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Michael O. Leavitt

Reno, Nevada 89502

State »f Utah

DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

355 West North Temple
3 Triad Center, Suite 350
Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203

) k‘ )‘ DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Governor
Ted Stewart

Executive Director f 801-538-5340

James W. Carter | 801-359-3940 (Fax) '
Division Director § 801-538-5318 (TDD) May 20, 1993

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
No. P 540 713 949

E. M. Gerick, Vice President
of Operations

Western States Minerals

Suite 130

250 South Rock Boulevard

Dear Mr. Gerick:
Re: Status of Notice of Violation, N91-35-6-1, January 20, 1993 Response to

December 7, 1992 Division Letter, Western States Minerals, J.B. King Mine,
ACT/015/002, Folder #2, Emery County, Utah

The Division staff has reviewed the additional information submitted by
Western States Minerals Corporation (WSMC) required by the December 7, 1992,
letter from the Division Director for the abatement of Notice of Violation (NOV)
N91-35-6-1 and N91-32-6-1. This letter summarizes the findings of the technical
staff regarding the information that was submitted and establishes the Division’s
position as to the adequacy of the response.

NOV N91-35-6-1

The December 7, 1992, letter stated that "Abatement of N91-35-6-1 will be
accomplished when the text and appropriate maps in the Mining and Reclamation
Plan are modified to show elimination of the silt fences.”

__Map JBK-1 was resubmitted with a revised date of January 5, 1993. The

" map indicated that the silt fences were eliminated but also deleted the green

shading which identified the 3.8 acres of augmentative seeding done in October
1989. Additionally, the map was not recertified after these changes. The area of
augmentative seeding must be delineated and the map certified prior to approval of
Map JBK-1, Revision (1).

Therefore, this map may be accepted with the area of augmentative seeding

~accurately depicted on the map, and the map recertified. Per your discussion with
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Western States Minerals Corporation
J. B. King Mine

ACT/015/002

May 20, 1993

Lowell Braxton April 28, 1993, silt fences may be removed. However, it should be
understood that the removal of the silt fences does not eliminate the need to
control erosion by other means, nor that the configuration will meet future bond
release criteria.

The following comments apply to modifications of the text of the permitﬂ to
accommodate removal of the silt fences:

The text was changed pursuant to UMC 817.45 Hydrologic Balance:
Sediment Control Measures to state that, "verylittle sediment has accumulated
behind these silt fences.” This statement is misleading and should be deleted due
to the fact that the appearance of little sediment is due to the operator maintaining
and cleaning out the accumulated sediment as requested during Division v
inspections and washing of the sediment downhill when they have not been
maintained.

WSMC also revised the text to state that "after the silt fences are removed,
the sediment will be spread out evenly.” This statement should be changed to
read that, "the sediment will be spread out unevenly.”

WSMC has amended the text of UMC 817.106 Regrading and Stabilizing
Rills and Gullies to allow onsite maintenance without restarting the bond clock.
Pursuant to Utah Admin. R. 645-301-357.100 this inference must be removed
from the amendment and the area in which gullies were repaired in 1992, must be
delineated on Plate JBK-1 Revision (1) as augmentative.

WSMC has also amended the text regarding UMC 817.56 Post-Mining
Rehabilitation and Sedimentation Ponds, Diversion,s Impoundments, and Treatment
Facilities. Pursuant to R. 645-301-880.320, the sedimentation pond may not be
allowed to fill in naturally. The text must be revised accordingly.

"~ A proposal was made t6 allow the removal of topsoil material from the
surface of the refuse pile by erosion and to allow the eventual exposure of coal
refuse. This proposal does not meet the performance standards pursuant to
R. 645-301-242, R. 645-301-553.250, R. 645-301-5653.300, R. 645-301-
731.300, and R. 645-301-745.113 and is therefore denied.
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Western States Minerals Corporation
J. B. King Mine

ACT/015/002

May 20, 1993

Conclusion

Violation N91-35-6-1 may be terminated upon the following: Map JBK-1, .
Revision (1) must be recertified and the area of augmentive seeding done in
October 1989 redrafted on the map exactly where it was removed. Changes in
the text suggested above, although not a specific condition of termination should
be submitted along with the map. The attached modification of the NOV requires
submission of the materials within 45 days following receipt of this letter.

