
Inspection Report

C0070013Permit Number:
TECHNICAL

Wednesday, April 27, 2005

4/27/2005 2:00:00 PM

Inspection Type:
Inspection Date:

End Date/Time:
Last Inspection:

4/27/2005 11:00:00 AMStart Date/Time:

sunny then rain

Inspector:

Weather:

Jerriann Ernstsen, Environmental Scientist II

whedberg

5/5/2005

Accepted by:

597InspectionID Report Number:

    
    Representatives Present During the Inspection:

Jerriann Ernstsen  Environmental Scientist IIOGM

Jay Marshall  Resident AgentCompany

PO BOX 986,   PRICE  UT 84501
HORSE CANYON MINE

UTAHAMERICAN ENERGY INC
UTAHAMERICAN ENERGY INC

CARBON      

Site:

County:

Permitee:
Operator:

Address:

Underground

Surface

Loadout

Processing

Reprocessing

6,032.07
122.49

61.65

Current Acreages

Total Permitted
Total Disturbed

Phase I
Phase II
Phase III

Thursday, April 28, 2005

The purpose of this site visit was to conduct an evaluation to change the success standard for the Phase III bond 
release at Horse Canyon Mine.

Leroy Mead (DWR) provided the technical expertise.

Report summary and status for pending enforcement actions, permit conditions, Division Orders, and amendments:
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Note: This inspection report does not constitute an affidavit of compliance with the regulatory program of the Division of Oil, Gas and Mining.
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REVIEW OF PERMIT, PERFORMANCE STANDARDS  PERMIT CONDITION REQUIREMENTS

1.  Substantiate the elements on this inspection by checking the appropriate performance standard.
     a. For COMPLETE inspections provide narrative justification for any elements not fully inspected unless element is not
         appropriate to the site, in which case check Not Applicable.
    b.  For PARTIAL inspections check only the elements evaluated.
2.   Document any noncompliance situation by reference the NOV issued at the appropriate performance standard listed below.
3.   Reference any narratives written in conjunction with this inspection at the appropriate performace standard listed below.
4.   Provide a brief status report for all pending enforcement actions, permit conditions, Divison Orders, and amendments.

CommentEvaluated Not Applicable Enforcement

1.     Permits, Change, Transfer, Renewal, Sale

2.     Signs and Markers

3.     Topsoil

4.a   Hydrologic Balance: Diversions

4.b   Hydrologic Balance: Sediment Ponds and Impoundments

4.c   Hydrologic Balance: Other Sediment Control Measures

4.d   Hydrologic Balance: Water Monitoring

4.e   Hydrologic Balance: Effluent Limitations

5.     Explosives

6.     Disposal of Excess Spoil, Fills, Benches

7.     Coal Mine Waste, Refuse Piles, Impoundments

8.     Noncoal Waste

9.     Protection of Fish, Wildlife and Related Environmental Issues

10.   Slides and Other Damage

11.   Contemporaneous Reclamation

12.   Backfilling And Grading

13.   Revegetation

14.   Subsidence Control

15.   Cessation of Operations

16.a Roads: Construction, Maintenance, Surfacing

16.b Roads: Drainage Controls

17.   Other Transportation Facilities

18.   Support Facilities, Utility Installations

19.   AVS Check

20.   Air Quality Permit

21.   Bonding and Insurance

22.   Other



Page 3 of 3

Inspection Continuation SheetC0070013Permit Number:
TECHNICAL
Wednesday, April 27, 2005

Inspection Type:
Inspection Date:

The reference area and sites #15 and# 17 had signs of deer.  Site #14 we saw a 
chukkar.

9.     Protection of Fish, Wildlife and Related Environmental Issues

The MRP success standard at this time is set for 3000 plants/acre.  The 2004 
vegetation survey showed that the reclaimed sites are below this standard (1957 to 
5180 with average at 2709 plants per acre).  The Permittee would like to lower the 
standard to 2000 for Phase III bond release.  DWR, DOGM, and the Permittee walked 
the reference and reclaimed sites to evaluate whether the plant density and species 
are adequate for the postmine landuse - wildlife and grazing.  The final determination 
is that all the sites are adequate for wildlife.  Cheatgrass could be the cause of 
degradation of the sites because of its potential fire danger.  This concern is true for 
all the reclaimed sites, particularly sites # 11, 13, 14.

13.   Revegetation

The chain link fence along the eastern edge of the old main facilities site had a hole 
cut large enough for easy access.

22.   Other
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