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IBC Remote Fan fnstal- l-at, ion, Andalex frcf/owc17

ROAD SYSTEMS AI{D OTHER TR.JAIVSPORTATION FACILITIES

R e g u l a t o r y  R e f e r e n c e :  3 0  C F R  S e c  .  7 8 4 . 2 4 ,  8 1 7 . 1 _ 5 0 ,  8 1 7 . 1 5 1 ;
R 6 4 5 - 3 0 1 _ - 5 2 1 , ,  - 3 0 r - 5 2 7 ,  - 3 0 1 _ - 5 3 4 ,  - 3 0 L - 7 3 2 .

PAP ent i t led fBC Remote Fan
r v Y 5  f . n a t :

Upon completion of construction of t .he left hand fork
insta l la t ion,  Andalex wi l l  preform a s lope stabi l i ty
study to ensure that al l  road embankments of a minimum
sta t i c  sa fe ty  fac to r  o f  1 - .3 .  Th i s  s tudy  w i l l  a l so
determine t.hat. t .he cut and f i l l  slopes of the pad have
a  m in imum s ta t i c  sa fe ty  fac to r  o f  1 .3 .  I t  shou ld  be
noted that  the construct ion of  the pad wi l l  be
consis tent  wi th  common consLruct ion pract ices inc lud inq
l imi t ing the th ickness of  l i f ts  to  a maximum of  four
(  L \  f o a t -

In  the technica l  rev j -ew dated December 5,  1-994 the Div is ion sa id
tha t :

The OperaLor must prove that all- road embankments have
a min imum stat  j -c  safety  factor  o f  1 .3 .

Before the permit. is issued, the Operator must show his
abil i ty to meet the minimum static safety requirements for t.he
road embankments.



fn a telephone conversation between Mike Glasson and Wayne
Western on March 15,  1-995 they d iscussed the need for  a  s lope
stabi l i ty  s tudy.  Mr.  Glasson agreed to have a consul tant  (Dan
Guy) conduct a slope stabil i ty analysis on the road embankment
and pad.  Mr.  Western of fered to  a l - l -ow the Operator  or  h is
consul tant .  accepts to  t .he Div is ion 's  s lope stabi l i ty  program.

The Operator  has agreed to l - imi t  t .he l i f t  h igh of f  the pad
and al- l  roads to a maximum of four feet. The maximum height of
the l i f ts  may have to  be reduced depending on the s lope sLabi l i ty
s tudy.  I f  the so i l  needs to  have a h igh cohesion to  meet  the
minimum static safety fact.or then the l i f t  heioht must be
reduced.

Findings:

The Operator did not demonst.rate that the road embankments
meet the minimum static safet.y requirement.. In a telephone
conversation, he agreed to have a consultant conduct. the
s tab i l i t y  ana lys i s .

Recommendatione:

Do not  issue the permi t  unt i l  the OperaLor  demonstrates that
the road embankments meet the minimum stat, ic.

RECLAMATION PLAI{

GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

Regu la to ry  Re fe rence :  PL  95 -87  Sec .  515  and  5161  30  CFR Sec .
784 .1_3 ,  784 .L4 ,  784 .L5 ,  784 .L6 ,  784 .17  ,  784 . ] - 8 ,  ' 784 .L9 ,

794 .2A ,  784 .2L ,  784 .22 , ' 784 .23 ,  784 .24 , ' 784 .25 ,  184 .26 ;
R645 -301 -23L ,  - 30L -233 ,  - 301 -322 ,  - 301 -323 ,  - 301 - -331 ,
-301 -333 ,  - 30L -34L ,  - 301 -342 ,  - 301 , -411 ,  - 301 -4L2 ,  - 30 ] - - 422 ,
-301 -5L2 ,  - 3  01_ -513 ,  - 30L -52 r ,  - 30L -522 ,  - 301 -  - 525 ,  - 301 -526  ,
- 301 - -527 ,  - 30 r -528 ,  - 301 - -529 ,  - 301_ -531 ,  - 301 -533 ,  - 301 -534 ,
-301 -535 ,  - 301 -537 ,  - 301_ -542 ,  - 30L -623 ,  - 30L -524 ,  - 30 t -625 ,
-301_ -626 ,  - 301 -531_ ,  - 301_ -632 ,  - 301_ -731 ,  - 301_ - ' 723 ,  - 301 " -724 ,
-301 -725 ,  - 301 - -726 ,  - 301 -728 ,  - 301 -729 ,  - 30L -731 ,  - 301 -732 ,
-301_ -733 ,  - 301 -146 ,  - 301 -754 ,  - 301 -830 .

Analys is :

The Operator  s tates that :

Recl-amation of t .he pad, which is
Cross  sec t i on  P la tes ,  w i l l  occu r
cessat ion of  min incr .  Reclamat ion

shown on the Cut. Fill-
immediat.ely after

w i l l  c o n s i s t  o f



culvert removal with appropriate drainagie protection,
and regrading and backf i l l ing to  the or ig ina l  contour .
This wif l  be fol l-owed by replacement of topsoil  and
appropriate sediment. control- such as straw dikes and
si l - t  fences wi l l  be employed to prevent  addi t ional
sediment contribut. ions to t.he drainage system.

The Div is ion requested a contour  map of  the s i te  af ter
recLamat ion.  The Div is ion needs a contour  map of  the s i te  in
order to determine whether the reclamation requirements can be
met. The Operator did not incl-ude a map showing the post-mining
land conf igurat ion.

Findings:

The Operator did noL supply the Divisj-on with a contour map
showing t.he post-mining surface of the fan portal area and road
as st ipu lat .ed in  the December 5,  L994 t .echnica l  rev iew.

Recommendation:

Do not  issue the permi t  unt i l  the Operator  suppl ies the
Division with a map that shows the post-mining contours at the
remote fan insta l la t ion.

fanmar. whw


