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UNITED STATES DEPAR]. N 155 ¥ Btginat..3 Office: US DL / @s mEE
Office of Surface ‘ f /r} jswuerque_ Field OFF'ce_

Recl ti dE :
* ;né:;'%nA? N(;ncemgeT 19 1989 ZS',S//veE Ave,_s,w'. . Su/te 2/
BiL. GAS & Anpun | ]>Cle NI BT 3TN
Numberx- 89 - Z - /il - Z v Telephone Number/So,;) 7hb- 1486

Ten-Day Notice to the State of C/Tﬁ//

You are notified that, as a result of _Q (éc{aﬁﬁ/ 7»59&0%0/6 (e.g. a federal inspection,
citizen information, etc.) the Secretary has reason to believe that the person described below is in violation
of the Act or a permit condition required by the Act. If the State Regulatory Authority fails within ten days
after receipt of this notice to take appropriate action to cause the violation(s) described herein to be cor-
rected, or to show cause for such failure and transmit notice of your action to the Secretary through the
originating office designated above, then a Federal inspection of the surface coal mining operation at
which the alleged violation(s) is occurring will be conducted and appropriate enforcement action as re-
quired by Section 521(a)(1) of the Act will be taken.

Permittee: }l ex) é aML‘T @5 1D/ County: CQK&’J (] Surface
(Or Operator if No Permit) m - W siliAam D}:m(b S AT LHKECI",‘Y

Mailing Address: #o/fné Roperrs z‘o Seyi S50 S. Nhainst 144 g Underground

Permit Number: ZC/AYA /Do ';/9 2/ Mine Name: B/A2e O #/ (0 other

NATURE OF VIOLATION AND LOCATION: _Failuge “o ekmingte. oz reduce all /u'qlmy//s

‘7[9 closel., Fesemble 4/1e d‘Lenem/ Surl e CenéqarqumA) of the 5MrrﬁunJin§

+t-ercain, TLpcludes /\/ﬂwn//s remaining OO bﬁaké/led poztnl slope s fermer
Section &f State Law, Regulation or Permituc’a 4010~ i
access repd cut- and /)m}vw%)” Condition believed to have been violated:ume i 7. 101X : 5(;
[4 [4

NAFIBREOFHOEATSR-AND TOCATION: CHS‘IL e £ concrete I}’Dﬂdi CU/":/«)\ F’ISO CD’P‘\IQ;A/S

an _eyposed copl seam,

- e : ”
Sceet'lg.ln’d's. I tla. te I:al "l" 'I 'egu:at'o“ °.'|| el ”II:"

NATURE OF VIOLATION AND LOCATION: ¢:4//ch ‘/O c/ S pose OIZ lmo/erafoam/

O/QV@/opmm-(‘ whste As eueJ in -/-/re__ M/nmq cwc/ ?ec/am')éod b[m\) 1612.

P€2m+#iﬂﬂ/om/oc/ wﬂ:}e materials were uysed as dackdl o0

Seetion of State Law, Regulation or Permitumg 771,19
-7%,@, slope_ ldoR-/rheqs-l' and Condition believed to have been vuolated_mﬂ/oor;/ Qzl(pg,,;zq.)

Remarks or Recommendations: GJ'\AC@*T; ~:[o ~é'(é, é—/ #/& =Sl’) /c/ef C’Qn;/od
Colvert inlet qrea

File in:
Date of Notice: 0] Mplgq Signature of Authorized g gl?:l‘;de“ﬁ“'
Sew}' Certi€ied Mail ¥ Brint N 41D ’ c Q Expandableﬂ p
a rint Name an : Refer to Record No /77 Date _
‘65’ 7qg 75‘6 mmCig22/27l 1454, Internal

Distribution: Original-State’s Copy, Blue-Field Office, Yellow-Inspector's Copy. For additional information
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UNITED STATES DEPAR1. N Y $HRUE ;‘j Hh &ngi atL 3 Office: LI.SD!I /Qsmre
Office of Surface ‘ uergue Field OFf'ce |

Reclamation and En meeT 19 1989 7 L ver Ave s, w.. _Su,i/ej/(?)

