES R. HENDERSON
GORDON E. HARMSTON STATE OF UTAH Chairman
Executive Director, .
NATURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES JOHN L. BELL
DIVISION OF OiL, GAS, AND MINING C. RAY JUVELIN
CLEON B. FEI THADIS W, BOX
OD,_:C:W GHT 1588 West North Temple MAXILIAN A FARBMAN
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 EDWARD T.BECK
(801) 533-5771 E. STEELE McINTYRE

Vacation or Termination of Notice or Order

To the Following Permitee or Operator:

Name //Z o f/;z é?ﬁ. - %W/WM 4”7/%«—;;(
Mailing Address _ /.3 futez 2 A/x&g@@ by 27
State Permit No. A ﬁé&}: zi

Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N.ZZ3 ““!/ - &l : — dated__ L e¥ [ 1983
Cessation Order No. C — dated , 19
W 1/22/63
EFFECT!

Violation No. is hereby _L Terminated — . Vacated because:
Violation No. —______ is hereby - Terminated —— Vacated because:
ViolationNo. _____ is hereby — Termj : ated because:
Date of Service %/é \5 /% 5

|gnature of Authorized Re &gﬁseptatlve
A § 4 f ;:v
Time of Service or Mailing ’5/9 a0 am. _X p.m. /VV/D

“ Name and I1.D. No.

T AE FITE GRS INSHAELTED TT LONFIRy fx/éf DOt EToNS P e REAIELD AL
NErFINS LERHICED or) ‘7/5‘?/53 v T ke OPERATDL 14 Dy CATED FasA5 FHE choktsC
AAD BErR QoA ETED w0 7/22 J83 .
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DOGMINOV-1 Yooshow DA R Baaiis -

STATE OF UTAH

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DIVISION OF OILQGAS & MINING, b

AT A YU Ty

NOT'CE OFV'OLAHONNON%’“ 772

St . e S [SFES ’ At
JFromthe STATEOF.UTAH . oo v o v o 0 e oy 0 e o
To the. Followmg Permlttee or Operator ~ ; P
NAME (.. -
MINE _ lppamE o CYSURFAGE XUNDERGROUND ' D OTHER
CATEGORY OF OWNERSHIP: I STATE [ FEDERAL FEE R MIRED
OSM MINE NO. . 777 .. MSHA LD.NO. .
COUNTY AND STATE L' Alan/ A _TELEPHONE_ . . .
MAILING:ADDRESS;. 4+ 3. futadZ (ict, .. Moklet ’, /f 4/@”2’ i

DATEOFINSPECTION _____ Tav 29 19 BT . , :
TIME OF INSPECTION: FROM £..30 0 am.to 4,//)’/,9 ___Dam

M¥pmto ... .. . Xpm

NAME OF OPERATOH (if other than permlttee)
’MAILI‘NG ADDRESS

Under ‘the authorlty of the Utah Coal Mimng a:nd Rectama‘f“oh Aét of 1979 (Sec 40-10-1 t-seq.; Utah
Code Annotated, 1953), the undersigned authorized representative of the Director and the ‘Division of Oil,
Gas & Mining has.conducted an inspection,of the above mine.on.the above date.and has found violation(s)
of the Act, the regulatlon,s or required. pe.,rmlt cond|thn(s) Ilsted in. the attachment(s) This Notlce consti-
tutes a separate Notice of. Vlolat;on for each. vwlat|on Ilsted _ « - .

RSV

You must abate each of these violations within the desugnated abatement time. You are responS|bIe
 for doing.all work in a safe.and workmanlike manner.. ... .. . oooo o me :

EEE ISt B
The .undersigned representative ifinds. that cessatlon of mmmg iss D . '?»aiSEfnot)& express|,y .

practical effect required by this Notice. For this purpose “Mining” means extracting:coal from the earth or
a waste pile and transporting it within or from the minesite.

This Notice shall remain in effect until it expires as prowded oh’ f'reverse ‘or |s ‘modified, terminated
or vacated by written notice of an authorized representatlve of the for ‘tbr of theiDmsnon of Oil, Gas &

Y.
Legrt?
[ i

Date .of Servi;ce

sl Lo T o o Yooy ,ﬂ . i, v e, TR 2 E T gt \ b \ P
rs 'ﬂ' / y % ‘* 4
Time of Service 3‘« é/ O a.m. ﬁr ,
, X p.m. — NAME AND I. D. NO.

B RE BF
B ;

“ Person Servied with Notice

T

IMPORTANT — PLEASE READ REVERSE OF THIS PAGE
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING

1588 West North Temple - Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 - (801) 533-5771
STATE OF UTAH

Notice of Vlolatlon. No Nﬁ - 1/""9 ’:72
Violation No. / of g;s?

Nature of the Violation

Provision(s) of the Regulations, Act, or Permit Violated

28 /OB )N )
L1 /7 ()

i B T A ()
BT 5~

Portion of the Operation to which Notice Applies

/ //f’ D057

s P2,

: /fs%ﬂ wWICN LONUEY S PWOEE £0M
_W@:mw K o s Pa

4

Remedial Action Required (including interim steps, if any)

Time for Abatement (including time for interim steps, if any)

AFmz0— S8 2 N TP
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF OiL, GAS, AND MINING
1588 West North Temple - Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 - (801) 533-5771
STATE OF UTAH

Notice of Violation: No. N ﬂ “"//;' ¢" —Z

of ol

Violation No. _@?

Nature of the Violation

P

56 64 16

7] CONIEY L 7o 2S5 Chaless i
A s e e & S
T ? g

Prozgon(s) of the gegulftﬁms, Act, or Permit Violated

bW GO-A0-4B ) (0D
pE Z/ TS

LB/ 7

Portion of the Operation to which Notice Applies




July 28, 1983

Memo to Coal File

RE: U.S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011, Folders #3 &
Carbon County, Utah

On July 19, 1983, Division technical staff, Tom Portle and D. Wayne
Hedberg met with Ms. Jean Semborski of U.S. Fuel Company at the Hiawatha mine
site.

The purpose of the trip was to look over an area to be impacted by a
proposed modification to an existing coal slurry pond #5.

Plans had been submitted by the Companj previously for the proposed
modification which were found deficient by the Division. The preliminary
review comments were delivered and discussed with Ms. Semborski on site.

It was the staff members' opinion, -after site inspection, that some of the
deficiencies initially identified in the proposal by the Division would not
necessarily hinder the planned construction schedule, however, other items
would require further detail prior to final approval for construction
initiation. ‘

Another area was observed while at the mine site via Ms. Semborski's
request. The Middlefork Yard (King IV Mine) had an undisturbed area drainage
problem which had resulted in the issuance of an NOV by David Lof. Ms.
Semborski related the company's tentative plans for abatement of this
violation and solicited the technical staff's opinion on the viability of the
proposals.

U.S. Fuel Company will develop a response to the Division's comments
promptly, in order that the pond modification may be approved in the very near

future.
D. WAYNE HEDBERG E

RECLAMATION HYDROLOGIST
DWH:gl

cc: Jean Semborski, U.S. Fuel Compary
Tom Portle, DOGM
Dave Lof, DOGM
Jodie Merriman, OSM



July 26, 1983
Memo to Coal File

RE: U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Mine
ACT/007/011, Folder #7
Carbon County, Utah

On May 19 and 20, 1983, the above-mentioned mine site was visited by
Division Inspector David Lof. The purpose of the visit was to perform a
partial inspection. I was accompanied on the inspection by Jean Semborski of

U. S. Fuel Company.

Since the last monthly inspection, the operator had regraded the diversion
along the north side of the middle fork sediment pond and created an inlet
near the pond's overflow structure for this disturbed area runoff off the haul
road and tipple area. I asked the operator to extend the berm which was
directing the runoff into the sediment pond out to the road and reminded them
of their responsibility to maintain these structures.

The operator has not disturbed the southwest corner of slurry pond #1
where a question concerning the removal of topsoil has arisen. During my
inspection of the area, I took several pictures of the site to document the
present level of the pond in relation to the undisturbed area. I also asked
the operator to install signs along the south side of the area in order to
prevent the dumping of materials adjacent to the undisturbed area.

I walked the perimeters of slurry ponds #1, 2, 3, and 4 in order to
determine the status of the disturbed area runoff diversions along their
perimeters. The diversions were in good working order. One question did
arise as to the adequacy of the diversions at the extreme northeast corner of



MEMO TO COAL FILE
ACT/007/011, Folder #7
July 22, 1983

Page Two

the rail yard by Miller Creek. I suggested to the operator that they survey
the area to make sure that the runoff would drain in the proper direction. I
also reminded them that they were responsible to insure the protection of
Miller Creek. We also briefly discussed the possibility of seeding the
diversion ditch on the east side of slurry pond #4 from State Highway 122 to
the sediment pond associated with slurry pond #4 this fall.

DAVID 1OF
FIELD SPECIALIST
DL:gl

cc: Tom Ehmett, OSM
Joe Helfrich, DOGM
Jean Semborski, U. S. Fuel

Statistics: See Deer Creek Mine memo dated July 18, 1983
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UNITED STATES FUEL COMPANY Dave .,
«Sok»/\.

Jifd
July 20, 1983 JUL 271983

HIAWATHA, UTAH 84527

Mr. James W. Smith, Jr., Coordinator of Mined
Land Development

State of Utah, Natural Resources

Division of 0il, Gas and Mining

4241 State Office Building

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

Dear Mr. Smith:

During a recent inspection of the United State Fuel Co. property by
inspector Dave Lof, Violation #83-4-6-2, 2 of 2 was issued on the left
fork drainage above the Middle Fork mine yard. The undisturbed drainage
channel way from above the mine was not directly connected with the un-
disturbed drainage bypass culvert channel which 1lies approximately across
from the King 4 fan at the elevation of the mine yard pad.

United States Fuel Co. presents the following plan and justifications
in order to abate this violation. '

The undisturbed drainage from above the mine yard presently would flow
down a natural channel just inside the tree line along the southwest peri-
meter of the mineyard (as indicated in yellow on the accompanying diagram).
We propose to continue to utilize this channel but to install a cross drain
drop culvert to intercept the water before it exits the channel. The
drainage would be picked up by a 24" corrugated metal pipe at the perimeter
of the tree line and culverted across and down to the bypass culvert as
indicated by the dashed blue 1line on the diagram.

An alternate route discussed would require the channel to be breached
at the tree line. Drainage would then flow down a longer path into the
bypass. This route is less preferred for several reasons:

1) The greater length equals a greater cost in materials,

2) Culverting down the hillside would be impractical due to seeps
which occur in this area,

3) To use rip rap for an open channel way would mean disturbance
of established vegetation along this route.

During a recent inspection by an OSM officer, it was recommended to
U.S. Fuel Co. by that officer that we use the route being proposed in this
plan, i.e. to use the existing channel in conjunction with a culverted drain

uTaNn

King coal

Quotations subtect to immadiate acceptance. Cost will be s0id and nvoiced at price in affect on date of shipmant. at mine waights 1. 0. b. caras at piace of shipment, uniess otharwise specifically sgreed in writing.
Agreements are contingent upon causes of delay beyond our controi, inciuding strikes. accidents. riots. acts of God. tockouts. tire, tlood. inability to secure cars ar transportation.



down to the existing bypass.

Work could be completed on this route the most expeditiously due to
a Jower labor factor. The cost of culvert in this area would be less than
rip rap for the second consideration and also more substantial.

Wayne Hedberg visited this site on July 19, 1983. In his visual evaluation
of the situation he expected this proposal to adequately address the
situation. He also mentioned that erosion protection should be employed
at the drop culvert outlet.

United States Fuel Company will begin construction of this drop drain bypass
system upon approval by the Division.

