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Ten-Day Notice to the State of \A*o.\s . DI X O&\l GCos « WM ¥A 4

You are notified that, as a result of RO e CSV I NS gocs (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: _Me s 2(R st WMivrae (@ g - County: Evnesga
(Or Operator if No Permit)

N
Mailing Address: 41T Yo Goxdoa Q’&“‘-&Z}: \pl\u-éﬂmﬂag (.
Mine Name: 3-©. \(,‘,q{)

(] Surface

Underground

Permit Number:_ @\S /OOZ_ (] Other
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A wod —Cemion >—\=Sa\g
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Section of State Law, Regulation or Permit

Condition believed to have been violated: e S<1. 8’{'(0\
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NATURE OF VIOLATION AND LOCATION:

Remarks or Recommendations:

File in:
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a Shelf

.} Expandable
Refer to Record No OO\'S Date\0-\- 3
In C/_0\S , 03 Incoming

For additional information

Date of Notice: <O — 4/- &8

Wﬂ Pefpoest# P20l 22537

19/ 6/ 52

Signature of Authorized Rep.: é ; ’ @

Print Name and ID: Ke.d-e ODrel ‘ 27

Distribution: Original-State’s Copy, Blue-Field Office, Yellow-Inspector’'s Copy.
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Ten-Day Notice to the State of KXol v VIS . o O, e & Wiy (R%

You are notified that, as a result of %ﬁw& (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: \Q«’&‘b‘(a S&-‘\"*s W«'N"&\QG Gve . | County: Ewmesgn. (] Surface

(Or Operator if No Permit) N N

Mailing Address: 341E Vo) Goxdn. GA((\—Q.Z};'\ \)\\MA'Y’C()? . Underground
Permit Number._ @\S /OOZ.. Mine Name: T.8. \"‘IQ{\) (] Other
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Section of State Law, Regulation or Permit
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Section of State Law, Regulation or Permit
2\e Condition believed to have been violated: A<, St1. %ﬂd
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NATURE OF VIOLATION AND LOCATION:

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

Remarks or Recommendations:

Date of Notice: O-4-8& Signature of Authorized Rep.: %/ W
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Distribution: Original-State’s Copy, Blue-Field Office, Yellow-Inspector’'s Copy. IE-160 (3/81)
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DIVISION OF
. . OfL, GAS & MINING
United States Department of the Interior For Office Use Only
Office of Surface Mining ‘a " e
Mine Site Evaluation Inspection Report
. Y Y M M Batch Report
10. Date of inspection
2. Name of Permittee L 9. MSHA Number (YYMMDD)
oa-‘c' YIN S‘*s"tpa Q‘(—oo#' — l&‘&o'—gtr
J. Street Address 11. State Permit Number -
}|1917(8] Via|v| Glo|ridleWw| |Sif o/t <] [b lole.
4. City 5. State 12. Name of Mine .
cha'\‘r\’o&lg& Cie E’@, K ,3454_
6. Zip Code 7. Area Code 8. Telephone Number 13. County Code 14. State Code 15. Gtrata 16_.§t_ate Area Office
<0 OS5 L0|S lqu—') o}cét] Q|1 ST w |
17. OSM Field 18. OSM Area 19. OSM 20. Type of Inspection 21. Joint Inspection 22 Inspector's 1D
Office No. Ofttice No. Sample No. (Code) Yes No No.
. | ] 23 3 Ll (o7
23. Status 24. Type of Activity (check applicable toxes).
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o [2I0
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0

Type of Permit

Mine Status (Code)

Type of Facility (Code)
Number of Permitted Acres

Number of Disturbed Acres

>

jor]

(@]

[J Steep Slope E [:J Anthracite
D Mourtain Top Removal F L-] Federal Lands
D Prime Farmlands G D Indian Lands
[:] Alluvial Valley Fioors H [ﬁ Other

Distance Prohibitions

Signs and Markers

m O O w >

Sediment Control

Effluent Limits

I O =

HELEEEEE S88HE

[ ]

Ground Water Monitorin

Blasting Procedures

Refuse Impoundments

ro X <«

Distribution: Original - Field Office, Green - Headquarters, Biue - State’s Copy, Yellow - Inspector’s Copy. Pink - File Copy

25. Performance Standards (Codes)
Instructions: indicate compliance code. For any standard marked 2 or 3 provide narrative to support this determination.

