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Mr. Dan W. Guy, Manager
Permitting and Compliance

Beaver Creek Coal Company

P. 0. Box 1378

Price, Utah 84501

Dear Mr. Guy:
RE: Proposed Notice of Violation Abatement for N84-6-13-1,

Gordon Creek #7 Mine, ACT/007/016, #3 and #7, Carbon
County, Utah

The Division has reviewed the proposed abatement plans for
Notice of Violation (NOV) N84-6-13-1 (received October 5,
1984), regarding containment of runoff at the belt transfer
area of the #7 Mine facilities. In order to fully satisfy the
abatement requirements of the NOV, the following inadequacies
of the plan must be addressed:

An average annual precipitation event, estimated to be
approximately 0.57 inches of rainfall, falling over the belt
transfer area (approximately 9,000 fté) will produce a runoff
volume of about 3,000 gallons. The runoff, when routed along
the new containment wall at a hydraulic slope of 11.9 percent
and corresponding high velocities, will probably not be
confined to the area designated on the plan as "Transfer Runoff
Containment Area." The runoff will probably be diverted around
the containment structure, eventually entering the drainage
ditch as toxic effluent.

To further complicate the situation, any runoff that makes
its way to the belt-transfer area from the upper reaches of the
watershed could magnify the problem.

It is suggested that Beaver Creek Coal Company contain the
hydraulic fluid leaks in as small an area as possible,
separating the fluid from any local runoff. Construction of
adequate sediment control structures to trap the particles
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Mr. Dan W. Guy, Manager
ACT/007/016

October 23, 1984

before they reach the undisturbed drainage is recommended.
Coal fines should be controlled by reinstallation of the belt
scraper as well. The resulting effluent reaching the
undisturbea drainage is subject to the settleable solid
limitation standards stated in UMC 817.42(d).

The Division cannot approve the abatement plan as
submitted, until modifications are made on the plan that more
adequately address the disturbed runoff drainage problem at the
belt transfer. As an example, plans should be modified to
include hydraulic and channel characteristics information on
any new drainage ditch, storage information on a proposed
catchment or storage pond, structure and areal extent of any
hydraulic fluid containment structure, and type and placement
of sediment control structures.

If you have any questions or problems concerning this
matter, feel free to contact me or David Hooper at your
convenience.

Si cerely,

D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor/
-Reclamation Hydrologist .

DH/btb

cc: Allen Klein
Robert Hagen

- Joe Helfrich

Dave Hooper
Bart Kale
Jim Smith
Ken Wyatt

03380-23 & 24




MRP REVISION/NOV TRACKING FORM

Type of Proposal: X coL  __ NavooaL

loration
_—-N(”&p Abatement, NOV # """"’ , Abatement Deadline

Revision Issuing Inspector _&;‘!‘ hle.

Title of Proposal: (7
Company name: Mine Name: :#' 7&;_1.0

File # gg@ wZ‘ZQ/£ . Acreage (Fed/State/Fee): /__/

Assigned Reviewers: Review Time (hrs):

drology b
(iydrolog) %M,&_
(Engineering

(Soils)
(Geology)

DATES: G mnved DOH- 10/9/87
(a) Initial Plan Receiﬁ 568:4 (d) NOV Termination

Tech Review Due

. , (e) Bond Revision
(b) Operator Resubmission
Tech Review Due Amount ($)

(c) Final Approval
Stipulations Due
Stipulations Received

“NOTE (INSPECIURS): Please attach a copy of the NOV 1ssued to the abatement
plan when received from the operator.

NOTE (REVIEWERS): Please prepare review comnments 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
nuber of hours spent in review by discipline. Return the
revision/NOV abatement to the Special Permit Supervisor
when review is complete.

75660



A. SERIOUSNESS

1. What harmful event was this regulation designed to prevent? Refer to
the DOGM reference list of events below and remember that the event
is not the same as the violation. Circle and explain each event.

a. Activity ocutside the approved permit area.
b. Injury to the public (public safety).
c. Damage to property. :
d, Conducting activities without appropriate approvals.
Bavironmental harm.
. Water pollution. '
g. loss of reclamation / revegetation potential.

h. Reduced establishment of a permanent, diverse and effective
'~ vegetative cover.
i. Other.

2. Bas the event occurred? Yes IZ No

1f yes, describe it. If no, what would cause it to occur and how
is it that it would happen.
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4. Describe the duration and extent of the damage or impact. How much
damage may have occurred if the violation had not been discovered by
a.poM r? Describe this potential damage and whether or not
d extend off the disturbed and/or permit area. - 3oL ais
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. DECREE OF FAILT (Only cne quastion applies to each violation, check one
and discuss.) o

) No Negligence

If you think this violation was not the fault of the operator
(due to vandalism or an act of God), explain.  Remember the

is considered responsible for actions of all persoms
working on the mine site. e

N

() Ordinary Negligence

If you think this violation was the result of not knowing about
DOGM regulations, indifference to DOGM regulations or the lack
of diligence or reasonable care. Explain
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If the actual or potential envircomental harm or harm to the
public should have been evident to an operator, describe the
situation and what if anything, the operator did to correct it

prior to being cited.

) Rnowing and Willful Conduct

Was the operator in violation of a specific permit condition?
Did the r receive prior warning of noncampliance by State
or inspectors concerning this violation? Has DOGM or
OSM cited the violation in the past? If so, give the dates and
the type of warning or enforcement action taken.




GooD FATTH |

1. In order to receive good faith for compliance with an NOV or CO the
violation must have abated before the abatement deadline., If
you think this applies, describe how rapid campliance was achieved
(give dates) and describe the measures the operator took to comply as
rapidly as possible. : .
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3. Was the submission of prior to physical activity required by
this NOV? Yes No If Yes, explain.
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October 3, 1984

R

Division of
oiL
GAS & MINING

Mr. Barton Kale

Mining Field Specialist

Utah Division of 0Oil, Gas, & Mining
4241 state Office Building

Salt Lake City, UT 84114

RE: NOV 84-6-13-1
ACT/007/014
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Bart:

I have enclosed three (3) sets of plans showing our

proposal to permanently handle containment at the

#7 Mine belt transfer. This plan is submitted as an
abatement (Step 2) of the above referenced NOV, and

will be a minor modification to our approved M.R.P.

I am prepared to implement this plan immediately
upon approval.

Respectfully,

Dan W. Guy

Manager of Permitting and Compliance
DWG/sb

Enclosures

cc: Dan Meadors

Chuck Dunbar
File: 4-p-5-1-6-2