Sincerely,

/2% Sembonoles

Jean Semborski
Engineer

Enclosures
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STORM RUNOFF CALCULATIONS

DESIGN STORM _[O YEAR 24 HR. | LOCATION LELET FoRX_OF _MIDPLE FORK

f T
HYDRO,. . To/Tp 484 AQ | 1
CULVERT - Computed| ALy - REVISED' 48B4 AQ G
NO, A CN : Y Tp . NO. P Q To Computed| Used Tp L OREV.Tp :
: _ ; \ 1 i
. [E— :
0.303| 75 | 4,600 | 70 _l0.172 | _4-_|2.25 0.511|12.5._|72.7_| 50 _|0.250 299.8 1.7
! |
R S | N D B R,
‘: ! |
I I e - - I
|
- — - - S USEN [ —— A
Az AREA (M12) L = WATERSHED LAG (HRS.) Q@ = RUNOFF VOLUME (IN,))
. (10'8)(5;1)0‘7
CN = RUNOFF CURVE NUMBER 1900 y©'5 To = DURATION OF EXCESS RAINFALL (HRS.)
R = HYDROLOGIC LENGTH OF BASIN (FT.) s = __LQ.___C%O - 10 G = PEAK FLOW (CFS)
Y = AVERAGE SLOPE (%) P = PRECIPITATION DEPTH (IN.)
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UNITED STATES FUEL COMPANY

HIAWATHA, UTAH 84527

July 20, 1983

Mr. Dave "Lof

State of Utah, Natural Resources
Division of 0i1, Gas and Mining
4241 State Office Building

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

Dear Mr. Lof:

In regard to Violation #83-4-6-2, 1 of 2, the drawing SK-1, revision
2 provides the most recent details on the South Fork truck turn around
diversion ditch. The ditch was built to these design specifications as best
as subsurface materials would permit.

After the diversion construction was completed, several members of the
Division reviewed the field des1gn Concern was expressed that the ditch
itself might suffer from erosion so rip rap was placed along the bottom
for the length of the ditch. Later, a warning was issued by Sandy Pruitt
to encourage comp]et1on of the d1vers1on system by installing the white,
15" irrigation pipe from the dam to the outlet point below the turn around.
This work was completed before the deadline date and the system was then
in operating condition.

We realize that this, like other structures subject to hydrologic impact,
have maintenance requirements. The ditch will be maintained in accordance
with the design specifications. Such action should then abate violation 1 of 2.

Violation 2 of 2 is being addressed under a separate submittal to
James Smith. In the submittal we explain the action to be taken in order
to achieve a total bypass of undisturbed drainage.

Sincerely,

Than dombrabe

Jean Semborski
Engineer

UYAN

KING coAL

Quotations subject to immediate acceptance. Coal will be sold and invoiced st price in effact on date of shipment, at mine weights f. 0. b. cars st place of unless ifi sgread in writing.
Agreements are contingent upon causes of delay beyond our control, including strikes, accidents. riots, acts of God, fire. flood, insbility to secure cars or transportation.




Office of Surface Mining

Ly AT 00 Yoy
Az 7

MINE SITE EVALUATION INSPECTION REPORT

INSPECTOR NUMBER 0242 INSPECTION DATE 07/13/83
I. MINE SITE
1. Permittee U. S. Fuel, Co. 8. Status (check one)
a. [X] Active
2. Permittee Address b. [ ] In reclamation
Hiawatha, UT 84527 c. [ J Inactive
d. [ ] Abandoned
9. Type of Facility
3. Location of Mine a. [ ] surface
a. County CARBON b. [X] Underground
b. State UTAH Ce [X] Oother -
Specify prep plant
4, Name of Mine HIAWATHA
10. Steep Slope
5. Telephone Yes
No X
6. Date of Last State
Inspection on file 4/6/83 11. Mountain Top Removal
Yes
7. Permit No. ACT/007/011 No X
MSHA No. 12. Prime Farm Land
Yes
OSM No. ACT/007/011 No X
I1I. TYPE OF OSM INSPECTION

A.

Complete Inspection:

1. [X] Statistical Sample Inspection

Check appropriate box

2. [ ] others (citizen complaint inspections or second phase/
assistance inspections - specify.)

Other-Than-Complete-Inspection:

reason for inspection.

Check appropriate box and

1. [v] Statistical Sample Follow-up (date of Complete

Inspection

.)




MINE SITE EVALUATION INSPECTION REPORT
Hiawatha Mine
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(a) [ 1 10-Day Notice follow-up (State failed to
notify OSM or to take appropriate action).

(b) [ ] Federal NOV follow-up. -
(c¢) [ ] Federal CO follow-up.

(a) [ ] others - Specify

2. [ ] citizen Complaint Inspections

(a) [ ] Ccitizen's Complaint - iminent hazard or harm

to public or to environment.

(b) [ ] citizen's Complaint - 10-Day Notice follow-up
(state failed to notify OSM or take

appropriate action).

(c) [ ] citizen's Complaint - 10-Day Notice follow-up

(sample).

(a) [ ] other - Specify

III. COMPLIANCE INFORMATION

Indicate the appropriate number for each performance standard (See
instructions for clarification of the numbering system):

1. In compliance,
2. Not in compliance (State took action),

3. Not in compliance (State has not taken action),

4. Not in compliance (other),
5. Not applicable.

A. Performance standards that limit the effects of surface mining

to the permit area:

*2 1. Run-off control 1 6.
1 2. Surface water monitoring ,
1 3. Mining within permit 1 7.
- boundaries
1 4. Blasting procedures 1 8.
T . 5. Effluent limits
1 9.

*See comments and recommendations.

Ground water
monitoring
Haul road
maintenance
Refuse
impoundment
Signs and
markers



"MINE SITE EVALUATION INSPECTION REPORT PAGE 3
Hiawatha Mine

B. Performance standards that assure reclamation quality and
timeliness:

1 l. Topsoil handling 1 7. Timing of

1 2. Backfilling & grading - revegetation

1 3. Timing of reclamation 1 8. Highwall

1 4. Success of revegetation elimination

1 5. Disposal of excess spoil- 1 9. Downslope

1 6. Handling of acid or spoil disposal
toxic materials 1 10. Post mining

land use

C. For each standard marked (2), what action(s) has the State
taken to cause the violation to be corrected?

NOV 83-4-6-2 was issued on 7/1/83. Violation 1 of 2, was failure to
maintaln sediment control measures for the undisturbed diversion above
The south fork of Miller Creek loadout. The company has 30 days to
either maintain the diversion as approved to to submit new plans.
Tiolation 2 of 2 was for fallure to construct a temporary diversion so
as to safely bypass runoff from a ten-year 24-hour event. The diversion
under violation is the undisturbed diversion for the left fork of the
Middlie Fork of Miller Creek. The company has 30 days to submit plans
and 60 days to implement plans upon division approval. It appears that
abatement of this violation could take over 90 days.

D. For each standard marked (3), indicate what action(s) the
State should have taken.

E. For each standard marked (4), explain why it is unknown
whether or not the State has failed to take appropriate
action.




- MINE SITE EVALUATION INSPECTION REPORT PAGE 4
Hiawatha Mine

F. Does the mining and reclamation plan for the permit comply
with the approved State Program? yes X no .

If no, explain .

Do conditions exist that are not adequately addressed in the
permit? ves no X .

If yes, explain

G. Indicate State inspection frequency for this annual
review period.

Number of completes None received for period May 1, 1983-
April 30, 2984

Number of partials

H. Comments and recommendations Both diversions which received

violations were inspected. The North Fork of Millier Creek has been
reclaimed. The portal is still being used for air intake. A small
amount of water 1s beling discharged out of the portal and into the
creek. Although this water is not being passed through a pond or any
filtering devices the quality appeared to be very good and no erosion
was evident. According to company records, this discharge has always
met effluent limitations. The source of water is an underground
sandstone seep. UMC requires that underground water must meet effluent
limitations. If the Division classifies this discharge as disturbed
surface drainage, because it crosses a small disturbed area, then a
small area exemption 1s needed as well as the requlirement to meet
effluent limitations. I advised Ms. Semborski to discuss these options
with the Division.

The ditch around the eastern edge of the refuse disposal area, along
slurry pond 5-B is in need of maintenance. The company submitted plans
for expansion of the refuse pile to the Division on 6-1/-83. These
plans call for a stabilization berm 50' wide and 20" high for this

area. If these plans are approved and can be implemented within two
weeks, cleaning of the present ditch may not be needed. If not, this
ditch should be carefully monitored and cleaned, i1f necessary, in order
to assure that disturbed area runoff will not by-pass the sediment pond.
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~ MINE SITE EVALUATION INSPECTION REPORT PAGE 5
>~ Hiawatha “ine

Iv. ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION - FEDERAL

1. 10-Day Notice Number
2. NOV Number ’
3. CO Number -

V. VIOLATION CODES

ATO SM BG HE-RG IF TH SP EL. WM BZ RD DM BL RVG SD MWP EP DP OV

VI. ADMINISTRATION INFORMATION
2 1. Hours travel to and from site
250* 2. Acreage of permit *approximately 250 disturbed)
9 hrs 3. Inspection time (on site)

6 4. Permit review time
(4 hrs in office and 2 hrs at mine)

3 5. Report-writing time

et Mppriont P25

Signature Date

- Jodie Merriman
Pri Name of Authorized Representagtive

| ﬁzx/x//£:£, Csjézl/4’1/‘“ < — /4"”’§§Z

Reviewed By Date




July 7, 1983

Memo to Coal File:

RE: U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Complex
ACr/007/011

Emery County, Utah

On April 13, 1983, a partial inspection was conducted at the above
mentioned mine site. I was accompanied on the inspection by John Lind, and
Jean Senmborski.of U.S. Fuel Compary.

Upon arriving at the mine site, I found that the operator was burning non-
coal waste in the preparation plant area, west of the depot and north
northeast of the prep plant. The material being burned was old electrical
cable. The operator was burning off the wire insulation so that they could
salvage the copper. I asked the operator if they had a burning permit, and
they said that they were not aware that one was needed. I informed them that
they must acquire a burning permit from the State Bureau of Air Quality and in
order to do so, the Bureau would require them to have an incinerator. The
operator immediately extinguished the fire upon my request.

South Fork

The conveyor from the mine yard to the loadout, and its associated
electrical conduit, had been raised in two areas where sections of the
guardrail along the road had been removed, as required, in order to create
passageways under the comveyor for deer. A cursory inspection of the mine
yard and loadout indicated that the sediment control structures were operating

as designed.

While discussing the sediment basin at the barrow area with the operator,
we briefly discussed the installation of an overflow structure and I asked the
operator how they were planning on monitoring the sediment volume in the
basin. Ms. Semborski indicated that they were going to periodically survey
the basin to determine the of volume sediment. I suggested that instead, they
survey in a couple of markers so that they might have an easier method for
determining the volume of sediment.

Middle Fork

A very small amount of runoff was by-passing the sediment pond via the
mine access road and associated roadside ditch. Mr. Lind had mine personnel
breach the berm between the roadside ditch and sediment pond, and place the
berm perpendicular to the road in order to direct the runoff from the ditch
into the sediment pond. I suggested to him that in the future should this
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means of controlling the runoff be difficult to maintain, that they may
consider installing a slotted cross-drain across the road, or some other means
of controlling the runoff which can potentially leave the mine yard/loadout
area via the access road.

The topsoil from the runaway truck ramp has been placed in an isolated
area and a berm constructed around its perimeter.

Slurry Ponds

Due to modification of slurry pond #1, a question concerning the removal
of topsoil in the soutlwest corner of the slurry pond has arisen. The soil
material is in a narrow strip on a 2:1 slope immediately above the present
slurry pond level. The slope is vegetated with a pinyon-juniper vegetation
type and it would probably require the use of a drag line or some similar
heavy equipment to recover the soil. 1 informed the operator that I would
discuss with the technical staff what I had observed on site and that since
the matter had not been resolved, that they were absolutely not to disturb the
area until such time as the question could be resolved.

DavidI’o;:/\—D/‘

Field Specialist
DL/gl
cc: Tom Ehmett, OSM
Joe Helfrich, DOM
Jean Semborski, U. S. Fuel

Statistics: See Natomas Trail Mountain memo dated April 28, 1983.
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DOGMINOV-1 . . o - 32/ -
STATE OF UTAH &M /

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF OIL, GAS & MINING

1588 West North Temple
Sait Lake City, Utah 84116
Telephone: (801) 533-5771 °

NOTICE OF VIOLATION NON &3 -7-£2

From the STATE OF UTAH
To the Following Permittee or Operator:

NAME %J/;‘-Z/?/J’

M'NEMW_M— “0J SURFACE X UNDERGROUND (1 OTHER

CATEGORY OF OWNERSHIP: (] STATE [ FEDERAL O FEE X MIXED
OSM MINE NO. __ STATE PERMIT NO. j&m MSHA 1.D. NO.
GOUNTY AND STATE_C ALRa4) Lo /f/r/w o ____ TELEPHONE
MAILING ADDRESS: _ 4. 5. frsirZ , oA, e BI527
DATE OF INSPECTION __414/: ‘7 /0 d—/ ' 1083 . ,
TIME OF INSPECTION: FROM e AV YY) = 4208 St

NAME OF OPERATOR (if other than permitiee)
MAILING ADDRESS:

Under the authority of the Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act of 1979 (Sec. 40-10-1 et seq., Utah
Code Annctated, 1953), the undersigned authorized representative of the Director and the: Division of Qil,
Gas & Mining has conducted an inspection of the above mine on the above date and has found violation(s)
of the Act, the regulations or required permit condition(s) listed in the attachment(s) This Notice consti-
tutes a separate Notice of Violation for each violation listed.