Standards That Limit the Effects to the Permit Area

Mining Within Permit Boundaries

Sediment Control Measures )

Design and Certification Requirements—

Surface Water Monitoring

g

Haul/Access Road Design and Malintenance

Standards That Assure Rectamation Quality and Timeliness

M

S <« € 4 ©» D O W O =z

Other: Specify ﬁgh Nov €8~3O0— \‘ZC‘)
E ‘! sl € jﬂ m "z‘:m E

(1]
[A]

FHENSEE]

[1]

@ Other

T2 elosf—r

Topsoil Handling

Backtilling and Grading

Following Reclamation Schediile

Revegetation Requirements

Disposal of Excess Spoil

Handling of Acid or Toxic Materials T3 &&~02~(C7-
Highwall Elimination

Downsiope Spoil Disposal

Post Mining Land Use

Cessation of Operations: Temporary
SulasvReyua
st NoV §8-30-\-28)

Mz

IE - 163 (1/83)
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“United States Department of the Inferior
Office of Surface Mining
Mine Site Evaluation Inspection Report

26. State Permit Number 27. Date of Inspection
(Y YMMDD)

hlcl/leloll TTTTTTTTITTITT] [E8RARIY]

28. Yes No Do mining and reclamation activities on the site comply with the plans in the permit?
8] [1__If no, provide narrative to support this determination.

29. Indicate number of complete and partial inspections conducted by the State tc date for this annuai review period:

29a. ED Number of Completes 29b.  [gf] ] Number of Partials
30. Indicate number of complete and partial inspections required by the State during this annual review period:
30a. m Number of Completes 30b. @@ Number of Partials
31. Has inspection frequency been met?
Yes No Yes No

31a [Xl D Completes 31b. @ D Partials

32. FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION. [Enter violation number. Check appropriate box(es))
Ten-Day Notice No. ~ Notice of Violation No. Cessation Order No. Violation Codes

LLHTHITTETO O ETTHTHEIT OO TR
ALd 0 TR L) Authorizations to Operate
B o L) O e Signs and Markers
] I I U L) Backfilling and Grading
O] LI Lo Highwall Elimination

1 I L)oo ) Rills and Gullles
FLT ... IO L) Improper Fiils

! I R L)oo LI Topsoil Handling
] I R LI Ll Sediment Ponds

L T LI L) Effluent Limits
L L) L Water Monitoring
KL L] Ll Butfer Zones
I R O, O Roads

T O oo, [ oams

N o O o O o Biasting

T [ O oo Revagetaton

S0 O e O oo Spoil on the Downsiops

el ] ... L] o Ll Mining Without Permit
RLT L] Ll Exceeding Permit Limits
sC] L)oo L] Distance Prohibitions
L I L)oo LI Toxic Materlals

] I Lo L Other Violations

33. of Authoﬁzed&epreﬁstatlve {print or type) 34. Administrative Information
ade . VA(’\ Lo
} a Permit Review (Hours)
Signature of ized J}ép ive Date ﬂﬂ@
/0_{—-88 b [O]R]e ][] Travel Time (Hours)
Signaturé of Reviewing Otficial ! Date c Eﬂiﬂ[‘] Inspection Time (Hours)
d m Report Writing Time (Hours)




FAGE 1

Western States Minerals Corporation
4875 Van Gordon Street
Wheatridge, Colorado 80033

JoBe Eing Mine
Utah Fermit No.o 0157002

Oversight Inspection
September 29, 1988

Farticipants:

Fade H. Orell, Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement,
Albuguerque Field Office (AF0), Bill Wearmack, WUtah Divigion of Jil,
Gas, and Mining (DOGM).

Mine Gite Evaluation Inspecticn Feport Form:

The Mine Site Evaluation Inspection Report form has been completed to
reflect the oversight inspection. The number 2 is at per fomanse
standard codes L, Other (failure to minimize grosionty B, Handling of
Acid or Toxic Materials and W, Other, to indicate the issuance of a
two part Notice of Violation by DOGSM and a Ten-Day Notice ¢TDND
issued to the state by the AFD. TDN 88-02-107-10 was issued from the
office vather than the field. Additional explanation concerning the
issuance of the TDN is presented later in this report.