TEN-DAY NOTICE

UL GRS & Mg &m VaZsa) %ﬁ@:c!- 27182
Numberx- 89 - Z - [lilo - ?’ v Telephone Number/So.;) Tlhb- 1486
Ten-Day Notice to the State of UTH/‘/

You are notified that, as a result of _Q (EC/eZA/ 7A)_S,D€c.*fie/3 (e.g. a federal inspection,
citizen information, etc.) the Secretary has reason to believe that the person described below is in violation
of the Act or a permit condition required by the Act. If the State Regulatory Authority fails within ten days
after receipt of this notice to take appropriate action to cause the violation(s) described herein to be cor-
rected, or to show cause for such failure and transmit notice of your action to the Secretary through the
originating office designated above, then a Federal inspection of the surface coal mining operation at
which the alleged violation(s) is occurring will be conducted and appropriate enforcement action as re-

quired by Section 521(a)(1) of the Act will be taken.

Permittee: }l ex; sl €S, /1D County: AR 806 [J Surface
(Or Operator if No Permit) > Mr. wi iliam D,Z, nce SATr LF}KECH‘Y

Mailing Address: /-/o/mé Rogerrs $0uen , Suite o0 50 S, NhinSt, u+AH 84144 X Underground

Permit Number:ggdﬂ7llzo_';éﬂi[—~ Mine Name: B//-?Z@A#/ O other

NATURE OF VIOLATION AND LOCATION: _Eailuge o eliming te. oz reduce all /ﬁ/«;lyw//s
“7[9 closel, Resemble »Me @enem/ Supl Ace Cenéq,arffvlwk) of Jhe 5urrﬁumlmaq
-7L=erra:n. T helydes: /\/g)wnl/.s re€maining. £ 15ﬂck"¢'illed Do;?hq/ slobe. ékmer

Section &f State Law, Regulation or Permituc’a 40%-/0~ i

Gccess road ccn“ - and /,,q),wp/{ Condition believed to have been violated: UMme 8i'. m(s}(a) 5‘(.‘:2
I4 [/4
NATHRE OF-HOEATSN-AND LOBATION. €AsT of concrede Pﬁa/ which Also cordains

an -ijoss@e] C‘pﬁ/ SeAam,

, 7 : . m
W oo hell al "|" I”EQU:EIIUIIO_III ellll':“

NATURE OF VIOLATION AND LOCATION: ¢¢7//H/?6 ';O C/SDOSE OJZ [//70/4@206%0/
C/QVG/{)DmPﬂ'IL whAste As m»mueol in +he W/nmq and Keclamatno 7314:\) e

Pefm i I/V/)/om/ad Waste maferials were ysed as dacktll o
Seetion of State Law, Regulation or Permitum¢€ 771, 19

—/'A.e, slope. moriheast and Condition believed to have been wolated_mﬁ/oof;/ F)zl(pg 24) |
adiacert 4o the C'He Snider dm/w@

Remarks or Recommendations:

Colvert in le+ areg.

Date of Notice: fDI Hblgc Signature of Authorized Rep.: ‘)’L‘?J\f\m\‘b Qm
seﬂ+ Certi€ied mai| ¥ JJ > @4 10
( ((65' 79% 956 Print Name and ID: éﬂ?ﬁ N

Distribution: Original-State’s Copy, Blue-Field Office, Yellow-Inspector's Copy. IE-160 (3/81)



UNITED STATES DEPART _NT OF THE INTERIOR | Origina..ag Office:us DI/Os mRE
Office of Surface Mining ﬁ\bu%uer gue Fleld OFfice
Reclamation and Enforcement — ¢ . <,
JEN-DAY N°§.'1°E (p2s” S/lver Ave, SW. Suite 310
(Continuation Sheet) A nmé‘; NM L1ID2
Number X-89 - 2 _lib -2 Tv__ 2 Telephone Numberz o) 74(,~ 1486

Ten-Day Notice to the State of __ LY TAH

NATURE OF VIOLATION AND LOCATION: Failure -4 pASS a )\ surface
Clmmﬂqe. ('Rom éu%rbe& araa;—&kroum)\ O Sed.mwr\'q-tvon bOnd