You must abate each of these violations within the designated abatement time. You are responsible
for doing all work in a safe and workmanlike manner. :

The undersigned representative finds that cessationof mlnlng is [ ~is not JX expressly or in
practical effect required by this Notice. For this purpose “Mining” means extracting coal from the earth or
a waste pile and transporting it within or from the minesite.

This Notice shall remain in effect until it expires as prowded on the reverse or is modified, terminated
or vacated by written notice of an authorized representative of the’ Director of the Division of Oil, Gas &
Mining. The time for abatement may be extended by the authorized representatlve for good cause, if a
request is made within a reasonable time before the en batement period,,

Date of Service JMV{/%? .
Time of Service //fﬁ& X a.m. )ﬁ 7D, /éf #/

0 pm. — NAME AND 1. D. NO.

Person Servied with Notlcewﬂ/ ﬂﬁm

PRINT NAME AND TITLE

Signature /rsE) a9 ZHLE QA |
IMPORTANT — PLEASE READ REVERSE OF THIS PAGE



56 64 16
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING
1588 West North Temple - Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 - (801) 533-5771

STATE OF UTAH

Notice of Violation No. N ﬁg - % é“’-z
Violation No. / of j

Nature of the Violation

Provision(s) of the Regulations, Act, or Permit Violated

w2 77/ 73 (6)(3)
w77 /9

Portion of the Operation to which Notice Applies

e o S Yo

Remedial Action Required (including interim steps, if any)

/¢7 /’/ AW«LﬂV_ZAMz_LaLMMM YITH _THE AAPLoVED

= (< K772/
AP '
Voo LY U NAIS  ATID (EF R THE WV LTHED) ZHTF /B AYD) NP 7R
AUD P nts SHPBERRTEZ & PP P ALY A

Time for Abatement (including time for interim steps, if any)

. _50 DRSSy THE DE g REDETINZ oF FH/S /szfc:’
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING

1588 West North Temple - Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 - (801) 533-5771

STATE OF UTAH

Notice of Violation No. N gf -‘7«- é‘o?
Violation No. ___d— of 2

T ¥

Nature of the Violation

WM&! Wy W A M@{ﬂzﬂﬂ

/59-}2»7%’ 2- Wa:é /’%ﬁ/ﬂ Wﬁl// ;’/f/ A )’EZD/VW/MK/ ﬂgwé) 5 DES/eME)
Provision(s) of the Regulations, Act, or Permit Violated

U 7 7/./30, Y2

ML 77,

(LCA 4%/&%9/ 2)(D(1)
Wy 17 73 @) aup B(c)

LB 7. 45
Portion of the Operation to which Notice Applies
VA sexT paen oF ZE M fotne ax /Wociw /Afij ANDs 7HREED

Remedial Action Required (including interim steps, if any)

Time for Abatement (including time for interim steps, if any)

A 50 DA et DA pERELENT  pF TR /{/érficg"
8. L0 s FRom PAZE of XECwY  OF 7RIS Abzzee LAY HTA TR
L SRID FLANS sl FBE LV ETED




STATE OF UTAH , Scott M. Matheson, Governor
NATURAL RESOURCES o Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining Dr. G. A. (Jim) Shirazi, Division Director

4241 State Office Building - Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

July 1, 1983
REGISTERED RETIRN REEIPT REQESTED

Ms. Jean Sewbarski
U. S. Fuel Company
Hawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Notice of Violation NOV
83-4-6-2
Hi awatha Coumplex
ACT/007/011
Folder M. 7
Carbon Comty, Utsh

Dear Jean:

Please find enclosed a copy of Notice of Violation N83-4-6~2 as discussed
with you during our phone comversation on Jue 27, 1983. If you have any
questions concerning this notice please do not hesitate to call wme.

Smcerely , M/ /
7

DAV]D IOF
FIELD SPECIALIS

DL/1m
cc: Tom Etmett, OM 7 .

enclosure
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> STATE OF UTAH Scott M. Matheson, Governor

NATURAL RESOURCES " Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining Dr. G. A. (Jim) Shirazi, Division Director

State Office Building - Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

June 14, 1983

Ms. Jean Semborski

U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Complex
Hiawatha, tah 84527

RE: Soil Data from April 21, 1983
Tour of Slurry Pand #1 and
Attendant Disturbance
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011 :

Folder M.'s 3
Carbon County,

Dear Jean:

Pursuant to your May 17, 1983 request please find the soils data (item 3)
vhich has recently been returned from the Uteh State soils laboratory.

Judging from this data there appears to be no restrictive properties which
might enter into decision making with regard to topsoil salvaging. Soil
texture, organic matter and high CEC all affirm the viability of this material.

Please keep us posted with regard to your development plans for this area
so we might coordinate with you in having a representative present during

actual soil removal.

THMAS L. PARTLE
RECLAMATION SOTLS SPECIALIST

TLP/1m

cc: Sandy Pruitt, DOGY
Dave Iof, DOQ1

enclosure

on ecual opportunty employer - piease recycle poper



" STATE OF UTAH

NATURAL RESOURCES Scott M. Mofhesor\, Golvemor
Oil, Gas & Mining Temple A. Reynoids, Executive Director

Dr. G. A. (Jim) Shirazi, Division Director
4241 State Office Building + Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

May 10, 1983

Ms. Jean Semborski
U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Complex
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Request for Plans and Partial
Exemption for Topsoil Removal
Pursuant to Slurry Expansion

U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Complex

" ACT/007/011
Folder No.'s 3 &[7
Carbon County, U

Dear Jean:

Thank you for accompanying me on our April 21, 1983 tour of the areas to
be inundated attendant to the rise of the slurry level in slurry pond #1. The
tour was most helpful in meshing the details which appear in the
correspondence relative to this matter with the field reality.

This letter conveys the Divisions conclusions as a result of the tour.

1. Since U. S. Fuel does not have an approved plan for the Miller Creek
borrow area or any other borrow area thus the assertion that soil lost in
this area can be covered by surplus from another will not be considered.

2. FEven if an approved borrow area was in existence and surplus topsoil or
substitute material were available we would not be able to approve the
sacrifice of soil in this area as it is not within the context of UIMC

817.22.

3. The Division does, however, agree that safety would be a major concern for
equipment operators on the north slope and that the area would be left
more stable due to good vegetative growth on this steep slope. Thus the
Division grants an exemption to topsoil removal on this slope pursuant to
wcC 817.22 (g)(1).

4. All topsoil on the west slope must be removed. Prior to removal, plans
must be sumbitted to and approved by the Division. This should be done as

soon as possible.

CT 20U COCCTLT Ty €T D80 . PIElEE 2

)



Ms. Jean Semborski
ACT/007/011

May 10, 1983

Page Two

A memo dated April 28, 1983 (enclosed) addresses other items in your April
11, 1983 letter to Sandy Pruitt. Also, as you recall, we discussed sampling
requirements for defining the potential for the use of the Miller Creek area
for substitute materials. Please find the attached guide to sampling.

S;m71y s
| wﬁ»/ééé

THOMAS L. PORTLE
RECLAMATION SOILS SPECIALIST

TLP/1m

cc: Sandy Pruitt, DOGM
pavid 1of, DOGM

Fonclosures



SAMPLING

The number of samples necessaty to adequately delineate the quality and
quantity of the soil substitute material in question depends largely on the
probable variability of the material in question. The goal generally is to

obtain sang‘]).es that are representative of the area. Also, it is of interest
to: (1) show that no physical or chemical charateristics exist which would

adversely affect the capability of the substitute material to support
vegetation; and, (2) determine the nutrient levels of the material to serve a
baseline function. :

In this case sampling must be done at depth intervals. All analysis
should be done for each depth increment. It is recommended that sampling be
done by soil horizon where possible and that at a minimm that every 12 inches
should be sampled independently. Probably at least 15 - 20 samples should be
taken. Compositing of these samples would be more economical and probably be
more representative by obtaining a homogeneous mix of each soil depth interval
from composited soil from all the sample points in adequate volume for the
purpose of analysis. Send paired samples to the lab.

Test to be performed Reported As Suggested Methods*
Soil texture % sand, silt, clay Hydrometer method. Black et

al. 1965. Methods of Soil
analysis. ASA Mono No. 9,
Part 1, method 43-45:
562-566.

pH units U.S.D.A. Handbook 60,
method (2a) page 102.

Organic matter % Walkely-Black Method.
, Black et al. 1965. ASA
Mono. No. 9, part 2, method
90 - 3.2, pp 1374 - 1376.

Saturation percentage % U.S.D.A. Handbook No. 60,
Method (27a & b), p 107.

Carbonates meq/100g U.S.D.A. Handbook #60
Method (236), pp 105.

Cation Exchange Capacity meq/100g U.S.D.A. Handbook 525, No.
5B, p. 8 & 9.

Electrical Conductivity  mmhos/cm@ 25° C " U.S.D.A. Handbook 60 pp 84

- 90.



Sodium Absorbtion Ratio

Total Nitrogen
Available Nitrogen

Available Phosphorus

Potassium, calcium,
magnesium and sodium

~ SAR calculated from

soluble Ca, Mg & Na

ppm

ppm

ppm

ppm and meq/100g

Jurinak, J.J. 1980. Salt
affected soils. Utah State
University, Logan, Utah:
40 - 41.

Kjeldahl digestion ammonia
distillation. USDA Handbook
525 No. 10, p 14 - 16.

Extraction By A.S.A. Mono
No. 9 Part 2, Method 84-85.
3.3, p 1216.

Estimation of available
phosphorus in soils by
extraction with sodium
bicarbonate. U.S.D.A.
Handbook 525, No. 9, pp 13
- 14, Watanabe and Olsen
(1965).

U.S.D.A. Handbook 60,
Method 2 and 3a, p 84.

*These are suggested methods, other equivalent methods may be used if desired
as long as they can be justified upon request.



April 28, 1983
Memo to Coal File:

RE: Soil Removal and Slurry
Expansion

U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Complex

ACT/007/011
Folder No.'s 3 ﬁ@
Carbon County,

On April 21, 1983 Thomas L. Portle, Reclamation Soils Specialist visited
the above mentioned minesite. He was accompanied by Jean Semborski of U. S.
Fuel. The objective was to view areas which will be inundated with the rise
of the slurry level in Slurry Pond #1. (Refer to DO@1 letter of March 30,
1983 and U. S. Fuel letter of April 11, 1983.)

The question as to the fate of topsoil in the aformentioned area resulted
in a debate in which U. S. Riels maintains that:

1. Access precludes topsoil stripping;

2. if topsoil were stripped instability to the area would result due to loss
of vegetation with attendant erosion; _

3. 1if access were attempted safety hazards would result;

4. excessive costs would be incurred considering relative area and amount of
soil loss; and,

5. a Miller Creek borrow area would be used to make up lost materials.
The validity of each of these points was examined.

Although access was a noteworthy consideration it was mainly relevant to
the north embankment. The Division would agree that due to the steepness of
the north slope and good vegetative cover (which is sure to be adversely
affected to attain access) it would be best to leave the soil on the north
slope. However, access would not be as difficult on the less steep west
slope. In fact, a road could be built using refuse in place immediately
adjacent to the west slope. Use of a cat and/or backhoe in this area would
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ACT/007/011
April 28, 1983
Page 2

result in the salvaging of a worthwhile quantity of soil without any safety
hazard. Vegetation above the lower 10 - 15 foot area to be stripped could be
left in place to prevent erosion and retain stability. For these reasons
every attempt should be made to retreiwve all soil in this area.

