-

0012

Andal ex. Fesources
F.0. Baox 9032 '
Frice, Utah 84501

Wildeat lloadout
Utah Fermit Mo. Act/007/033

Fandom Sample Inspection
June 20 and 21, 1330

Farticipants:

Fade Ho Orell, John Eathmann, Office of Surface Miring Albuqguerque
Field Office (AF0); Bill Malencik, John Pappas, Utah Division of 0il,
Haz, and Mining (DOGMIY; and Mike Glasson, and John Fappas, Andalex
Fesouwrces, Inoc. (operator? representatives).

Introduaction:

The inspecticon commenced the late afterncon of June 20 and terminated
in the late afternocon of June Z1. The weather was clear, windy and
warim. Grourd conditions were dry. A Ficobh 3% om camera and video
camera were wsed to photograpbh areas of interest. The last state
conplete inspection was conducted on June 5, 1990 (LSCIN. I provided
my credentials to the operator's representative at the beginning of
the inspection.

Mine Site Evaluation Inspection Feport:

The Mine Site Evaluation Inspection Report form has been completed to
reflect the random sample inspection. The results of the inspection
are described below. Each issue that resulted in a Ten—Day
Motice(TDM) ise briefly discussed below.

Inspection:

The inspection included a records review and field cbservations. The
inspection commenced with the vecords review followed by the field
ohservations. Issues identified as a result of the inspection are
listed below:
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TDN Fart 1 - 1) The records review included observations of the
sedinent pond "As-Built” certifications. There are five sediment
ponds at the loadout. The certifications indicated sediment markers
should be installed in all ponds (A~F). The inspection indicated that
sediment markers were not installed in any of the ponds. The
certifications also indicated that the inlets for the all the ponds
were completed with hal f-round culverts. The inspection indicated
that three of the ponds do not have inlets that are completed with
hal f-round culverts (ponds AB and C£). The DOGM representative
informed me on June 26, 1930 that sediment markers have been
installed in all ponds, sediment levels have been verified by suUrvey
and the "As-Built" certifications have been corrected with respect to
hal f-round culverts. The Utah Rules at FE14-301-742,212 require that

giltation structures be certified ...... to be constructed as
degigned and as approved in the reclamation plan. The LSCI was

conducted on June O, 1990, We agreed that the problems existed at the
time of the LSCI.

23 We also reviewed the stipulation response as part of the records
review. We reviewed the appropriate parts of the MEF to confirm the
respongss. In some cases it was not inhererntly obvious that the
stipulations had been adequately addressed. I advised the operator's
representative that I would contact DOGM in Salt Lake City to confirm
the Division's acceptance of the responses. I contacted DOGM .
representative Fam Grubaugh-Littig on June 26 1990. At this writing
the issue has not been concluded.

30 A additional issue identified as a result of the records review

iz the manner in which DOGM approved the "pre-SMCRA" impoundment.
Thowgh not speci fically part of the diversion scheme for structure UD-

1 when the permit was initially approved the structure will play an
important role in the new scheme as described in DOEM’s June 18, 1990
memorandum Cattached). Any issues realative to the way the structure
wag initially approved should be addressed per the new plan.

43 The certificate of liability was also reviewed. We reviewed DOGM’s
form as signed and notarized by the insurance company. However, we
could not locate the form that would have been issued by the
insurance company. In addition, the DOGM's form includes a statement
that indicates the inswance must be maintained for the life of the
permit yet the forms issued by insurance companies are frequently
yearly and contain expivation dates. The concern of the form of proof
of insurance that we can accept will be relayed to the appropriate
program specialist. The permit number that appears on DOGM's form
also needs to be revised., The number is listed as PRD 007/033 as
opposed to ACT O07/033.

TDN Fart 2 — 5) The operations at the loadout include a coal
processing waste pile. The waste material consists of "bony coal” or
carbonaceous shale removed from the coal as it is processed and
sediment pond clean out. FPage 146 of the approved mining and
reclamaticon plan (MREP) as reviewed at the mine site, indicates the
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material will be deposited in 24 inch 1ifts and compacted. Material
on the perimeter of the pile appears to have been end dumped. The
high end of the waste pile is approximately 8 to 9 feet. The Utah
Fules at RE14-300-143 require the permittee to comply with all terms
and conditions of the permit ...... . :

DM Fart 4 — In additon, the waste pile was approved pursuant to UMC
B17.81-88. Fage 15 of DOGM’'s technical asssssment indicates the
applicant is in compliance with the section. However, the' MRF
discussion doss not describe water control measures required by UMC
Bl7.832. The waste material also cannot be compacted to attain the 90
percent requived by UMZ 817.85 (if the 90 percent standard exists in
the new rules I was not able to locate it). The current Utabh rules at
F&l4-301-746, 100, 200, address placement of. coal mine waste/refuse
piles. The rules at section 301-746.31% require runaff be diverted in
channels designed to meet the 100-yegar, 6~hour standard. Runoff at
the site of the ocoal processing waste pile is not being diverted in
accordance with the requirements of the rule. The rules at section
201-536. 100, and 200 describe engineering practices that must be met.
The permit has been approved with deficiencies relative to the design
and construction of the coal processing waste pile.