Sincerely,

-Lowell P. Braxton
Associate Director

vb

Enclosure

cc: P. Grubaugh-Littig
J. Helfrich

jbking

5-14-93
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State of Utal S
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December 7, 1992

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
P 540 713 916

Mr. E. M. Gerick

Vice President of Operations
Western States Minerals Corporation
Suite 130

250 south Rock Boulevard

Reno, Nevada 89502

Dear Mr. Gerick:

Re: Western States Minerals Corporation, J. B. King Mine, NOV’s
N91-35-6-1, N91-35-7-1, and N91-32-6-1, ACT/015/002,
Folder #5, Emery County, Utah

As we discussed at our August site meeting, the exchange of
information and discussions of reclamation alternatives oriented
towards abatement of these violations has been lengthy. This
site review made me appreciate that although the facts of these
violations are supportable, and abatement is required, a
continued review of the options available to both Western States
Minerals Corporation (WSMC) and the Division of 0il, Gas and
Mining (DOGM) for abatement justified the extended review time.

I have now reviewed the September 15, 1992, information submitted
to abate these violations, and have dlscussed the applicability
of this information with my staff. The following constitutes the
agency’s response for abatement of the individual NOVs.

N91-35-6~-1

This NOV was issued for:
"Failure to comply with the terms and conditions of the
permit. Failure to completely address and satisfy the
requirements of permit stipulation R614-301-742.113 (TM) in
a timely manner."

The portion of the operation to which the notice applies:

an equal opportunity employer
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"All reclaimed surfaces with erosion problems."

Remedial action:

"Address the requirements of the stipulation in a complete
and adequate manner that is in compliance with the
regulations and acceptable to the Division."

The referenced stipulation reads:

"Within 60 days of permit approval, the applicant must
submit a plan to provide long term solutions for phasing out
silt fences and incorporating more permanent erosion control
structures in their place. The plan must identify the
structures that will be used and how they will be designed
and implemented. The material must be submitted for
insertion into the PAP."

Assessment of WSMC’s Response

Page three of the September 15, 1992, submittal discussed
N91-35-6-1. Dr. Bamberg’s recommendatlons on page 3 prov1de )
language oriented to abatement of N91-35-6-1:

Allow vegetation and soils to continue to mature,
Prevent any man-made re-disturbance of the soil,

Remove silt fencing and other sediment control structures to
allow the site to adjust to natural erosion rates given the
configuration of the site.

The Division’s evaluation of the site at the time the
stipulation was written was that the silt fences were not
performing the erosion control function anticipated in the Mining
and Reclamation Plan, hence the permit stipulation and subsequent
notice of violation.

Conclusion

The Division will accept the proposal to remove silt fences,
without placement of additional structures, to satisfy the permit
stipulation. Abatement of N91-35-6-1 will be accomplished when
the text and appropriate maps in the Mining and Reclamation Plan
are modified to show elimination of the silt fences. These
permit changes must be submitted within 45 days of receipt of
this letter.
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In accepting silt fence removal as appropriate abatement of
N91-35-6-1, the Division is not making a finding that the site is
erosionally stable. The Division is not representing that, in
the event of future erosion in the permit area, measures beyond
those contemplated by Dr. Bamberg, will not be required. Nor is
the Division representing that the present site configuration
will meet future bond release criteria with respect to erosion.

If WSMC believes site stability can be enhanced by
additional seeding and shrub planting at the time of silt fence
removal, you are encouraged to discuss methodology and
documentation with DOGM staff.