In response to the cost concern, the Division's primary goal is
envirommental protection. While we, of course, favor the most cost effective
method of achieving this goal cost in and of itself is not an overriding
consideration.

Soil samples were taken to assess the quality of the material. Judging
from the growth it supported and on-site observation it appeared to be very
good quality material.

With regard to the Miller Creek borrow area, it is still in the permitting
process. DO@M has, in fact, been given indicatins that this area may not be
used if sufficient excess material can be obtained from the Mohrland
development .

The operator has been requested to submit plans for soil removal in this
area.

THOMAS L. PORTLE T
RECLAMATION SOILS SPECIALIST

TLP/1m

cc: Sandy Pruitt, DOGM
David Lof, DOGM



lﬂ STATE OF UTAH Scott M. Matheson, Governor
. N - NATURAL RESOURCES & ENERGY Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director
v P-  Wildlife Resources Douglas F. Day, Division Director

1596 West North Temple - Salt Lake City, UT 84116 « 801-533-9333 F/Lg /ﬁ & 76‘0 ?/0:1

Foldod 17 B

April 19, 1983

Mr. Jim Shirazi, Director

Utah Division of 0il, Gas and Mining
4241 State Office Building

Salt Lake City, UT 84114

Attention: Mary Boucek and Sandy Pruitt

Dear Jim:

The Division on April 8, 1983, inspected the modification to the
U.S. Fuel Company's King 6 conveyor. The modifications made by the
company relative to passage of deer are appropriate and considered
to be complete. The conveyor now does not represent a barrier to
deer movement.

Thank you for the cooperation and assistance provided by your staff.

Sincerely,

Douglas F/ Day
Director

DiVISION OF
M1 GAS & MINING

Board/Warren T. Harward, Chairman - L. S. Skaggs « Lewis C. Smith - Jack T. World - Roy L. Young

cn eguct opportunity employer . please recycle paper
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O1L, GAS, AND MINING BOARD

SCOTT M. MATHESON

Governor
CHARLES R. HENDERSON
GORDON E. HARMSTON STATE OF UTAH Chairman
Executive Director,
NATURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES JOHN L. BELL
DIVISION OF OlIL, GAS, AND MINING ' C. RAY JUVELIN
THADIS W. BOX
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 EDWARD T. BECK
(801) 533-5771 ' E.STEELE McINTYRE

Vacation or Termination of Notice or Order

To the Followmg Per%rator
Name \‘k wl\}u&f* Ou

Mailing Address ‘th\ aw ﬂ\\’c’k s AT ®rUS7z2)
State Permit No, A T L(‘}gﬁ} /0’ |

Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No.N_t5z = 2~ 2~ | (?\Yg T‘V dated il / 7 19233

Cessation Order No. C - - dated "’ / \%z , 19 .
Violation No. _{__, is hereby m @ \{U}bu‘% _‘ |@ _ Vacated because:
Violation No. _______ is hereby — Terminated —  Vacated because:
Violation No. _____ is hereby Terminated - Vacated because:

Date of Service ‘7// /9 / &% %WN

Signatur€ of Authorize: Re resentative
[¢]

Time of Service or MailingS:OO am. p.m. QJA(J{ Q\W N ‘:ﬁ: L —

_ Name and\D 0.




Mpril 13, 1983

Inspection Memo
.to Coal File:

RE: Hiawatha Complex
U. S. Fuel
ACT/007/011
Folder Mo. 7
Carbon County, Utah

A follow up inspection was conducted by Sandy Pruitt on April 6, 1983
being accompanied by Jean Semborski of U. S. Fuel. The purpose of the
inspection was to examine the catch basin for the barrow area completed on
March 17, 1983 in abatement to NOV #1 of 1, (W83-2-1-1). At the time of this
inspection the catch basin was adequately containing runoff water from the
barrow area. A sediment marker had not been posted and an overflow spillway
was not constructed in the embankment as reccommended by Vayne Hedberg to
ensure optimm effectiveness of the sediment control structure. Drainage into
the catch basin is eroding the west bank. Once a chamnel is established,
energy dissipators should be implemented for erosion control as required by
UMC 817.45. NOV #1 of 1 (N83-2-1-1) was terminated as a result of this
inspection.

SANDY PRUITT
FIFILD SPECTALIST

SP/1m

cc: Tom Ehmett, OSM
Jean Semboraki, U.S. Fuel
Joe Helfrich, DOGM
Dave Lof, DOGM

Statisties:
Vehicle: EX #45424 - 541 miles

Per Diem: 1 person x 2 days, 5.5 hours = $95.56
Grant: A & E



April 13, 1983

Inspection Memo to

Coal File:
RE: Hiawatha Complex -

U. S. Fuel Comp
ACT/007/011
Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

DATE: March 2, 1983

TIME: 11:00 A.M. - 4:30 P.M.

WEATHER : Cool, rain and snow

ANY OFFICIAL: Jean Semborski
STATE OFFICIALS: Sandy Pruitt, Doug Maier, Shannon Storrud

ENFORCEMERT ACTION: None

Compliance with Permanent Performance Standards

UMC 771 et al Pemmits

All mining pemits, correspondence and inspection memos are available at
the mine office. MSHA approved plans (dated June lst, August 3rd and October
6, 1982) on January 11, 1983 for raising the embanlment of slurry pond #1.

The embankment is to be raised about 20 feet with refuse . The operation
started in December of 1982 under an interim MSHA approval. Although MSHA has
approved and certified these plans,the plans should also be sumbitted for DOG1
approval. As of April 1, 1983 these plans had not been submitted to DOGM as
required by IMC 817.93 (a), UMC 817.49 (i) and UCA 40-10-9 so NOV #1 of 1
(MN82-2-2-1) was issued for operating without a permit. The remedial action
requires the submittal of plans that are complete and adequately address all
the requirements of UMC 817.93 within two weeks or no later than April 18,
1983.

UMC 817.11 Signs and Markers

It has been recommended that U. S. Fuel post perimeter markers around all
presently unaffected areas to minimize unauthorized activities on these areas
and provide protection to undisturbed topsoil. Seweral of these areas are
isolated within the disturbed area. DOG1 inspectors should assist U. S. Fuel
in designating the perimeter of all permitted affected areas.

All topsoil stockpiles are clearly marked as required.
UMC 817.21 - .25 Topsoil

U. S. Fuel removed topsoil from a runaway truck strip (located across the
road from the turnoff to North Fork Canyon) in November in order to awvert a
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strike following a runaway truck accident. The topsoil is stockpiled on a
level area next to the turnoff to North Fork Canyon. A topsoil marker was
placed on the stockpile following this inspection. A ditch along the down dip
side of the stockpile is inadequate erosion protection. A berm should be
constructed around the base of the stockpile to diwvert runoff away from the
stockpile and to retain all topsoil eroded off the stockpile. The topsoil
stockpile should be seeded as soon as possible this spring. A seed mix has
been recommended to U. S. Fuel (refer to memo dated April 1, 1983).

As the slurry pond level rises up the raised embankment of slurry pond #1,
vegetation and topsoil on an undisturbed section of the south bank will be
covered with slurry. This potential was pointed out to U. S. Fuel. Following
this inspection U. S. Fuel was required to salvage topsoil from the southwest
bank before it is affected by the slurry pond level or any surface operations
(refer to letter dated March 30, 1983 and inspection memo dated April 1,
1983). DORM inspectors or a soils specialist should be available to assist
U. S. Fuel in determining the topsoil removal depth and in locating a stable
topsoil storage site.

According to 1980 inspection memos, topsoil was removed from the sediment
pond sites prior to construction and was redistributed on the outslopes of the
ponds. Adequate vegetative cover should be established on the pond outslopes
to minimize erosion of this topsoil. The disturbed area runoff diversion
ditches to the east of the railroad loadout and slurry ponds were also = - ..
constructed in 1980. Topsoil removed from the ditches was stored along the
outside of the ditches, it appears that some topsoil was stockpiled beside the
ditches also. This topsoil is inadequately protected from erosion and is
contaminated with coal fines. Maintenance of the diversion ditches will
seriously impact the topsoil stored along the diversion ditches. Unless U. S.
Fuel can provide evidence that contradicts the 1980 inspection reports the
topsoil stored on the outslopes of the sediment ponds and along the runoff
diversion ditches should be more adequately protected from wind and water
erosion, urmecessary compaction and contaminants as required by UMC 817.23.

WC 817.41 - .57 Hydrologic Balance

In abatement to NOV #N83-2-1-1, snow was retreived from the outslope of
the Western Coal Carrier's yard and stockpiled near the catch basin. Straw
bales were placed along the toe of the slope, just above the creek, to filter
residual snow melt. These bales should be staked down to be effective. The
Middle Fork loadout road has been graded since the last inspection and culvert
inlets were clear. Rumoff would still flow down the road though because the
surface had not been graded all the way to the edge of the road and the tire
tracks act as a conveyance. Ms. Semborski showed the inspectors brief plans
for excavating a .75 acre foot catch basin to treat runoff from the barrow
area located near the mouth of South Fork Canyon. At the time of this
inspection a straw bale had been replaced in the drainage course but runoff
short-circuited under the bale. A water sample taken below the bale contained
5,190 ppm/TSS (compared to 428 ppm/TSS in a sample taken at the inlet to the
drop drain on February 16, 1983). The catch basin was to be completed no
later than March 19, 1983 for abatement of the NOV.
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Drainage control for the South Fork Camyon facilities was adequate. The
berm around the gravel storage area (about half way up the canyon) was poorly
maintained. Drainage flowed off the pad and into a vegetated depression
below. The potential for any stream pollution was very slight, therefore no
compliance action was required here.

Inspection reports for the slurry ponds were available for inspection as
required. There were no stability or maintenance problems reported.

Water monitoring data was only available up to the last quarter of 1982
and most of the mine area sample points were either dry or inaccessible. All
of the availabe data appeared in compliance. 1982 water quality data was
reviewed for the entire year. Most surface water monitoring points were only
sampled from May through October. Water quality was poorest in May and June
with significant increases in TSS levels from above the minesites to below.
Several runoff control problems were detected during that period in 1982.
Water sampled at stations ST4 and STS5 also contained high levels of TSS.
Inspectors should closely scrutinize runoff control measures along the lower
perimeters of the complex during this runoff season to insure proper
maintenance and allow for early detection of pollution sources.

UMC 817.81 - .93 Coal Processing Waste

Coal refuse is being disposed on the north embankment of slurry pond #4
and well into the abandoned slurry pond #2. Drainage of the bank flows into
the depression of slurry pond #2 before draining into the sediment pond. Coal
refuse fires in the old refuse piles east of slurry pond #1 are being allowed

to self-extinguish since they are allegedly pre-act refuse piles.

The water level in slurry ponds #1 and #5 is nearly to high to provide the
3 foot freeboard required by UMC 817.93 (a)(1). The embankment of pond #1 is
being raised to address this problem. No plans were submitted for DOGY review
and approval of the design and construction methods. Compliance with UMC
817.49 and MMC 817.93 could not be verified so WOV #N83-2-2-1 was issued
(refer above). In the ACR dated November 8, 1982 DOGM has requested
hydrologic computations demonstrating that slurry pond 5a is adequate to
contain all disturbed area runoff from the Hiawatha preparation plant and
loadout facilities and from the town of Hiawatha. If insufficient freeboard
is detected in future inspections these computations may be necessary to
insure compliance.

MC 817.100 Contemporaneous Reclamation

The Middle Fork leachfield area located just west of the main timber
storage yard was reclaimed in fall following reconstruction that summer.

The area (approximately 1/2 acre) northeast of slurry pond #4 was used as
a truck scale years ago. This winter a dozer and scraper used by a contractor
in reclamation of the slurry ponds was temporarilly parked on this site. As
there is no projected use for this area it should be considered for
contemporaneous reclamation in accordance with UMC 817.100.
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MC 817.150 - .176 Roads

Road drainage off the section of the access road below the inlet to slurry
pond #5 does not meet effluent limitations for TSS as required by UMC 817.160
(b) . November 19, 1982 water samples indicate that it may contain more than
5,000 ppm/TSS. The drainage is diverted onto a sageflat below the pond where
the sedimentation of coal fines is evident but it is unlikely that the road
drainage would reach a stream course.

