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US Fuel Company
P.0O. Box A
Hiawatha, Utah 84527

Hiawatha Mine
Utah Permit #007/011

Random Sample Inspection
September 14-15, 1989

Participants:

Rade H. Orell, Office of Surface Mining Albuquerque Field Office
(AF0), Daron Haddock, Henry Sauer, Utah Division of 0il, Gas and
Mining (DOGM), and Jean Samborski, US Fuel Company (operator’s
representative).

Mine Site Evaluation Inspection Report:

The Mine Site Evaluation Inspection Report form has been completed to
reflect the random sample inspection (RSI). The inspection did not
result in the issuance of a Ten-Day Notice (TDN) by the AFOD however,
the DOGM representative issued a two part Notice of Violation (NOV).
The NOV is reflected by the number 2 at performance standard codes D,
Sediment Control and L, Other. The NOV is explained in greater detail
later in this report.

Introduction:

The inspection commenced the morning of September 14 and terminated
the afternoon of September 15. The weather was clear and mild. A

Pentax IR Zoom camera was used to photograph areas of interest. The
inspection included a records review as well as field observations.

Records Review:

The records review included observations and/or discussions of the
NPDES permit and discharge reports, ground and sur face water
monitoring information, quarterly inspections for the sediment ponds,
quarterly refuse pile inspections, annual certifications for the
refuse piles, weekly slurry impoundment inspections, sediment pond
certifications, liability insurance, bond information, and subsidence
monitaoring. The records were well organized and maintained.

Field Inspecticon:



FAGE 2

The field inspection included observations of the facilities in the
Middle and Left Forks of Miller Creek, the Left Fork of Cedar Creek,
and the coal processing facilities and associated structures.

Middle Fork - The inspection of the Middle Fork facilities included
cbservations of the King 4 and 5 Mines, substation/SAE, the varicus
bypass culverts, coal stockpile area, truck loadout, sediment pond
008, and the timber storage yard.

We noted two problems near the truck loadout area that the DOGM
representative included in the above referenced NOV. We observed an
area of disharge that flows to the sediment pond that is not conveyed
by a defined ditch. The flow has been sufficient to cause ercsion and
establish a meandering channel. The channel measured approximately
240 feet in length and as much as 10 inches wide and 9 inches deep.
We also observed another ditch that conducts water teo the sediment
pond that is not being maintained. The upstream end of the ditch was
covered with coal from the truck loadout stockpile. This situation
was also included the NOV.

The inspection continued with observations of the upper coal storage
yard or upper rail yard and sediment pond 003. At the rail yard we
observed another example of uncontrolled drainage. Runoff has caused
a large meandering channel to form (estimated at as much as 18 inches
wide and as deep in some areas). This problem was included in the NOV
issued by the DOGM representative.

South Fork — The inspection of the facilities at the King & Mine was
similar to that conducted at the King 4 and S Mines. We observed the
water tank SAE, bypass culverts, sediment pond 009, and the mine
facilities in general. We observed additicnal areas where runoff was
either not being controlled or where ditches were not properly
maintained. We observed that improvements to the drainage scheme on
the toe of the north facing slope south of the pad adjacent to the
Change House are needed and that the disturbed diversion ditch an the
pad east of the Change House also needed maintenance. The DOGM
representative included this situation in the NOV referenced abaove.
The inspection of the loadout indicated yet more erosion praoblems
that were included in the NOV. We also advised the operator’s
representative about maintenance of the coal stockpile on its
northern border such that the adjacent undisturbed land surface is
not disturbed by the stockpile.

At sediment pond 011 we observed that the inlet on the north side of
the pond needs maintenance. Apparently sediment removal caused a
"nick point" where the diversion enters the pond bottom. In addition,
we observed that inflow at the top of the bank is beginning to bypass
the rip rap channel. The problem was included in the DOGM NOV.

Mohrland Portal - We drove the road to the Morhland Portal and
briefly examined the portal area. We observed that the pipeline from
the mine discharge to the town of Hiawatha was breached approxiamtely
.8 miles from the portal (used vehicle odometer to estimate
distances). The breach was causing erosion of the road and adjacent
cut bank. We used an Imhoff Cone to measure the settelable solids. We
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collected a 1000 ml sample immediately beneath the breach where the
water was discharging across the soil. After 15 minutes of settling
we measured 38 ml of settelable solids. We followed the discharge
down the road to the point where it entered Cedar Creek, an
additional .2 miles. Upon my return to the AFO B{ged the NPDES Fermit
map and the General Hydrology Map, Exhibit VII-1 were used to
estimate the point where the runoff enters Cedar Creek and departs
the permit area. We collected an additional sample with the Imhoff
Cone at that point. After 15 minutes of settling we measured 15 ml of
settleable soilds and it increased to 20 ml after 20 minutes. The
DOGM representative issued an NOV for this situation as well.

Slurry Ponds/Coarse Refuse - We briefly inspected Slurry Ponds 1, 4
and 5 and the associated coarse refuse. The coarse refuse is
deposited on the outside of the slurry to form the banks for the
ponds. We drove and walked the perimeter of the structures. We
examined the sediment ponds associated with the structures as well as
the diversions that convey the runoff. On the first bench of Slurry
Pond 5 at the south end we noted that coarse refuse had been end-
dumped and had yet to be graded and compacted. We also observed that
the diversion at the tce of the refuse just above the point where it
enters Sediment Pond 5§ South/sediment pond 007 was in need of
maintenance. The lack of maintenance caused runcff to leave the
confines of the ditch as it flowed to the sediment pond. The DOGM
representative included this problem in the same NOV as the other
drainage control problems listed above.

Close~0ut:

The close-out meeting was conducetd in two parts. The DOGM
representative and I met first. We discussed the inspection and the
action that needed to be taken. The representative advised me of his
intent to issue a two part NOV thereby precluding the need to
consider a TDN. We then met with the operator’s representative. We
discussed the inspection and the DOGM representative indicated his
intent to issue the NOV. My part of the close-out was cut short in
order to be on time for a departing airline flight in Salt Lake City.
The DOGM representative advised me by telephone that he issued NOV 893-
28-8-1(1), (2). The NOV cites UMC 817.45(e) for the drainage contral
problems and UMC 817.181, and 817.45(i), (iii) for the pipeline
break.
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