It is essential that the permit (Reclamation Plan)
accurately reflect what is occurring on the ground. BAny changes
in the plan must be approved by the Division before
implementation. Site maintenance in accordance with performance
standards, rules, and the permit is an ongoing responsibility.

N91-35-7-1

This NOV was issued for:

"Failure to minimize erosion to the extent possible, and
failure to minimize erosion off of the refuse pile."

Portion of the operation to which the notice applies:

"The reclaimed surface of the refuse pile and the slope
south and east of the refuse pile."®

Remedial action:
"Provide a complete and adequate plan to the Division
outlining methods to minimize erosion on the areas

referenced above."

Assessment of WSMC’s Response

The September 15, 1992, submittal addresses abatement of
N91-35-7-1 on pages 1-3. Although somewhat complicated by
combining the abatement of N91-35-6-1 and N91-35-7-1 in one
discussion, it is clear in WSMC’s response that erosion control
of the coal refuse pile carries considerably more baggage in the
eyes of DOGM and WSMC than the issuing language and remedial
action would imply. In the simplest sense, in issuing the
violation, DOGM asked WSMC to demonstrate that, given observable
erosion at the locations, it had controlled or prevented erosion
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to the extent possible (R645-301-742.113).

WSMC’s response did not enumerate additional steps that
could enhance erosion control (as requested), but instead
concentrated on discussions indicating that performance standards
cited at R645-301-752 through 752.250 had not been violated. 1In
responding to the NOV, WSMC provided a considerable amount of
information suggesting many of the requisite sediment control
performance standards are being satisfied.

Conclusion

The information provided by WSMC basically documents how the
approved plan is performing. Since N91-35-7-1 asked for a plan
"outlining methods to minimize erosion to the areas referenced"
and did not allege performance standard violations beyond
minimization of erosion, WSMC’s response will be considered
satisfactory for abatement purposes.

In making the finding that N91-35-7-1 is abated based on the
September 15 submission, the Division is not representing that
the present site configuration is acceptable for post-mining land
use and bond release purposes or that compliance with the -
sediment control performance standards cited at R645-301-752 has
been established with respect to future inspections.

The discussion of minimization of erosion may have a
bearing on adequacy of cover material over the coal refuse pile.
R645-301-553.252 establishes a minimum of four feet of cover over
refuse materials. This regulation grants the Division authority
to allow less than four feet of cover when a demonstration of
soil stability and revegetation success can be made. WSMC’s
submittal included an analysis of the acid neutralization/acid
generation potential for selected sample locations using the
Nevada Meteoritic Water Mobility Test (NMWMT) procedure. While
the data from this procedure are encouraging, if WSMC proposes to
rely on the NMWMT procedure to substantiate compliance with water
quality performance standards, it should ensure that samples
collected and analyzed are representative of the site in a
3-dimensional sense. I would encourage you to discuss
representative sampling with my staff. The Reclamation Plan
should also be amended to reflect changes in the site or the
criteria for evaluation of the site. It is essential that WSMC
be able to demonstrate through monitoring, analyses, or other
means that any erosion that occurs on-site will not adversely
impact water quality off-site and on-site, with respect to the
post-mining land use. '
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In support of the NMWMT procedure, a discussion of its
comparability with other analytical techniques used for
acid/toxic determination and its value as a measure of site
‘conditions is necessary.

DOGM will be evaluating the J. B. King site in 1993, using
an Erosion Condition Classification System developed by BLM and
modified by OSM. We anticipate annual evaluations of the site
using this technique to establish trends in site stability. We
will make these results available to WSMC, and invite you to
participate in discussions and field studles.

I believe continued coordination of results of vegetation
surveys will enhance our ability to evaluate the appropriateness
of cover to the post mining land use and bond release criteria.
With respect to the vegetation survey, please include a
concurrent survey of the reference area, so that comparisons can
be made and vegetation success demonstrated.

N91-32-6-1 -

This NOV was written for:
"Failure to compiy with the terms and conditions of the
approved permit. Failure to implement and control the Main
Feeder Ditch and the Feeder Ditch in accordance with the
Design criteria specificized in the permit."