The culvert spacing and paved surface of the access/haul roads to the mine
yard$may provide sufficient sediment control. It would be appropriate to
stake straw bales down in the drainage ditches for additional sediment control
and compliance with UMC 817.150 (b).

SANDY H%UITISf
FIELD SPECTALIST

SP/1m
cc: Tom Ehmett, OSM
Jean Semborski, U.S. Fuel
Joe Helfrich, DOG1
Wayne Hedberg, DOG1
Dave Lof, DOM
Statistics:

See J. B. King memo dated March 3, 1983.
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UNITED STATES FUEL COMPANY

HIAWATHA, UTAH 84527

April 11. 1983

Ms. Sandy Pruitt

State of Utah, Natural Resources and Energy
0i1, Gas and Mining

4241 State Office Building

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

Dear Sandy:

Please find enclosed a copy of the Slurry Pond #1 Modification Plan
as submitted and approved by MSHA in January 1983.
Submittal of this plan should then abate Violation #82-2-2-1.

Sincerely,

NS 7

Jean Semborski
Engineer

c.c.: E. Gardiner
J. Lind

Enclosure

DIVISION OF
0L GAS & MINING
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KING €oaAl

Quotations subject to immediste acceptance. Coal will be sold and invoiced at price in effect on date of shipment, at mine weights f. 0. b. cars st place of shipment, unless otherwise specifically agreed in writing.
Agreements are contingent upon causes of delay bavond our control, including strikes. sccidents, riots, acts of God, fire, flood, inability to secure cars or transportation.
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UNITED STATES FUEL GCGOMPANY

HIAWATHA, UTAH 84527

0i1, Gas and Mining
4241 State Office Building - ~y
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 Vel o

N DIVISION OF
ear Sandy: ah. GAS & MINING

Ms. Sandy Pruitt 35;?”ﬁ
State of Utah, Natural Resources and Energy §§ 1%

After reviewing your March 30, 1983 letter concerning the south-
west embankment of slurry pond #1, United States Fuel Company feels
the request set forth in that letter is excessive in view of the relative
area ultimately affected. The required action, while achieving a point
in principle, will promote effects contrary to the Division's goal i.e.
minimizing disturbance to vegetation and wildlife, controlling erosion
and promoting vegetative growth and cover.

Slurry pond #1 has existed since early in the 1940's. It was inactive
from the early 1950's to when plans for reconstruction of the pond were
approved by the Division in April of 1979. The pond embankment was at an
elevation of 7165 until United States Fuel Company was granted permission
by MSHA's technical staff in January of 1983 to raise the embankment to
7185 as the maximum elevation MSHA will ever approve. As of April 1983,
the embankment elevation stood at 7175 and slurry level at 7164.5. The
slurry level could potentially rise fifteen feet should the pond be built
to the maximum elevation of 7185.

Access to this location will be difficult as the point is rocky and
steep. Roadways would need to be built to recover any material from the
slope. The operations will be hazardous due to the deep, soft slurry
impounded below the slope. Loose material and even equipment could slide
down into it.

Removal of any material from this slope will create unstability and
erosion. If United States Fuel Company is forced into stripping all the
vegetative material (trees, shrubs etc.) from this point won't they also
be forced to control erosion on these slopes even though devegetation was
against their wishes?

Cost estimates, based on one cat (for one day) one dragline and one
truck (for two days) , run over $5000.00. In our opinion the costs, risks
and quality of the material to be recovered make this an unreasonable
request. At a time where we are laying off people and shutting down mines,

uTAN

King Coal

Quotations subject to immediate acceptance. Cosl will bs sold and invoiced at price in effect on date of shipment, at mine weights f. 0. b. cars at place of shipment, uniess otherwise specifically agreed in writing.
Agreements are contingent upon causes of detay beyond our control, including strikes, accidents, riots, acts of God, L fire, flood, inability to secure cers or transportation.




all costs are carefully acrutinized before being approved and only the
most essential are being allowed. _

You stated that United States Fuel Company's proposal to provide
suitable substitute topsoil is a fabrication. You also implied that DOGM
has made fruitless efforts to have United States Fuel Company provide
soil survey results from proposed borrow areas. We find both of these
statements to be superfluous and offensive. To set the record straight,
United States Fuel Company was given the impression by Tom Portle that
the Division needed to determine if the area adjacent to Miller creek
could even be considered by United States Fuel Company as a borrow area.
The only written request we have received was in the Apparent Completeness
Review. Also, our supportive evidence seems to be the same as yours, i.e.
vegetation indicates a growth medium.

We still maintain that better material can be obtained from the
proposed borrow area. In this way we can avoid destroying a whole acre
of vegetation in order to obtain at a high cost and considerable difficulty
a rather small strip of only fair quality topsoil. See the enclosed map
for additional details and dimensions.

In new areas of disturbance we fully intend to remove and stockpile
topsoil. This particular case however is complicated by the fact that
disturbance prior to the Act has now made it difficult to access this
remnant. The point though is far from the only item in this situation. We
propose to just not disutrb more than we have to in order to minimize later
reclamation efforts which will be large enough themselves.

United States Fuel Company requests that the material, both in the
proposed borrow area and southwest bank of slurry pond #1 be viewed in
the field by appropr1ate members of the technical staff before a decision
is made concerning the removal of any material.

Thank you. We'hope this matter can be worked out satisfactorily to
both parties.

Sincerely,

S tary Somboeaks

Jean Semborski
Engineer

c.c.: E. Gardiner
J. Lind
Jim Smith DOGM
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SCOTT M. MATHESON OlIL, GAS, AND MINING BOARD

Governor
CHARLES R. HENDERSON
GORDON E. HARMSTON STATE OF UTAH Chairman
Executive Direactor,
NATURAL RESOURCES DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES JOHN L. BELL
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING C.RAY JUVELIN
CLE . THADIS W. BOX
L ogi,:cz,flGHT 1588 West.North Temple MAXILIAN A. FARBMAN
_ Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 EDWARD T. BECK
(801) 53&5771 E.STEELE McINTYRE

Vacation or Termination of Notice or Order

To the Following Permitee or Operator:

Name A S Sﬂ\J;}Q CO - \M‘QLL\;\ e \(WOQL/
Mailing Address ’P(\AMZ’\\H'\A AT BUsz2 7 \
State Permit No. A\QT! 07 / O\ |

Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N ?‘; - Z’ _ | _él Tlv dated (L//’7 , 19 yz

Cessation Order No. C dated .
Y[ %
Violation No. _\____ is hereby : '/Termmated ‘f&\ ‘kﬁk"? / Vacated because:
Violation No. —______ is hereby e Terminated —— Vacated because:
Violation No. is hereby

_ i / — Terminated % Vacated because:
Date of Service % (,0 l/ gg

Signatuﬁ.nunfhonzedﬂepr entative

Time of Service or Mailing 20 am. p.m. o, ot
C—_Ndme and I.D&g.\\




STATE OF UTAH Scott M.-Matheson, Governor

NATURAL RESOURCES & ENERGY Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director
Qil, Gas & Mining Cleon B. Feight, Division Director

4241 State Office Building - Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

April 6, 1983

Mr. Richard Graeme
U. S. Fuel
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: Pattern of Violations
Hiswatha Complex
ACT/007/011
Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Mr. Graeme:

The Division has scheduled a public meeting to be held in the Carbon
County Courthouse large courtroom at 10:00 A.M. on April 13, 1983. The
purpose of the meeting is threefold:

1. To hold a Division public meeting in Price in response to the request by
the Utah Coal Operators Association with asked for a Board meeting in
Price relative to the alleged patterns of violations;

2. To allow those operators who are alleged to have developed a pattern the
opportunity to describe the circumstances surrounding the alleged pattern;
and

3. To discuss the policies and procedures for defining whether a pattern
exists and what constitutes a pattern of violations.

Please try to attend this public meeting. Your time reserved for
discussion is reserved for 10:00 A.M. and will last for 45 minutes.

At the regular monthly meeting of the Board of 0il, Gas and Mining there
will again be an opportunity to discuss item number 3 above.

« A. (Jim azi
Director, Oil Gas and Mining

JS/RWD:1m

Board/Charles R. Henderson, Chairman ¢ John L. Bell « £. Steele Mcintyre + Edward T. Beck
Robert R. Norman - Margaret R. Bird « Herm Olsen

an equot oppontunity empioyer e please recycle paper



STATE OF UTAH Scott M. Matheson, Governor
NATURAL RESOURCES & ENERGY Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director
Oil, Gas & Mining Cleon B. Feight, Division Director

4241 State Office Building - Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

April 4, 1983
REGISTERED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 3 7o 15y

Ms. Jean Semborski

U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Complex

Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: NOV 82-2-2-1
ACT/007/011
Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Jean:

In reviewing the DOGM files of Hiawatha Mine permits and correspondence I
cannot f£ind any notification or plans submitted for DOGM approval of the
modification to the slurry pond #1 embankment. This is a requirement of UMC
817.83 (a) and UMC 817.49 (i). Enclosed is a Notice of Violation (N82-2-2-1)
which requires submittal of the design and construction plans currently being
used in raising the embankment of slurry pond #1. These plans should be
submitted to DOGM by April 18, 1983 for abatement of the NOV.

Sorry about the bad news.

Sincerely, -

SANDY PRUITT
FIELD SPECIALIST

SP/1m
Enclosure

cc: Tom Ehmett, OSM
Wayne Hedberg, DOGM

Board/Chcrles R. Henderson, Chairman « John L. Bell « E. Steele Mcintyre - Edward T. Beck
Robert R. Norman « Margaret R. Bird - Horm Olsen

an equal opportunity employer « please recycle paper
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POGHINEYT STATE OF UTAH T\L/K\\
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES ;

DIVISION OF OIL, GAS & MINING

1588 West North Temple
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116
Telephone: (801) 533-5771

NOTICE OF VIOLATION NO.N ¥%-2 - 2. |

From the STATE OF UTAH
To the Following Permittee or Operator:

NAME Ug ‘Ru.\ Co

MlNEM_C&fof— O SURFACE  (UNDERGROUND ~ [DIOTHER

CATEGORY OF OWNERSHIP: 11 STATE [ FEDERAL _ O FEE JXMIXED

OSM MINE NO. STATE PERMIT NO. A&LMJ— MSHA L.D. NO,
Voon T

COUNTY AND STATE __Clgc TELEPHONE_(237-2253
MAILING ADDREsS: W auwattha, AT S22

DATE OF INSPECTION ,19 . .
TIME OF INSPECTION: FROM 00 a.m. to 0 a.m.
O p.m. to O p.m.

NAME OF OPERATOR (if other than permittee)
MAILING ADDRESS:

Under the authority of the Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act of 1979 (Sec. 40-10-1 et seq., Utah
Code Annctated, 1953), the undersigned authorized representative of the Director and the Division of Oil,
Gas & Mining has conducted an inspection of the above mine on the above date and has found violation(s)
of the Act, the regulations or required permit condition(s) listed in the attachment(s). This Notice consti-
tutes a separate Notice of Violation for each violation listed.

You must abate each of these violations within the designated abatement time. You are responsible
for doing all work in a safe and workmanlike manner.

‘The undersigned representative finds that cessation of mining is [ is nopé@' expressly or in
practical effect required by this Notice. For this purpose “Mining” means extracting coal from the earth or
a waste pile and transporting it within or from the minesite.

This Notice shall remain in effect until it expires as provided on the reverse or is modified, terminated
or vacated by written notice of an authorized representative of the Director of the Division of Oil, Gas &
Mining. The time for abatement may be extended by the authorized representative for good cause, if a
request is made within a reasonable time before the end of the abatement period.

Date of Service QA\\D\A\ L\' \ \ﬁ X}
N ' ‘ SIGNATURE OF@S@) F\Q’HESENTATIVE

Time of Service /ﬂ ‘ 00 Ka\.m. Q&N\« QV‘&:‘\"L-(H: V
/IZ] p.m. < NAYEARD . I\NO.