Imtroductions

The inspection included field observations as well as a brief records
review. The weather was clear and mild. Ground conditions were dry. A
Fentax I Zoom camera was used to photograph areas of interest. While
we observed the mine in total this report documents only those parts
of the mine where problems were evident. :

Fecords Feview:

The J.B. King Mine is in reclamation with the company offices in
Colorado. Therefore, a mine site records review could not be
completed rather the review was conducted at the offices of DOEM in
Balt Lake Tity. The records review included observations of the
Miping and Reclamation Flan (MEF) and the administrative files
related to inspections, corrvespondence, notices of violation, etc.. I
also reviewed documents relative to the previous oversight
inspection,



F A

Field Inspection:

The field inspection commenced at the entrance to the mine area at
the northwest corner of the property. We walked the site COMMEnNSLrg
at the approximate location of the feeder ditch, along the reclailmed
portal area, across the top of the refuse pile, eventually
terminating at the point of beginning.

Fefuse File: The inspection of the reclaimed refuse pile indicated
the existence of an area along the east side of the pile that is need
of reclamation. The area is approximately 20 feet wide and 500 fest
long.

The inspection of the revegetated area in general indicated the reed
for additiconal erosion control practices. We observed contour furr ows
and silt fences installed to control erosion. We also observed that
the measures have not been effective on a mine wide basis. The & Jor
problems, however are located on the south facing slope of the
refuse. Slope aspect, esxposuwe, and the physical nature of the soils
are rendering attempts at stabilization ineffective. We also observed
a number of small bare areas where the chemical content of the soils
may be limiting. DOGM issued Motice of Violation 88-30-1-201)0 to Lhe
operator for the lack of erosion control as & result of the last
state partial inspection on September 7, 1988. Apparently DOGM
conduwsted a complete inspection on August 9 at which time the erosion
problems were originally identified.

i

Subsidence: The inspection also included observations of an area of
subsidence. The area is located to the east of the portal area where
overburden thickness is relatively thin. We abserved a Large
depression on the suwrface with numerous sur face cracks evident. The
cracks are several hundreds of feet long. One of the areas we
measured was approxiamtely 4 inches wide and 7 feet deep. DUGM issued
NOV 883-30-1-20C2) for failwre on the part of the aoperator to repair
the surface effects of subsidence in accordance with the approved
permit. Although the NOV was issuesd as a result of the September 7y
1988 partial it was identified during the August 9, 1988 complete.

Additonal Fecords RFeview:

The DOGEM representative elected not to issue an MOV for the
revegetation test plot prablem at the refuse pile. The representative
also requested that I discuss the situation further with individuals
in the DOGM HSalt Lake City office before isswing a TDM. Upon my
return ta Salt Lake City on September 30 1 reviewed the problem with
John Whitehead., We discussed the requirements of the approved permit.
He referenced me to the Technical Analysis (TA) wherein 1 read a
brief discussion about the test plot. The TA was completed in August
1985 with veclamaticon commencing shortly thereafter. Fart 817.103 of
the TA describes the test plot. [t indicates the Division relieves
the operator from the revegtation swooess liability at the test plat
because the plot is being installed at the request of the Division.

-y
.



FAGE

The TA does not mention the regquirement to cover the refuse at the
site of the plot with 4 feet of cover.l advised the Divieion
representative that I would conduct additional research upon  my
return to the AFO and that a TDN may follaow.

Upon my rturn to the office I researched our files. I did not find
information which would support not issuing a TDN. It also is ot
readily apparent that the Division can relieve an operator  froin
revegtation suwoeoess liability.

In any event, the inspection indicated the need to reclaim the test
plot area in accordance with the approved permit and the vegquilremnsnts
of the regulations. [ discussed the situation with My SupeErvisor and
issued TDN 88-02-107-10 from the offfice on October G, 1988, 1 alsao
contacted John Whitehead with DOGM for the purpose of advising him
that the TDN will be mailed to the Division.

oy
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