The portion of the operation to which the notice applies:

"The Main Feeder Ditch and the Feeder Ditch (Maps No. 4050-
5-14B) . :

Remedial Action:

"Construct the feeder ditch and the feeder ditch in
accordance with the approved permit."

Assessment of WSMC’s Response

The response dated September 15, 1992, proposed replacement
of section 817.44 of the permit to allow natural erosion to seek
the most stable location and configuration for the subject’
ditches. The justification proposed is that the sinuous channels
(the feeder Ditch and the Main Feeder Ditch) in the approved
permit differ from straight channels existing in adjacent
undisturbed drainage basins, and conformance to the presently
approved design represents an uphill fight against natural
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geomorphic processes.

The argument that geomorphic stability under arid land
erosion conditions is evolutionary may have merit to the extent
that previous attempts to engineer a solution to the problem have
not proven successful. To fully apply this concept, under the
authority provided at R645-301-743.314, the portions of the plan
discussing final reclamation configuration and design would need
to be amended to show:

1. The current configuration, in plan and cross—section,
of the feeder ditch and main feeder ditch;

2. An evolutionary "design sequence" beginning with the
constructed configuration in the approved plan, through
the present configuration, to an ultimate configuration
more compatible with the prevalent geomorphology.
Included with additional text would be a series of maps
and channel sections (cross sectional and longitudinal)
depicting anticipated evolutionary stages ultimately
resulting in geomorphic stability;

3. A discussion of how the proposed amendment to the
Reclamation Plan will ensure compliance with applicable
laws, rules, and performance standards, including

, brevention to the extent possible additional
" contributions of suspended solids to stream flow
outside the permit area; and :

4. How these changes will approximate the characteristics
of the original, premining channels.

Conclusion

N91-32-6~1 cannot be abated based on the information
submitted in the September 15, 1992, package. 1In allowing
submission of additional data directed towards abatement, the
Division is not making a finding of their adequacy in advance of
submission. The Division will consider the adequacy of any
additional data for abatement of this violation, if submitted
within 45 days of receipt of this letter.

Summary

Information to abate violation N91-35-6-1 is enumerated in
that section of this letter. Additional information is required
to abate violation N91-32-6-1. The nature of that information is
described in that section of this letter. 1In both cases, the
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information is to be submitted to the Division within 45 days of

receipt of this letter. Violation N91-35-7-1 is determined to be
abated.

Thank you for your ongoing effort to address these concerns.
If you have questions or want to discuss items, please contact
Lowell or me. ’

Best regards,

A

D ne R. Nielson
Director

vb :
cc: L. Braxton

P. Grubaugh-Littig
jbkg1192



NOV #N91-35-6-1

Nov #N91-35-6-1 was issued to Western States Mineral Corporation (WSMC) on November
18, 1991 for "Failure to comply with the terms and condition of the permit. Failure to
completely address and satisfy the requirements of Stipulation R614-301-742.113 (TM) in a
timely manner".

Provision of the Act violated: R614-300-143, "The permittee will comply with the terms and
conditions of the permit, all applicable performance standards, and the requirements of the
State Program."

Stipulation R614-301-742.113 (TM) stated:

"Within 60 days of permit approval, (i.e. permit renewed on August 13, 1990 the
applicant must submit a plan to provide long term solutions for phasing out silt fences
and incorporate more permanent erosion control structures in their place. The plan
must identify the structures that will be used and how they will be designed and
implemented.

This material must be submitted for insertion into the PAP."

Chronology preceding issuance of NOV #N91-35-6-1:

August 13, 1990 J.B. King permit renewed with Stipulation
R614-301-742.113 (TM).

October 12, 1990 Extension to November 12, 1990 granted

November 12, 1990 WSMC submitted plans to install sediment
basins with check dam overflow.