Person Servied with Notice g_x'@d—vx e~ s ‘5'\\

PRINT NAME QD TITLE

b«j (Zﬂf)isw Moz

IMPORTANT — PLEASE READ REVERSE OF THIS PAGE

Signature
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING
1588 West North Temple - Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 - (801) 533-5771

STATE OF UTAH
Notice of Violation No. N ?% o ‘

Violation No. \ of \

Nature of the Violation

(ﬁ\nud\ﬁs gx)'&@md‘ R Q»umt3c -

Provision(s) of the Regulations, Act, or Permit Violated

(lcA Yo-1v-9 ()
e A Yo -(o- 'L’L(é
uMe 17.9% (a)
UMe i L/‘)/o\

T

Portion of the Operation to which Notice Applies

Motk 72 Wit enddepik & s(wm) (}cmqqil

Remedial Action Required (including interim steps, if any)

é@s_@m that g Comlti 2 adepnitily
(Aess %QO m\mwﬁs L\\ Uite 327X .

o S

Time for Abatement (including time for interim steps, if any) A\D\n
L weeks o mr y ];? Qgg




April 1, 1983

Inspection Memo
to Coal File:

RE: Hiawatha Complex
U. S. Fuel Company
ACT/007/011
Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

A partial inspection of the above mentioned mine operation was conducted
on March 16, 1983 by Sandy Pruitt of DOGM and Jean Semborski, U. S. Fuel. The
purpose of this inspection was in follow up to concerns noted during the last
complete inspection conducted March 2, 1983.

In abatement to NOV #83-2-1-1, U. S. Fuel submitted brief plans (March 2
and 16, 1983) for the construction of a catchment basin to treat disturbed
area runoff from the borrow area at the base of South Fork Canyon. Wayne
Hedberg of DOGM reviewed the plans and determined that a .75 acre foot catch-
ment basin would be sufficient to contain runoff for a ten year, 24 hour stomm
with an adequate amount of sediment storage. He recommended that an emergency
dewatering device be provided to protect the integrity of the structure and
minimize erosion. He has also recommended that some means be provided to
determine when the maximum sediment storage level is reached (refer to letter
dated March 21, 1983). This catch basin was nearly complete at the time of
this inspection, a more uniform grade was to be established on the inslopes
and bottom of the basin. Another follow up inspection will be conducted to
insure completion of this structure before the NOV is terminated.

Topsoil removed from the runaway truck strip was stockpiled near the junc-
tion of the road to the upper coal storage yard, a topsoil sign is posted on
the stockpile. A berm should be constructed around the base of the stockpile
to minimize water erosion. The stockpile should be seeded as soon as possible
this spring. Two grass species should be selected from the list below (recom-
mended by Lynn Kunzler):



INSPECTION MEMO TO COQAL FILE

ACT/007/011
April 1, 1983
Page 2
GRASS LBS/ACRE (PLS)
Western Wheatgrass
Agropyron smithii 4.0
Slender Wheatgrass
Agropyron trachycalum 3.5
Great Basin Wildrye
Elymus cinereus 4.5

Needle and Thread Grass
Stipa viridula 4.0

Two of the above listed grass species should be combined in a mix with:

Yellow Sweet Clover
Melilotus officinalis 3.0

U. S. Fuel obtained approval from MSHA on January 11, 1983 to raise the
embankment of slurry pond ﬁl 20 feet to provide more freeboard at the west end
of the pond. The topsoil on the undisturbed bank at the southwest end of
slurry-pond #1 is in jeopardy of contamination and loss due to the rising
slurry pond level after the embankment is completed (it was about 757 complete
at the time of this inspection). This concern was discussed with Jean
Semborski and Bob Eccli NAOC #1 of 1 (83-2-2-1) was issued during this inspec-
tion topsoil protection on the undisturbed bank on the soutwest end of slurry
pond #1. Compliance Required: remove topsoil from the areas to be affected
by the rising slurry pond level resulting from raising the pond embankment OR
(as was proposed by U. S. Fuel) submit plans for DOGM approval of a topsoil
substitute in accordance with IMC 817.22(e). The NAOC further required that
perimeter markers be posted around the disturbed area to provide adequate pro-
tection from unauthorized disturbances to any undisturbed topsoil remaining
intact which is not to be affected by the slurry pond level. A deadline
agreed to is March 15, 1983.

In response to this warning U. S. Fuel intended to submit plans to provide
for a substitute topsoil material to be obtained from the north side of Miller
Creek. They requested that I discuss these plans with Tom Portle, Soil
Scientist, and inform them of the minimum requirements for complete and ade-
quate plans. In discussion it was decided that due to the limited amount of
topsoil currently available for reclamation of the entire Hiawatha Complex the
topsoil on the southwest bank of slurry pond #1 should be removed to minimize
the topsoil deficit as much as possible. Plans for providing substitute top-
soil material in lieu of removing the viable topsoil on the southwest bank
would not be approved. By a letter dated March 30, 1983 NAOC 83-2-2-1 was
revoked.
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U. S. Fuel is now required to remove all topsoil from areas on the southwest
bank of slurry pond #1 prior to any disturbance by surface operations or the
rising slurry pond level. It was requested that a DOGM staff member be pre-
sent during topsoil removal operations to determine the depth of topsoil re-
moval. Topsoil should be stockpiled away from active operations and adequate
protection should be provided. The topsoil stockpile should also be seeded
during the first favorable conditions using the above mentioned seed mix.

SaNDY PRITTE )
FIELD SPECIALIST

SP/1m

cc: Tom Ehmett, OSM
Jean Semborski, U. S. Fuel (RRRR)
Joe Helfrich, DOGM

Statistics:

See Genwal memo dated March 30, 1983.



L STATE OF UTAH » Scott M. Matheson, Governor
NATURAL RESOURCES & ENERGY Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director

Oll, Gas & Mining Cleon B. Feight, Division Director

4241 State Office Building - Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

T March 30, 1983

REGISTERED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 1 324 743 177

Ms. Jean Semborski

U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha Complex
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: NAOC 83-2-2-1
ACT/007/011
Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Jean:

I have discussed my concerns of topsoil protection on the southwest bank
of slurry pond #1 with Tom Portle. As you requested I have informed him of
U. S. Fuel's stated intent to provide substitute topsoil material (to be
obtained from the north side of Miller Creek) for reclamation of this site in
lieu of topsoil removal. He has decided that 1) the extremely limited amount
of topsoil currently available for reclamation of the Hiawatha Complex; and,
2) the absence of an aproved plan addressing the aforementioned borrow area,
negates any alternative to topsoil removal. Further, the vegetative cover on
the southwest bank indicates that the topsoil is viable plant support material
and it is unlikely that an extensive soil survey would prove otherwise. The
terrain does not present a serious problem to removal operations if planned
appropriately. For these reasons the removal of all topsoil on the southwest
bank of slurry pond #1 is required. It should be clearly understood that the
removal of topsoil from all previously undisturbed areas has been and will
continue to be a requirement.

U. S. Fuel's proposal to provide suitable substitute topsoil material from
a borrow area on the north side of Miller Creek appears to be a fabrication
used without supportive evidence to avoid topsoil removal. Previous efforts,
by DOGM, to have U. S. Fuel provide soil survey results from the proposed
borrow area for a determination of the quality and volume of substitute
material available for reclamation have proved fruitless. Plans for the use
of substitute material in reclamation of other areas in the Hiawatha Complex
where no topsoil is available must be approved before DOGM can consider
alternatives to the removal of all available topsoil on the southwest bank of
slurry pond #1.

Board /Charles R. Henderson, Chaiman - John L. Bell - E. Steele Mcintyre - Edward T. Beck
Robert R. Noman « Margaoret R. Bird - Herm Olsen

on equa opportunty employer - piease recycie paper



Ms. Jean Semborski
ACT/007/011

March 30, 1983
Page Two

As it is unlikely that all options of the required compliance action can
be met, NAOC #1 of 1 (82-2-2-1) is revoked. To address the problem of topsoil
protection U. S. Fuel is hereby required to remove all topsoil from areas on
the southwest bank of slurry pond #1 prior to any disturbance by surface
operations or the rising slurry pond level. U. S. Fuel should arrange
activities so that a DOGM staff member can be present during topsoil removal
operations to determine the depth of topsoil removal. A topsoil storage area
should be located on a stable surface within the permit area but away from
active operations. Adequate protection from erosion, compaction, ‘and
contamination should be provided for the stockpiled topsoil and for any
topsoil left intact which is not to be affected by surface operations or the
slurry pond level. These requirements are authorized by UCA 40-10-17(2)(e)
and UMC 817.21 - .23. '

If you have any questions or comments regarding this letter, please
contact either Tom Portle or myself.

Sincerely,
SANDY PRUITT
FIELD SPECIALIST
SP/1m
cc: Towm Ehmett, OSM

Tom Portle, DOGM
Joe Helfrich, DOGM



STATE OF UTAH Scott M. Matheson, Governor

NATURAL RESOURCES & ENERGY Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director
Oll, Gas & Mining Cleon B. Feight, Division Director

4241 State Office Building - Sait Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-6771

March 21, 1983

Ms. Jean Semborski
Engineering Assistant
Hiawatha, Utah 84527 ' ;‘:t/r’

RE: Abatement to NOV #83-2-1-1
Catchment Basin Design
ACT/007/011
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Ms. Semborski:

The Division has received and reviewed your March 2, 1983 letter and the
supplimental design calculations (received March 16, 1983) requesting approval
of the proposed sediment control measures intended to abate NOV #83-2-1-1.
This violation was issued by Sandy Pruitt on February 17, 1983 to U.S. Fuel
Company for failure to control surface drainage and minimize sediment losses
from a small disturbed area at the South Fork-Middle Fork road split.

The conceptual plans for the catchment basin should be sufficient to con-
tain the disturbed area runoff for the 10 year-24 hour storm and an adequate
amount of sediment storage.

The Division offers the following suggestions with regard to the design of
the catchment basin:

(A) Due to the fact that there is not a sedimentation pond down gradient
from the proposed sediment basin and there is no means provided in
the design drawing to manually dewater the basin, it is recommended
that some type of overflow device be provided to bypass runoff vol-
umes in excess of the 10 year-24 hour storm. An emergency dewatering
device will protect the integrity of the structure and safely dis-
charge excess storm runoff should the need arise. The outlet end of
the discharge structure should have adequate erosion protection mea-
sures implemented as well.

Board/Charles R. Henderson, Chairman - John L. Bell - E. Steele Mcintyre « Edward T. Beck
Robert R. Norman + Margaret R. Bird « Herm Olsen

an equal opporunity employer e plecse recycle paper



Ms. Jean Semborski
March 21, 1983
Page Two

(B) The basin should be provided with a means to assess when the maximum
sediment storage level is reached. This will enable the operator to
determine when the basin will require sediment removal and assure
that the structure has ample runoff storage volume for the design
storm at all times.

It should be understood that irregardless of the design approval for this
structure it does not necessarily release U.S. Fuel Company from being subject
to future violations should a dis e occur from the impoundment (refer to
U.S. Fuel letter, item #4, March 2, 1983). If the sediment basin is not con-

" structed or maintained-properly, a future discharge could occur which may be
just cause for subsequent violation(s).

Provided the above conditions do not become an issue, then there should be
little likelihood of concern for non-compliance with the implementation of
this sediment control proposal.

Should questions arise, please contact me or Sandy Pruitt of the inspec-
tion and enforcement staff.

Sincere% s

/Q lgue ey

D. WA HEDBERG

RECLAMATION HYDROLOGIST
DWH/mn

cc: Sandy Pruitt, OGM
Mary Boucek, OGM
Tom Ehmett, OSM



March 11, 1983

Inspection Memo
to Coal File:

RE: Hiawatha Complex
U. S. Fuel Company
ACT/007/011

Folder No. 7
Carbon County, Utah

An inspection of the Hiawatha Mine Complex was conducted by Sandy Pruitt
and Jean Semborski, U. S. Fuel on February 16, 1983. The weather was fair and

warm, snowmelt and runoff were occurring.

Middle Fork Canyon

Runoff from the King V mine yard ponds along the RQM conveyer, the inlet
to the southern drop drain was clear of snow but runoff still drains under the
conveyor to the northern drop drain. Minor drainage off the King IV parking
area flows into the road drainage ditch and off-site. The surface grade
should be reestablished to drain across the road toward the loadout and
sediment pond. Straw bales around the timber storage yards need to be
replaced and realigned.