< dhe Dﬂama-}- area, T hree cceas are

i:e(ce& 4he Q].YQ\“QSB leave

Section of State Law, Regulation or PermitUC W 40-10~1

in violabon 2 ®?Gc\qs’meé

Condition believed to have been violated: umec 817, 42/@3(0

NATURE OF VIOLATION AND LOCATION: _slspes of +the CifHe Snider qu\\;mﬁ
O (m’imer Cu\ver+ A (gmo\m\ orees Qné F;:»Kw\ar —l—cbso l S4ocko;(9

Aisturbed area  wrst o€ wine access

reclaimed areas ) and B

Sootion-ol-State-LawRegulat Permit

Road gt micesite  omrang

Condition-beli 1o} I olated:

NATURE OF VIOLATION AND LOCATION: %G{*{, Area ,

Section of State Law, Reguiation or Permit
Condition believed to have been violated:

NATURE OF VIOLATION AND LOCATION:

Section of State Law, Regulation or Permit
Condition believed to have been violated:

NATURE OF VIOLATION AND LOCATION:

Section of State Law, Regulation or Permit
Condition believed to have been violated:

Remarks or Recommendations:

Date of Notice: ID‘ l(o’ gfl
<gAT Cert:Fied maj Iﬁ’

P abs 195 95k

Signature of Authorized Rep: ‘QQN\M/D QU\F}C’

Print Name and ID: ‘)‘_él\)ﬁ’\f m&S'F NITA

Distribution: Original - State’s Copy. Blue - Field Copy. Yellow -

Inspector’s Copy 1E 160A (1/83)
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‘Report

2. Name 6’f’Perm“it'~vlee: g )\f» MO

| 9:MSHA Number -

Elo! il 1111
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B

RV : 0, Date ot Inspection |
i _GYMMDD)
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. 2!‘%;

3. Street Address L
Mok
HIA |

. 1 State Permit Number

. 5 State

Slall # | Liaklel CL# ,"m"'

7. Area Code: /8. Telephone Number

o

izl bl bl

12. Name of Mine

-

13. County Code 14, State Code. . ..15. Strata 16. 5

gl é '201"_  52%’7 lsD

oozl L1 LI ol

ate Area. Office

Lohal

17. OSM Field

18. OSM.Area; » % ~19. OSM 20. Type of lrsper‘tlor 21. Joint Inspection 22. Inspector’'s 1D
Office No. Office No. - Sample No. - {Code) . Yes. . .No : No. :
ol %}E 'J G e
23. Status 24 Type of Actmty (c‘\eck apphcable—noxes)

A [ol]

s [Al]

D [Qb E}Z |Q|°l |
llolololbleks ]

Type of Permit
Mine Status (Code)

Type of Facility (Code):

Number of Permitted Acres

E Number of Disturbed Acres

A D Steep S!cipe - :-;, . e 1]

) L
B [:] Mountain Top Removal-: E [

e} D‘P_rime Farmlands ’ G E—‘l
D D Anu.v\ial'Valrley Floors : H I:J

Anthracite

vb‘Federa! Lands

Indian Lands.

Other

25. Performance Standards (Codes) :
Instrucﬂons Indicate pomphance code: For. any standafd marked 2 or 3. provnde narrative to-support this determination.

~ Standards That Limit the Effects. to the Permit Area
Distance Frohibitions
Mining Within Permit Boundaries

" Signs and Markers

Sediment Control Measures

m O O @ >

Design and' Certification Requirements—
Sediment Control

Effluent lens

Surface Water Momtorlng

X & =T

Ground Water Monitoring

Blasting Procedures

—

Haul/Access Road Design and Maintenance

Refuse Impoundments

- X

Standards That Assure: Reclamatt on Quality and Timeliness

g .

‘TopsoH-‘Handling

Backfiiling and Grading

Following Reclamation Schedile
Revegetatidﬁ Requirements
Disposa! of Excess Spoil

Handling of Acid or Toxic Materials
Highwall Elimination 7

Downslope Spoil Disposal

Post Mining Land Use

Cessation of Operations: Temporary

Other

s <c - o B O v o 2z
OOFENPIEEENE

CEEWEIEE EFEEE

Other: Specify

Distribution: Original - Field .Office, Green - Headquarters, Blue - State’s Cbpy, Yellow - inspector’s.Copy,:Pink - File Copy

E - 163 (1/83)
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27. Date of inspectlon 7;
(/.Y MM D D)

VIEM fl_l—@ai |

1. [0 M no, provide narrative to support this determination.:

g 28. Yes No Do mining and reclamation activmes on the sute compiy wnth the plans in the perm;t'?