TDN Fart 3 ~ &) The records review also included chservations of the
haul road certifications., FPlates 1 and 17 depict the certified haul
roads at the loadout. The field inspection indicated coal is alsa
transported on the road from the north entrance to the truck scales
to the stoker coal stockpile. The road is not designated as a haul
voad, not certified, eto. The Utah Fules at RE14-301-512. 250 require
that primary roads be certified as meeting the requirements of ,
sections 301-534.200 and 301-742.420. The DOGM representative advised
me, during ow June 26, 1990 telephone conversation that the operator
ig in the process of completing the new certification.

TDN Fart 2 ~ 7) The inspection also included observations of the
clean water diversion on the west side of the permit boundary,
designated UD-1. The inspection indicated that the approxiamtely 1200
feet of the sturcture does not meet the typical design approved in
the MRP. The typical indicates the diversion should be an offset "Y©
with 2H: 1Yy outelopes, 3H:1V inslopes and 9 inch rip rap. The channel
we observed has a rounded bottom, is not rvip rapped and is
substantially smaller than the recently constructed upstream part of
the structure. The location of the part of the ditch that needs to be
improved per the typical is from the coal waste pile south to
sediment pond F.o We agreed that the problem existed at the time of
the LBCI. During the June 26 telephone conversation referenced above
the DOGM representative advised me that the operator is in the
process of recongstructing the diversion in accordance with the
typical depicted in the MRP. There is also an issue relative to the
construction of the north end of UD-1. Construction of this part of
the diversion was terminated within the past year. The operator’s
representative indicated that construction terminated based on the
feasibility of constructing the extreme north west end of the
diversion. DOGM representatives in Salt Lake City indicated that they
advised the operator to terminate construction last October. During
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the weelk of June 18 DOGM advised the operator to modify the drainage
control scheme. I advised the DOGM representatives as well as the
operator that the issue of timeliness of permitting actions would be
relayed to the appropraite state program specialist for further
review. A copy of DOGM’s June 18, 1990 memor andum describing the
diversion issue is attached.

8) The review of the sur face water menitoring records inﬂiuded
obhservations of results for station WCW-3. The ingpection of the
location of the station as well as map review indicates the upstream
undisturbed sampling station is located in clean water diversion UD-—
1. The diversion is a constructed channel. Although for the purposes
of sediment control the area occupied by the diversion does not
classify as disturbed water sample collected from that point may not
be representative of upstream undisturbed conditions. In addition,
WEW-~1 dis located in a natural drainage labeled ND-1 on Flate 1. This
gtation is also labeled as a upstream station vet is located
dovnstream from part of the disturbed area. DOGM should reconsider

5 of the stations relative to whether or not they are
representaive of undisturbed conditions.

9y The inspection of sediment pond B indicated that the west inlet, a
12 inch CMF was plugged with coal fines. Although the operator
repaired the problem prior to the end of the inspection I advised the
DOGM representatives that a walkover letter would be issued because
the viclation existed at the time of the LSCI (June 5, 1990),

10 We also inspected the area east of sediment pond B relative to
wind blown coal fines. The operator has installed a row of straw
bales to control fines that have been deposited by wind. The straw
bales have been effective in reducing the downstream deposition of
the fines. The DOGM representative also requested and the operator
agreed to install an additonal row of straw bales.

Close-Dut Meseting:

The close-out meeting was conducted in two parts. AFO and DOGM
representatives met first. We discussed the issues identified during
the inspection and more or less agreed on a course of action for
each. We then met with the operator’'s representatives. The DOGM
representative listed the issues on a media board in the mine affice.
Although not in the same order the issues listed above are consistent
with those listed by the DDEM representative. We discussed each
problem with the operator’s representatives. I explained the TDN
process to the representatives. I also indicated that we are required
to return to AFD for managément concurrence before TDNs are issued.

Fost Ingpection Discussions:
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On June =5 and 26, 1990 I talked with two DOGM representatives, one
in Salt Lake City, and the other in Price. We discussed the
ingpection results and actions taken since the inspection to correct
the problems. I advised that even though some of the problems have
now besn corrected TDMs may still be issued.