Drainage culverts to the loadout sediment ponds were partially obstructed
with snow and the surface grade of the loadout road conveyed runoff down the
road toward the South Fork of Miller Creek. This violation was cited under
Area #1 of NOV #1 of 1 (N83-2-1-1) which was issued for the failure to pass
all disturbed area drainage through a sediment pond or treatment facility
before leaving the permit area; failure to meet effluent limitations; failure
to minimize additional contributions of sediment to stream flow [UcA 40-10-22
(1) (c), 40-10-18 (2) (i) (ii), UMC 817.42 (a)(1), (7), 817.45]. Area #2 of the
NOV applies to the untreated drainage leaving the borrow area at the base of
South Fork Canyon to flow through a drop drain directly into the South Fork of
Miller Creek. A sample of the runoff (flow estimated at 10 gpm) was analyzed
to contain 428 ppm TSS. The remedial actions required by the NOV for Areas #1
and 2 are to design, construct and maintain adequate sediment control measures
so that all disturbed area discharges are in compliance with effluent
limitations. Area #3 cited in the NOV applies to the disturbed area snow
removed from the Western Coal Carriers yard which was placed on the berm
directly above the South Fork of Miller Creek and which has since sloughed
onto the downslope causing mud flows and additional contributions of sediment
to streamflow. The remedial action for area #3 of the NOV requires retrieval
of the snow from the downslope to an area providing adequate sediment
control. The abatement deadline specified on the Notice of Violation is
two-part for all areas cited. Interim protection, that would minimize
additional contributions of sediment to streamflow, should be provided within
two weeks or no later than March 3, 1983. In thirty days, or no later than
March 19, 1983 permanent abatement is to be accomplished so that adequate
sediment control is provided and effluent limitations are met.



Inspection Memo to Coal File

ACT/007/011
Marcn 11, 1983
Page 2

South Fork Canyon

The King VI Mine was temporarily shut down during the last week of January
1983 due to poor roof conditions, economic problems and other factors. The
equipment has been removed from the mine and is being stored on the surface
during the suspension, which is expected to last at least one year. U. S.
Fuel has not yet submitted a Notice of Tntention for the temporary cessation
as required by WMC 817.131 (b).

At the time of this inspection the conveyor had been raised over about
one-half of the length required to remove the barrier to deer migration. The
electrical conduit had only been raised between the spaces in the guardrail.
U. S. Fuel requested another time extension due to difficulties in removing
snow from under the conveyor for access to the conduit. Mr. lLarry Dalton
(DWR) assessed the situation and has decided that an extension until April 10,
1983 may allow for the needed time without effecting the spring migration

pattern.

Processing Plant Area and Slurry Ponds

Much of the coal stored at the railroad loadout had been cleared and the
site graded. Drainage off the southern end of the loadout flows down the road
toward slurry pond #5. Runoff from the northern end of the loadout drains
toward slurry ponds #3 and 4. Drainage control ditches within the plant yard
are not maintained and non-existent in areas, these ditches should be
reconstructed and maintained to adequately convey runoff from a 10 year, 24
hour precipitation event as required by DOGM in accordance with UMC 817.43
(a). A ditch was excavated along the toe of the slurry pond #4 embankment as
requested during the last inspection but due to frozen ground the ditch,
although functional, appears undersized.

SANDY PRUITT
FIELD SPECIALIST

SP/1m

cc: Tom Fhmett, OSM
Jean Semborski, U. S. Fuel
Joe Helfrich, DOGM

Statistics:

See Genwal memo, dated February 25, 1933.
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UNITED STATES FUEL COMPANY

HIAWATHA, UTAH 84527

March 2, 1983

Mr. D. Wayne Hedberg, Reclamation Hydrologist
State of Utah, Natural Resources and Energy
0i1, Gas and Mining

4241 State Office Building

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

RE: United States Fuel Co.
Catchment Basin, Abatement
for NOV #83-2-1-1.

Dear Mr. Hedberg:

On February 17, 1983 Division inspector Sandy Pruitt issued to
United States Fuel Company NOV #83-2-1-1. This violation was issued
after a monthly inspection. Runoff from a small disturbed area at the
South Fork-Middle Fork road split was running into a road culvert
that conveys drainage ultimately to Miller creek.

Remedial action requires that United States Fuel Company "design,
constrnuct and maintain adequate sediment control measures so that all
disturbed area discharge complies with effluent limitations!

Being the area is rather small and it's use is not as rigorous
as that of a mine yard for example, we propose to contain the runoff
in a catchment basin. This proposal was recommended to us by the issuing
officer, Sandy Pruitt.

As this area will be closely scrutinized in the future, United States
Fuel Company wishes to implement a design that:

1) will efectively treat runoff from that area,

2) is adequate to contain the area's runoff,

3) meets with the Division's approval,

4) releases United States Fuel Company from being subject to
future violations should discharge from the pond occur.

With these points in mind, perhaps you could review our design
for runoff containment in this area. (See enclosed drawing #H-726).
United States Fuel Company would like to receive a written approval
on the design we are to implement for abatement of this violation




in order to avoid additional construction and more violations in the
future. As we have about 60 days left to abate this violation and we
wish not to begin construction until a satisfactory plan has been
drawn up, time is quite critical.

Thank you very much for your assistance with this problem.

Sincerely,

Tean, Jembnoh

Jean Semborski
Engineering Assistant

c.c E. Gardiner
R. Graeme
J. Lind
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S ‘. Scott M. Matheson, Govemor
- 'TempleA Reynolds, Executive Director
CleonB Feight, Dlvlsnon Dlrecfor

STATE OF UTAH
NATURAL RESOURCES & ENERGY
" Oll, Gas & Mining - ' -

4241 Stc’re Off'ce Building Salt Lake ley ur 84114 801-533-577‘[

B "" P «‘“'7-“:?- e R R U 1 T Cave .7
Ms. JeéanSemborski"- -
U.. S. Fuel .

' I—H.awatha Utah 84527 OIS s, R
. RE: Deliﬁqlmnt\Paﬁént :
Civil Penalty Assessment

State Violation(s)
N82-2-5-1

ACI‘/OO7/011’ '
Dear Ms. Semborski:

It has come to the attention of the Division that the civil penalty(s)
assessed for the above listed violations(s) have not been paid by your
company. This letter constitutes final notice to you to pay these penalties.
The amounts due are as follows: _

Violation No. ' = - -5 h Amount Due ot Due |
N82‘2'5‘1“ Ly | $760.00 =

Please  the above anmmt to this Division within 30 days of your
eipt of this letter or this matter will be referred to the Attorney
General's Office. If you feel that an error has occurred in our accounting
gsystem or you have already paid the assessed penalty please respond within 30
days to awvoid this occurrence. o LT L S

.....

P
~
LR
- - S - U

RWD/1m - L T
cc: Joe Helfrich, DOGM ' ’

BarbaraRoberts A. G.! sOffice - - ! oLl

Boord/Charles R. Henderson, Chairman » John L. Bell « E. Steele Mcintyre + Edward T. Beck ' L
) Robert R. Nomnan » Margaret R. Bird - Herm Olsen ) . .

meq:doopoﬂuwermbyef pleoserecyclepq:er



‘ k Scott M. Matheson, Governor
k) RO UTAH Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director

v NATURAL RESOURCES & ENERGY Cleon B. Feight, Division Director

Oil, Gas & Mining
4241 State Office Building - Salt Lake City, UT 84114 « 801-533-5771

February 24, 1983

Ms. Jean Semborski
U. S§. Fuel Company
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

RE: King VI Conveyor
Hiawatha Complex
ACT/007/011 #7
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Jean:

It appears that U. S. Fuel Company will not be able to complete the
required modifications to the King VI conveyor by the end of February as
we agreed. I have discussed the problem with Mary Boucek and Larry Dalton
and they have agreed on a completion deadline of April 10, 1983. Please
be aware that no more time extensions will be granted as the deer migra-
tion will begin around that date and the barrier problem must be mitigated
at that time. I hope that your company will appreciate our cooperation
and return their gratitude with a perseverance toward completing the modi-
fications to the conveyor before the April 10th deadline. Please keep me

informed on your progress.
Sincerely,
O‘ —

SANDY PRUITT
FIELD SPECIALIST

SP/gb

cc: Larry Dalton, DWR
Mary Boucek, DOGM
Joe Helfrich, DOGM

Board/Charles R. Henderson, Chairman » John L. Bell - E. Steele Mcintyre « Edward T. Beck
Robert R. Norman « Margaret R. Bird - Herm Qlsen

an equal opportunity employer e please recycie oo



STATE OF UTAH 4(’1
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF OIL, GAS & MINING

1588 West North Temple
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116
Telephone: (801) 533-5771

DOGMINOV-1 N [ L

NOTICE OF VIOLATION NO.N %g’ o

From the STATE OF UTAH

To the Fo owmg ermitte Operator
L P

NAME, {

MINE{%ALM_._D_M{__, [ SURFACE  DX_UNDERGROUND OOTHER
CATEGDRY OF OWNERSHIP: (1 STATE O FEDER O FEE MIXED

OSM MINE NO. + STATE PERMIT NO. & [ Z‘BQ7 EQ( I AID NO,

COUNTY ANDSTATE : o, Lol TELEPHONE &%1- 2152
MAILING ADDRESS: ﬁ\\fﬁﬂm @M,)O\z ’k‘\\ad)f Yl UT Sisao

DATE OF INSPECTION "kf/w 19 X% .
TIME OF INSPECTION: FROM 77100 0 a.m. to Y4590 am.

)Xp.m. to F/p.m.

NAME OF OPERATOR (if other than permittee)
MAILING ADDRESS:

Under the authority of the Utah Coal Mining and Reclamation Act of 1979 (Sec. 40-10-1 et seq., Utah
Code Annotated, 1953), the undersigned authorized representative of the Director and the Division of Oil,
Gas & Mining has conducted an inspection of the above mine on the above date and has found violation(s)
of the Act, the regulations or required permit condition(s) listed in the attachment(s). This Notice consti-
tutes a separate Notice of Violation for each violation listed.

You must abate each of these violations within the designated abatement time. You are responsible
for doing all work in a safe and workmanlike manner.

The undersigned representative finds that cessation of mining is [ is no(ZX» expressly or in
practical effect required by this Notice. For this purpose “Mining” means extracting co@l from the earth or
a waste pile and transporting it within or from the minesite.

This Notice shall remain in effect until it expires as provided on the reverse or is modified, terminated
or vacated by written notice of an authorized representative of the Director of the Division of Oil, Gas &
Mining. The time for abatement may be extended by the authorized representative for good cause, if a
request is made within a reasonable time before the end of the abatement period.

v/n /7 Neof (—
Date of Service / 1 [
4 ¥ SIGNAyJﬁE F THOE\IZED REP @IATIVE
Time of Service 9; ¢ C")&l.m. —
0]

p.m. NAME @m D)O

Person Servied with Notice \\@ﬁ—v\ &m\ﬂoﬂ\‘\ EMVNJ\, w+ AS b '\

PRINT NAME AND TITLE
Signature _AMM

IMPORTANT — PLEASE READ REVERSE OF THIS PAGE
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING
1588 West North Temple - Salt Lake City, Utah 84116 - (801) 533-5771

STATE OF UTAH

Notice of Violation No. N K% L/P‘ _ E

Violation No. / of /

Nature of the Violation
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February 16, 1983

Inspection Memo to Coal File

RE: Hiawatha Complex
U. S. Fuel Company
ACT/007/011 «
Carbon County, Utah

A partial inspection of the Hiawatha Complex was conducted on January 19,
1983 by Sandy Pruitt and Jean Semborski. No maintenance work had been
conducted around the railroad loadout since the last inspection December 22,
1982. Drainage which is conveyed along the railroad tracks flows off-site
with inadequate treatment. Straw bales should be staked down at the discharge
point (where the tracks cross the access road) to trap sediment and minimize
off-site erosion. Drainage from the loadout is conveyed along the maip access
road toward slurry pond #5. Spow residue (removed from the road) obstructed
flow into the pond so that rupoff ponded above the inlet and would flow down
the road and off-site. The spow/waste obstruction should be removed so that
all drainage along the road is conveyed into slurry pond #5. There is ro
drainage control on the egress to slurry pond #4 (as discussed during the last
inspection). A water bar across the egress will convey disturbed area
drainage into the ditch to slurry pond #5. The inspection was completed by
11:30 A.M. U. S. Fuel agreed to have all of the above mentiored work
completed by 2:30 P.M. that afternoon. A follow-up inspection was conducted
at 2:30 and all of the work had been adequately completed as described above.