Eomb 12

29a. ED Number of Completes

29. Indicate-number of ‘complete and partial i jpections conducted by the Sta

Az,—’ﬂs

te fO!;glls annual review period

Number of Partials

30. Indicate number of complete and parhal mspections required by the State dunng this annual. review period:

ty
30a. [:lj Number of Completes ED Number of Partials
31. Has inspection frequency been met" e
Yes No . Yes ‘
31a. D r_—l Completes . _ 31b. D [:] Partials

Ten-Day Notice No. Notice of Violation No. -Ces

32 FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION. [Enter violation number. Check appropriate box(es)]

sation Order No.

Iﬂﬂ:lgzl:hl_l_d—ldQ&III—HllllllHlll

ERISNEESRER

........................

~ Violation Codes

Authorizations to Operate
Signs and;Markei's
Backfilling and Grading
Highwall Elimination

, A:ﬁills and Gullies
“Improper Fills
Topsoil Handiing

* Sediment Ponds

Effluent ‘Limits
Water Monitoring
Buffer Zones

Roads

‘Dams

Blasting
Revegetation

Spoil on tiie Downslope

Mining Without Permit

Exceeding Permit Limits.
Distance: Prohibitions

“Toxic Materials '

Other Vioiations

3. NmT mm%a é!hpresentat”Wrmtﬁt pe) 'L ;\)

Date

ficlal

!’M‘v”

s-gnatu'# mm“ﬁﬂ o | iolicfes

¢ Dd’te

(Ol /TG
£ ! ki

Distribution: Original - Field Office, Green - Headquarters, Blue - State’s Copy, Yellow - Inspecior's'Copy, Pink - File Copy

IE - 163 (1/83)
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Conducted a State Bond Release Oversight Inspectianvwf the North
American Equities, Blazon # 1 Mine on October 12, 1989. I was
accompanied on the inspection by Mike DeWeese and Harold Sandbeck of
the Utah Division of 0il, Gas and Mining (DOGM), and Jack Otani,
landowner of the minesite area. Weather conditiqns were clear and
warm and ground conditions were dry. DOGM conducted a Phase I Rond
Felease inspection here on October 3y, 19839. 08M/AFO was notified of
the 10/3 inspection on September 25 and did not have persannel
available to accompany DOGM an the inspection. Mr. DeWeese indicated
he was conducting a partial inspection this date.

I began the inspection with an office review at the DOGM Salt Lake
City office on 10/11/89. 1 reviewed the Blazon # 1 inspection files;
hydraolagical monitoring records; and the Reclamation As—-Ruilt Report
dated 7/21}89. Correspondence documents were reviewed from the last
0OSM inspection of this site conducted on 3/720/89. An aerial
inspection of the site was also conducted Jointly with DDGﬁ i
7/5/789,

Hydrological monitoring records and sediment pond inspection
reports reviewed were current and meet the requirements of the
regulations and permit conditions. The correspondence file is
extensive with technical review and comments concerning the As~Built
plan referred to above and still being reviewed at this writing. In
addition, additional review of the approved mining and reclamation
plan, INA/007/021 which waé revised 10/86, will be necessary. The
approved plan has not been revised ta incorporate differengea

documented in the as-built document.
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The cmrrespondenge file also contained the 4/27/89 DOGM response to
a 3/20/89 citizen's complaint filed by Mr. Otani. This YRSpONSe was
not issued by DOGM in accordance with UMD 842.12 as it was not
completed within 15 days of receipt of the complaint. Mr. Otani also
filed a written citizen’'s complaint to DOGM which was hand delivered
to DOGM during the 10/3 bond release ingpection. DOGM had not
responded to this complaint as of 10/11.