As a result of the meeting with AFD management TDN 90-02-107-8¢1-4)
hag been issued. The paragraphs above, numbered 1, 5, &, and 7
describe each part TDN. :
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V) DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Norman H. Bangerter | DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

Governor
Dee G, Hansen 355 West North Temple
Executive Director 3 Triad Center, Suite 350 4
Dianne R. Nieison, Ph.D. Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203
Division Director 801-538-5340

- June 18, 1990

TO: Pamela Grubaugh-Littig, Permit Supervisor
FROM: Jeff Emmons, Reclamation Hydrologisﬁ/gif?
RE: Amendment to Permit Application Package! Permanent Impoundment,

Andalex Resources, Inc., Wildcat Loadout, ACT/007/033, Folder #2,
Carbon County, Utah

Synopsigs of Proposal

Currently, the Perm1t Application Package (PAP) proposes to
extend Diversion UD-1 650 feet to intercept the undisturbed drainage
located west of the existing impoundment. Due to topography and
slope requirements, and environmental destruction, the Division
determined it was not feasible to extend D1ver81on UD-1. A variance
wag granted by the Division based on a field inspection.
Subsequently, the Division asked the operator to permit a permanent
impoundment as an alternative to Diversion UD-1. The operator's
first submittal was received on January 29, 1990.

On June 6, 1990, Susan White, Tom Munson and I met with
Mr. John Pappas at the Wildcat Loadout to discuss the plan for
utilizing the existing 1mpoundment and small depression adJo1n1ng
the impoundment for total containment of the disturbed drainage
mentioned above. Sedimentation ponds act as final control for water
leaving the disturbed area.

Based on the June 6, 1990 inspection, the amendment to the
PAP includes construction of a combined overflow from the ex1st1ng
impoundment and the construction of a five-foot berm and combined
overflow to increase the capacity of the existing depression. The
drainage intercepted by the partial extension of UD-1 will be
returned to the original drainage pattern.

This memo details the information needed by the Division to
finalize this amendment and approve the plans. :

an equal opportunity employer
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Memo to P. Grubaugh-Littig
Amendment to PAP
ACT/007/033

June 18,

Analysis

1990

To expedite the amendment review process, I have compiled

the following list of items that must be addressed in subsequent
submittals. Additional information may be required to complete the

review,.

The submittal review will be based on the new rules which

became effective April 12, 1990.
1. Existing Permanent Impoundment

(a)

(b)
(c)

Surveyed volume calculations to determine capacity of the
impoundment with required freeboard.

Certified map and cross section of impoundment.
Details of a nonerodible open channel spillway capable of

passing the 100-year, 6-hour storm with riprap design
included.

2. Depressgion Area

(a)

(b)
(c)

NOTE:

Volume calculation to determine capacity of the enlarged
depression with required freeboard (one foot).

Certified map and cross section of new five-foot berm.

Details of a nonerodible open channel spillway and riprap
sizing.

The operator can use the combined capacity of the two
depressions to show if the volume of the 10-year, 24-hour
storm will be safely contained within the two impoundments
with adequate freeboard.

3. Upper Diversion

The farthest reach of Diversion UD-1 intercepts a small

natural drainage coming off the rim of the small canyon. To
re-establish the drainage pattern, a berm must be constructed.

(a)

Details of berm must be submitted. Field discussions
indicated an acceptable design would include berm with a
height of four feet, a top width of two feet, a 2:1 side
slopes, and the utilization of existing available riprap
material on the upstream face.
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Memo to P. Grubaugh-Littig
Amendment to PAP
ACT/007/033

June 18, 1990

(b) The plan must commit to the use of additional erosion
control measures approved by the Division if erosion
becomes apparent on the upstream face of the berm.

4., Lower Diversion

The midsection of the UD-1 extension has also blocked a
natural drainage ditch. To re-establish the natural drainage
pattern, the channel will have to be reconstructed through the
blocked drainage ditch. :

(a) Details of the channel must be submitted. Field
discussions indicate an acceptable design would include a
channel two feet deep, two feet wide, and a side slope of
2:1. This would achieve two purposes: (1) to repair the
gully formed upstream of the £ill; and (2) to prevent the
drainage from meandering out of the channel and causing
additional erosion.

5. Reclamation Plans

(a) Identify on Map Plate 15 or subsequent map which portion of
UD-1 will remain as a permanent diversion following final
reclamation.

(b) Immediate reclamation plans for the areas of UD-1 disturbed
through reconstruction of the natural drainage.

(c) Final reclamation plans for the impoundment created in the
depression area.

djh
cc: T. Munson, DOGM
AT54/3-5
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33 Cited Proor te LSCI, 2 ) Precinded by State Pelicy T} Unefficial Yarver 2 ) Likeiy 2 ) Kederate 3 ) IH-(0 15s0ed
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