Construction of a ditch along the toe of the slurry pond #4 embankment

that would convey drainage off the downslope into a sediment pond should be
completed before the next monthly inspection.

SANDY PRUITT ~ -
FIELD SPECIALIST

SP/Im
cc: Tom Ehmett, OSM
Joe Helfrich, DOGM
Jean Semborski, U. S. Fuel

Statistics:

See Gordon Creek #2 Mine memo, dated February 8, 1983.



February 16, 1983

Inspection Memo to Coal File:

RE: Mohrland Loadout
ACT/007/011 =7
Carbon County, Utah

Sandy Pruitt inspected the Mohrland loadout on January 19, 1983. Coal is
stockpiled at the loadout but there was no loading equipment present and no
activity evident on the day of this inspection. Due to snow cover it was
difficult to access the cumulative envirommental damage resulting from
inadequate ruroff control. Cedar Creek was flowing and appeared accessable
near the U. S. Fuel water monitoring point, ST-6. U. S. Fuel water monitoring
data for the 4th quarter of 1982 indicates that the iron level in Cedar Creek

from above to below the Mohrland loadout is in compliance with the effluent
limitations.

SANDY PRUITT
FIELD SPECIALIST
SP/1m

cc: Tom Ehmett, OSM
Joe Helfrich, DOGM

Statistics:

See Gordon Creek #2 Mine memo, dated February 8, 1983.



BEFORE THE BOARD OF OIL, GAS AND MINING
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENERGY
in and for the STATE OF UTAH

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION
FOR REVIEW AND HEARING BY U.S. FUEL
COMPANY REGARDING AN ISSUED MINING
VIOLATION

ORDER
NO. ACT/007/011/NOV 82-2-6-1

N’ Nt N NS

This cause came on for hearing before the Board of 0il, Gas and Mining on
the 27th day of January, 1983, in Room 4110 of the State Office Building, Salt
Lake City, Utah.

The following Board Members were present:

Charles R. Henderson, Chairman
Herm Olsen, Presiding

John L. Bell

Margaret R. Bird

E. Steele McIntyre

Robert R. Norman

Edward T. Beck

The following staff membérs were present:

Ronald W. Daniels, Deputy Director
Sandy'Pruitt, Field Specialist
Barbara Roberts, Special Assistant Attorney General

Appearances were made as follows:

James T. Jenéen, Counsel for U.S. Fuel Company
Jean Semborski, U.S. Fuel Company

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board, having considered the testimony and the
exhibits presented ip this hearing, and being fully advised in the premises,
now makes and enters the following:

FINDINGS

(1) On or about June 10, 1982, the State Division of 0il, Gas and Mining
conducted an inspection of U.S. Fuel Company's Middle Fork operation.

(2) Oo the afore said date the Division inspector, Sandy Pruitt, issued

and served notice of a violation upon U.S. Fuel Company.



ORDER
NO. ACT/007/011/NOV 82-2-6-1
Page Two

(3) Said violation was issued because of the operator's alleged failure
to maintain sediment control structures to prevent erosion.

(4) An assessment conference before the Assessment Officer was held on or
about September 3, 1982. The operator was afforded the opportunity to contest
the facts of the violation.

(5) On September 27, 1982, Ronald W. Daniels, Acting Assessment Officer
for the Division of 0il, Gas and Mining issued a civil penalty assessment of
$360.00 to the operator, U.S. Fuel Company.

(6) The operator on October 4, 1982, made a timely appeal of the
Assessment Officer's decision to the Board of 0il, Gas and Mining.

(7) Representatives of U.S. Fuel Company appeared at the Board's January
27, 1983 bhearing and challenged the validity of the issued violations and
assessed penalty.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

(1) That the violation occured as observed by the inspector.
(2) That the inspector properly issued the violation.
(3) That the Assessment Officer properly upheld the violation.
(4) That there was no environmental degredation.

 ORDER
(1) The violation is upheld as written.
(2) The penalty assessment of $360.00 is reduced to $200.00.
SO ORDERED this 27th day of January, 1983.

STATE OF UTAH
BOARD OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

A7 /Zf%”///ﬂzﬂ

Charles R. Henderson, Chairman

Herm Olsen, Presiding

(%]



STATE OF UTAH Scott M. Matheson, Governor
NATURAL RESOURCES & ENERGY Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director
Qil, Gas & Mining Cleon B. Feight, Division Director

4241 State Office Building - Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

February 3, 1983 ] D“

. po? V"
Mr. Richard Graeme P((f( (0 4& %

U. S. Fuel Company
Hiawatha, Utah 84527 2%?

Dear Mr. Graeme:

This letter is a follow up to the conference which I held with you and Ms.
Semborski on November 17, 1982. You will recall that the purpose of the
conference was to determine if the Hiawatha Mine Complex during the period
from June 1981 through June 1982 exhibited a pattern of violations. A
pattern, once determined or suspected to exist must be found by the Division
to be caused by an unwarranted failure to comply or caused by willful actions
of the operator, according to 40-10-22 (d) U.C.A. The Board's rules however
at UMC 843.13(a) (3) and UMC 843.13(b) delegate this function to the Board of
0il, Gas and Mining.

I am therefore, by this letter finding that a pattern of violations
existed at the Hiawatha Complex during the period of June 1981 through June
1982. It appears that a pattern of violations in the topsoil management area
existed by virtue of N81-1-8-7 (1 and 2 of 7), C81-3-3-1, and N81-3-22-2, all
state violations. -

By copying this letter to Ms. Barbara Roberts, Assistant Attorney General,
I am requesting her assistance in issuing an Order to Show Cause to U. S. Fuel
for consideration at the March 1983 Board Hearing. The order will direct
U. S. Fuel to show cause why the Hiawatha Complex permit and right to mine
under the Act should not be suspended on revoked.

8oard/Charies R. Henderson, Chairman - John L. Bell « E. Steele Mcintyre « Edward T. Beck
Robert R. Noman « Margaret R. Bird - Herm Olsen
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Please contact me if you have any questions on this determination.

Sincerely,

2 N4

RONALD W. DANIELS
DEPUTY DIRECTOR

RWD/1m

cc: Barbara Roberts, A.G.
Paula Frank, DOM
Temple Reynolds, DNRE , h
Robert Hagen, OSM
Jim Jensen,
Joe Helfrich, DOM
Jim Smith, DOGM
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STATE OF UTAH Scott M. Matheson, Governor
NATURAL RESOURCES & ENERGY Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director

Qil, Gas & Mining Cleon B. Feight, Division Director

4241 State Office Building + Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-5633-5771

MEMORANDUM

¥ kX % % % %k Xk % %
TO: Board of 0il, Gas and Mining
FROM: Sandy Pruitt, Field Specialist r7
SUBJECT:  Cause ACT/007/0bl - NOV NB2-2-6-1

DATE: January 26, 1982Rﬁ/€

The Notice of Violation being contested at this Board Hearing is NOV #1
of 1 (N82-2-6-1) (Exhibit A), issued by Sandy Pruitt on Jupe 10, 1982 for the
failure to maintain sediment control structures to prevent erosion [UCA
40-10-22 (1)(c), UCA 40-10-17 (2)(d), UMC 817.45]. The portion of the
operation cited in violation was an eroded downslope above the truck loadout
pad in Middle Fork Canyon. The abatement action required was: 1. Maintain
the berm and drop drain south of the (loadout) conveyor to adequately drain
the conveyor area and keep pad drainage off the downslope, 2. Stabilize the
eroded downslope. The abatement deadline specified was June 21, 1982.

The events surrounding this violation are presented below:

On May 5, 1982, 35 days prior to the issuance of this NOV, a warning
was given to U. S. Fuel Company by Notice of Area Of Concern #2 of 2
(82-2-4-2) (Exhibit B) following ap inspection of the Middle Fork conveyor
area on May 4, 1982. At that time sediment control structures, a drop drain
and berm on the south side of the conveyor directly above the truck loadout,
were present and appeared functional but required maintenance since drainage
was backing up and the berm was very shallow. The NAOC required the
maintanence of the berm and drop drain to keep pad drainage off the
downslope. A compliance deadline of Junme 3, 1982 was discussed and agreed to
by Jean Semborski of U. S. Fuel.

When violation #1 of 1 (N82-2-6-1) was first observed on June 9, 1982
it appeared that no maintenance work had been conducted since the warning was
issued in May. At the time of this inspection drainage was still ponding
extensively beneath the conveyor to the loadout (photos #1 and 2), the drop
drain above the loadout was obstructed and the shallow berm behind the drain
was breached (photos #3 and 4) so that drainage flowed onto the downslope
toward the truck loadout. A gully about 30 feet long and up to 3 feet wide
and 6 feet deep was the damage resulting from the uncontrolled drainage onto
the downslope (photos #5, 6 and 7).

Board Charles R Henderson, Chairman - John L. Bell - E. Steele Mcintyre « Edward 1. Beck
Robert R Norman « Margaret R. Bird - Hernm Olsen
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To abate the violation, U. S. Fuel Company replaced the culvert in the
drop drain and constructed a 3 foot berm along the crest of the slope (photo
#8). There has not been any significant erosion on the downslope above the
truck loadout since violation #1 of 1 (N81-2-6-1) was abated effectively June
21, 1982.

If abatement of the violation had not been required the uncontrolled
drainage would have continued to erode the downslope. As is evidenced by
photos #5 through 7 the surficial material on the downslope is coal fines.
Beneath that appears to be a coarse material which is capable of supporting
vegetation (as evidenced on the downslope to either side of the conveyor). If
the erosion were allowed to continue the stability of the fill slope and
foundation of the conveyor bent could be adversely affected.

UCA 40-10-22 (1)(c) gives the Division authority to issue a Notice of
Violation for a violation of the Coal Mining and Reclamation Act or any permit
conditions (which would include compliance with the coal mining performance
standards) that does not cause significant, imminent environmentsl harm to the
land, air or water resources. UCA 40-10-17 (2)(d) requires the permittee to
"stabilize and protect all surface areas, including spoil piles affected by
surface coal mining and reclamation operations to effectively control erosion
and attendant air and water pollution'. Fipally, UMC 817.45 requires that
appropriate sediment control measures shall be designed, constructed and
maintained using the best technology currently available to ... (iii) minimize
erosion to the extent possible. The berm and drop drain on the south side of
the conveyor above the Middle Fork loadout, if properly maintained, would have
prevented erosion on that downslope.

Excessive erosion on this same portion of the downslope above the
Middle Fork loadout was observed by Joe Helfrich and Rex Fiddler during
another inspection on September 17, 198l1. As a result NOV #4 of 7 (N81-1-8-7)
was issued for the failure to maintain sediment control structures so as to
prevent erosion [UMC 817.41 (a), UMC 817.45, (iii), (e)(iii)]. U. S. Fuel
Company formally contested the violation at a Board Hearing on June 28, 1982
based on the fact that none of the material eroded from the downslope was
carried to a natural streambed. As a result of that hearing the NOV was
upbeld. At that time U. S. Fuel Company requested that a policy or guidelines
be made for determining what is excessive on-site erosion. The Permanent
Program Task Force submitted a memo to the Board on November 29, 1982
providing their recommendations for determining on-site erosion violations.
The results of the June 28, 1982 Board Hearing and the November 29, 1982 memo
had no pertinence to NOV N82-2-6-1 at the time it was issued on Jure 10, 1982
but have been presented here for your recollection as the same violation
subject to that Board Hearing has reoccurred.
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In summary NOV #1 of 1 (N82-2-6-1) resulted from U. S. Fuel Company's
failure to prevent erosion to the extent possible as required by UMC 817.45
and UCA 40-10-17 (2)(d). UCA-40-10-17(2)(d) clearly applies to all surface
areas affected by surface coal mining operations. U. S. Fuel Company was
given a valid warning which suggested preventative measures prior to the
citation. The large gully resulting from the neglected maintenance of
sediment control structures cannot be deemed insignificant erosion when using
good discretion. The argument that no off-site damage resulted from the
violation is relevant only in assessing a civil penalty. According to UCA
40-10-22 (1)(c) a Notice of Violation shall be issued even when a violation of
the Coal Mining and Reclamation Act does not cause significant envirormental
harm.

SP/1m

Attachments