The bond release application resubmittal from North American
Equities (NAE) dated 9/28/89 was received by DOGM the same date. The
application was reviewed and appears to meet regul atory requirements.
Suppeorting documentation including reclamation description, public
notifications, praﬁpsed public notice advertisement, etc., was
submitted to DOGM on 7/721/89. The newspaper advertisement was
initially published on 10/3/89 according to DOGM. Total current bond
held by DdGM is $48,000.00 and the amount proposed to be released is
$10,400,00. Bond calculations are still being reviewed by 0SM at this
writing, however, it appears the current bond amount held is
inadequafe. DOGM bonding review also makes this‘assumptian. DOGHM has
proposed a five year bond liability pericd. It appears the DOGM
calculations have started tHe five year liability period beginning
when the backfilling/grading and initial hydroseeding was\cmmpletéd
during October/November, 1988. Additional seeding and planting work
has been done in 1989 and some still remainslto be done accarding to
DOGM. The five year bond liability period does not begin for a aiven
area until all revegetation work has been completed. The five year
liability period determination is currently being researched by

OSM/AFO.
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The site inspection of 10/12 began at the minesite access gate and
sediment pond area. We reviewed the as—built sediment pond design and
took basic field measurements which met design criteria. This pond is
proposed as a permanent structure and the design info sugoests that
the emergency spillway will not function during the hundred year
event. Mud Creek channel reconstruction was also evaluated in this
area (culvert L£). Specific design criteria, rip-rap sizing, etc., was
not evaluated for the stream channel reconstruction areas. Mr.
DeWeese indicated he would soon be making this evaluation to confirm
the reconstruction meets design criteria. |

We next inspected the Little Snider Canyon reconstruction area.
Froblems noted here included: spoil material used to backfiil the
slope northeast of the culvert inlet ¢(TDN 89-2-116-2 issued 10/16);
north slope still needs to be seeded/mulched/netted as well as the
slope work above and north of Little Snider; 90 yr./24 hr. design
criteria of culvert vs. 100 yr./24 hr. criteria used for the channel
reconstruction (AFO will request O0SM/WFO to conduct an analysig of
this design); and the runcoff diversion at the base =f the reclaimed
north facing slope (ﬁortal slope) may need additional positive
drainage established (this could not be determined during the
inspection and Mr. DeWeese indicated he would folleow up on itd.

5ilt fencing estaplished in several areas needs sediment removal and
maintenance. Mr. DeWeese and I documented these areas and N89-31-3-1
was issued by DOGM on 10/13 addressing these areas.

Two soil pits were dug on the reclaimed poftal slope, and
approximate locations were noted on a map aﬁd marked in the field.

The first pit had approx. 14 inches of cover material to spoil and
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the second, upslope, pit had approx. 27 inches plus of soil material
to spoil. Samples were taken and split with Mr. DeWeese. The slump
which occcurred spring of 89 was repaired but not retopsoi led.
Sampling and analysis done on the slope is documented in the 7/89 as-—
built plan. 0SM/AFO will do further analysis of this area via sample
results and additional technical investigations if necessary. Small
ldgs have been staked into the slump area in a check dam
configuration to provide surface stability.

Highwall remnants were approved to be left on the portal slope-
including portians of the face up area, and former access road cut.
The upper remnant is appraox. 160 to 180 feet long and 25 feet high at
the face up area. There is also a small highwall left tdownslope of
the portal area and a highwall with an exposed coal seam east of the
concrete pad arealiTDN BY-2~116-2 was issued for failure to eliminate
all highwalls to closely resemble the general surface configuration
of the surrounding area. There are no naturally occurring vertical
rock oufcrops in this area. The road cut slope west of the primary
access road was not reclaimed and was never permitted by NAE. This
will be researched by 0SM/AFO.

Three areas have been designated as small area exemptionsg
including: culvert A removal area and former topsoil star%ge areas
Little Snider Canyon slopes; and an area west of the access road at
the minesite entrance. Documentation could not be found in the recard
or when requested of DOGEM concerning the demonstrations required by
UMC 817.42 (a) 3. TDN 89-2-116-2 was issued for these areas.

The NFDES permit for éhis site was revoked by EFA/Denver at the

3
ocperators request on June 18, 1985, This alsc will be researched by
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0OSM/AFO as it relates to permit requirements for the éedimentatimn
pond.

The proposed transfer of the water well ahd water rights from NAE
to Mr. Otani is currently under litigation and apparently has not
been completed. This concluded the inspection.

Fer formance standards indicated as not applicable do not exist on

site





