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INSPECTION DATE & T]ME:
i -0 :30  to  1 :70

Permittee and/or Operators
Business Address:
Mine I'lame: So1
Type of Mining
County: Carbon
CompanyWDave
State Of f ic ia l (s) : and
Part ia l : Date of Last Inspectj.on:

Enforcement Action:----- none

COMPLIANCE WITH PERMITS AND PERFORMANCE STANDARDS

Weather GFEITIons: ____ _-su'.nnyiTgrm, ng runoff ogcurling-
Acreage: Permitted 297t

1. PERM]TS

L6. ROADS
a. CONSTRUCTI0N

c . SURFACING
d. MAINTENANCE

L7. OTHER TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES
18. SUPPORT FACILITIES

YES NO N/A COMMENTS

(x) (

Dee C, Honsen, Executive Director
Dionne R,  Nie lson,  Ph.D, .  Div is ion Director

5-16-87

Name: Sol-dier Creek CoaJ_ Company
P .0 .

: ACT/OA7
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b. DIVERSIONS
I_x-n--TT--)

d. OTHER SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES
e. SURFACE AND GROUNDWATER MONITORING

5. EXPLOSIVES

7. COAL FROCESS]NG WASTE

9. FROTECTIoN 0F FISH, I'/ILDLIFE AND

]1. CONTEMPORANEOUS RECLAIVIATION

I3. REVEGETATION
14. SUBSIDENCE CON]ROL
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INSPECTION REPORT
(continuation sheet) Page 2 of 3

PERMIT NWBER: ACT/007/018 DATE OF INSPECTION 5-18-87

(Comments are l,Jumbered to Comespond with Topics Listed Above)

1.  Permits:

1. Lhder this section in the last complete inspection report (2-12-87), I
wrote that the permit would go into effect on the date that the operator
signed off on the stipulations. The effective date is the date, according to
Susan Linner (B-team permit supervisor), indicated at the upper right hand
corner on the first page of the permit, FebruarY 7, 1987.

2. According to Mr. Spil lman permit stipulatlons 817.43-(I-2)-DC and
8I7.46-Q-2)-DC sti l l  need to be addressed. The Division has approved a 50
day extension for a response to these two stipulations in letter to Soldier
Creek Coal Co. dated 5-5-87. The l-etter also indicates that the operator has
adequately addressed the other five stipulations of the permit.

4.b.  Diversions:

The operator needs to clean, in places some of the coal fines and other debris
from the hal-f-round culvert found in the tipple and main mine yard area. The
cuLvert is sti l l  functioning and in compliance with UMC 817.45.

4.c.  Sediment Pond:

Inspections for the sediment pond and sewage lagoon are current through
3-27-87. The operator indicates no discharges and no unstable conditions at
either Location.

4.e. Surface and Groundwater Monitoring:

The operatorrs monitoring data is cument through 7-27-87. A11 required
locations were to have been monitored in February of 87. Data for some of
these locations, however was found to be missing. The operator submitted a
Ietter dated 3-5-87, to Mr. Wayne hedberg, explaining that springs, wells, and
two surface water monitoring locations (Gl and G2) were inaceessible in
February.

Copy of this Report:
Mailed to: Dave Spil1man, Donna Griff in
eiu"n to;

Inspectors Signature and Number: Ho]land Shepherd /19 Datez 5-26'87



INSPECTION REPORT
(continuation sheet) Page 3 of

PERMIT NL.IvIBER: ACf /AA7/ALB DATE OF INSPECTION 5-18-87

(Comments are Numbered to Cor with T s Listed Above

4.f .  Eff luent Limitations:

1. The operatorfs quarterly NFDES discharge monitoring reports are current
through 3-3I-87. The only discharges have been at discharge point 003, a mine
water discharge found to the north of the lower mine fan.

2. Discharge point 00f was discharging at the time of this inspection. A full
suite of samples were taken. The water appeared eloudier than on previous

inspections. Sample analysis should be complete within 1.5 weeks. Discharge
was approximately 300 gPm.

3. The Dept. of Heal-th has warned the operator about meeting The TDS Lbs/dy
Iimitation on the NFDES permit, which is 1 ton. I made some cal-culations
using information supplied by the operatorrs discharge monitoring reports and
field 1og. The log contains gallons discharged over the period between
readings from the operatorrs, in mine, discharge meter. My calculations
indicate that the operator has been discharging below the limit of 1 ton/dy
(ranging from 600 to 1,000 lbs/dy). lhe accuracy of these calculations is
Iimifed because the operator does not record discharge information on a daily

basis. Recorded discharges, taken from the in mine meter (measures total
gallons discharged) have to be averaged based on the number of days between

readings.

3

Inspectors Signature and Hol-land Shepherd il9 Date: 5-26-87


