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Beaver Uresek Coal Company
Folle Bow 1378
Frice, Utah 84501

Huntington Canyon #4
Utabh Fermit #015/004

Oversight Inspection
Ootober 27, 19688

Farticipants:

Fade H., Orell, Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement,
Albuguergue Field Office (AF0); Bill Malensik, Utabh Division of 011,
Gag, and Mining, Price Field Office (DOGEMY; and Dan Guy, Beaver Cresk
Lmal Company.

Mine Site Evaluation Inspection Reports

This was an oversight inspection therefore the Mine Site Evaluation
Ingpection Report form bhas been completed accordingly. The number 3
has been placed at Ferformance Standard Codes [, E, and & to indicate
their non-applicability to the Huntington Canyon #4 Mine. The
inspection did not result in the issuance of a Ten—Day Maotice or DOGEM
gniforcement actions.

Introductions

The inspection commenced at the offices of Beaver Uresk Coal Company
in Price, Utah, The inspection included a recorde review as well as a
field inspection. The weather was clear and mild. Ground conditions
were dry. A Fentax IQ Zoom camera was used to photoaraph areas of
interest.

Fecords Review:

The inspection commenced with a records review. The records we
reviewed included the fuarterly Water monitaoring reporte for the
first, second and third quaters of 1988, NFDES quarterly reports for
the same period, Certificate of Liability, Quarterly Sediment Fond
Inspection reports, 1987 Annual Feport, Subsidence Monitoring, and
certain sections of the Mining and Reclamation Plan including
reclamation obligationg and specific desiogn detail regarding the
sediment ponds.

In preparation for the inspection )Y also reviewed records maintained
at the offices of DOGM in Salt Lake City.



Field Inspection:

The field inspection commenced the afternoon of Ococtober 27. We
started the inspection at the gate located aon the reclaimed road that
leads to the upper bench (padd. The lower bench and road, topsoil
stockpile and sediment ponds were also inspected. The previous
oversight ingpection (March 9, 1988 documented the need for remedial
erosion contvrol. That inspection also documented that access to the
site during the winter months ie limited due to snow and wet
conditions. The ingpection report stated that it is not unreasonable
to expect that remedial work following the winter months will be
necessary. This inspection documented that the operator is taking
steps to alleviate some of the erasion problems and that the
necessary work is not yet completed.

Upper Bernch and Road:

We walked the road in an uphill dirvection to the sastern permit
boundary. GHenevally, reveetation of the disturbed area is
progressing. We observed numerous realtively small bare areas where
revegetation efforts have not been successful. The operator in
conperation with DOGM is attempting to address the problem. The
operator recently collected soil samples from the bare areas.
Analysis indicate salt content and low phosphorus and potassiuam may
be limiting vegetation esstablishment (described in a DOGM mems dated
August 10, 1988). While the bare areas were recently reseeded
fertilization 18 pending. DOGM is also requiring the operator to
apply muloch to the bare areas. Mulching and fertilization will be
accomplished this fall.

We also observed a small tension crack on the reclaimed road outel ope
near the AML reclamaticn site. The crack is approximately & to 8 feet
Tong and 4 inches wide. The operator was advised to monitor the orack
and to per form remedial work as necessary to preclude failure of the
glope.

In addition, we observed an area where a small gully less than 9
inches deep is forming. It is located in area where the road mests
the pad. We advised the operator to install a silt fence towards
reducing ercsion at that site. We also discussed packing such
erosional features with straw and soil materiale. The operator will
complete additonal remedial work along with the mulching and '
fertilization described above.

ower Bench and Roads

The previous oversight inspection documented evosional pratilems an
the lower bench and road. This inspection indicated the operator’s
recent attempts at corvecting the problems. The operator used a small
diozer to roughen the reclaimed surface, planted Fonderosa Fine
seadlings, and seeded the area. The dorer created small depressl ons
to trap molsture and reduce the rate of runacff. In at least tws areas
where this practice was employed the small depressions have Al ready
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been breached; thus new aullies are forming. Manipulating the surface
with a dorer has basically created loose fill at the cite of the
depressions. Therefore, additional remedial work will be necessary to
prevent enlargement of the small agullies. I measured the depth of two
of the gullies forming at and below the small depressions and found
that in at least in those two instances they were not deeper than 9
inches,

In addition, we observed a steep slope (estimated 1.%5H:1V) lowcated
slightly north and to the west of the reclaimed ephemeral channel .
DOGM dis concerned about the slope with respect to revegetation
failuwre on the 1ower pad CDOGM memor andum dat ed May <, 1983) ., DOGM
has recommended that the slope be reduced or that alternate methods
slCh as resesding and erosion control blanket be emploved. The issue
was not resolved at the time of the nspection however the aprer ator
ig aware that additional work should be completed this fall.

Gediment FPonds:

The insgpection of the sediment Ponds indicated that the two
structures are generally in good vepaiv. The upper pornd however 1o 1/
need of some remedial work. Somenne felled a large Fonderasa Fine
Povated outeside the upsatream end of the Wpper pond for the purpose of
collecting fire wood. However, the tree was felled in guch & manner
that it landed in the pond. The remaining debtris, large branches and
bark will have to be removed from the pond. We also measured the
sediment level in the upper pond. Since the two ponds function in
sevies the upper pond provides the sediment retention, The MEF
estimates the sediment vield per year is .17 acre feet and that the
10 yvear 24 hour storm capacity is 1,23 acre feet with total pond
capacity being 1. e feet. We measured the sediment level at 7
inches below the af the spillway with the sediment being
relatively flat fromthe upstrean end to the downstream end of the
pond. Therefore, the operator was advised teo check o timent levels
against the approved design and clean the pond as necessary o
maintain the appropriate sediment capacity.

Close—0ut:

The ol ose-out meeting recounted the areas of concern abserved during
the inespection. The DOGM representative generally summarized the
followings

Bare areas on the upper and lower benches;

The tension crack near the AML. site on the wpper roaad
The steep slope on the Lower benchg

The ercsion problems on both upper and 1ower benches;
The wood debris in the Upper sediment pond;

The sediment level in the upper pond

Suiminar y e

Other than the sediment pond concerrns the remalining issues desoribed
herein have been the sub ject of Cnacing work this summer and fall on
the part of the aperator in cooperation with DOGM. It is expected



That the work described herein will be completed before the onset of

1,
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winter when such activities are normally precluded.

On November 2, 1988 [ contacted the operator’s representative for the
purpose of confirming the location of the small Quily that nesds a
zilt fence. The representative also advised me that Lthe Comfianty 1
praposing to reduce the crest of the steep elope on the lower pad and
divert runoeff, via a vook lined channel, from the upstream area To
the reclaimed ephemeral channel and hydroseed the area L el
completion of the earth work,
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