December 14, 1990 Division notified WSMC that the installation
proposed (equipment use) may restart bond
clock.

December 20, 1990 Letter from Frank Filas (WSMC) states

disagreement with Division letter of
December 14, 1990.

January 25, 1991 Meeting with Frank Filas (WSMC) to discuss
restarting bond clock and normal husbandry
practices.



February - June 1991

June 14, 1991
July 19, 1991

August 15, 1991

September 10, 1991
September 30, 1991
October 9, 1991

October 17, 1991 |

November 7, 1991
November 18, 1991

November 19, 1991
setback.

R—

Personnel turnover at WSMC, Division delayed
action regarding stipulation response to allow
new personnel reasonable amount of time to
respond.

Division issued letter requiring approval of
stipulation by July 15, 1991.

WSMC responded, but response demonstrated a
misunderstanding of stipulation requirements.

In good faith, the Division clarified stipulation
and extended time for submittal of an acceptable
response to September 16, 1991.

Division grants extension until September 30,
1991.

WSMC response was that a "schedule” would be
submitted on November 16, 1991.

Division letter states that stipulation response
must be made "as soon as possible".

Site visit with WSMC and Division. WSMC
agrees to November 1, 1991 deadline.

Complete inspection conducted.
NOV #N91-35-6-1 issued.

Division letter sent regarding bond clock



BEFORE THE DIVISION OF OIL GAS AND MINING
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

STATE OF UTAH

-==-00000—---
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPEAL : - FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS
OF FACT OF VIOLATION OF AND ORDER
N91-35-6-1, N91-35-7-1, AND :
N91-32-6-1, WESTERN STATES
MINERALS CORPORATION, J. B. :
KING MINE, EMERY COUNTY, INFORMAL HEARING
UTAH, ACT/015/002 : CAUSE NO. ACT/015/002
-—-00000—--

N TS

On February 11, 1992, the Division of 0il, Gas and Mining

("Division") held an informal hearing concerning the fact of

violation for the above-referenced Notices of Violation ("NOV").

The following individuals attended:

Presiding:

Petitioner:

Division:

Dianne R. Nielson, Director
Division of 0il, Gas and Mining

Denise Dragoo, Esdq.

Fabian and Clendenin

Counsel for Western States
Minerals Corporation

E. M. (Buzz) Gerick
Vice President of Operations
Western States Minerals Corporation

Dwight J. Crossland
J. B. King Minesite Representatlve
Western States Minerals Corporation

Samuel Bamberg, Ph.D.

Reclamation Specialist

Consultant for Western States
Minerals Corporation

Lowell Braxton
Associate Director for Mining

Pamela Grubaugh-Littig
Permit Supervisor



Susan White

Reclamation Biologist

Issuing Inspector (N91-35-6-1
and N91-35-7-1)

Henry Sauer
Reclamation Soils Specialist
Issuing Inspector (N91-32-6-1)

Tom Munson
Reclamation Hydrologist

Bill Malencik
Reclamation Specialist

Paul Baker
Reclamation Biologist

Jess Kelley
Reclamation Engineer

Board: Joe Helfrich

Assessment Officer
Penalty Assessment

The Findings, Conclusions, and Order in this matter are
based on information provided during this informal hearing and

information in the files of the Division.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Notice of this hearing was properly given.

2. An assessment conference to review = proposed
assessments was not scheduled ih conjunction with this infofmal
hearing, becéuse the abatementsvwere not completed.

3. When the J. B. King Mine permit was renewed on
August 13, 1990, one of the stipulations to the permit was R614-

301-742.113 (TM), which required:

-2 -



Within 60 days of permit approval, the applicant must submit
a plan to provide long term solutions for phasing out silt
fences and incorporating more permanent erosion control
structures in their place. The plan must identify the
structures that will be used and how they will be designed and
implemented. This material must be submitted for insertion
into the PAP.

4. The date for submission of the plan, per stipulation
R614-301-742.113(TM), was extended numerous times, with the most
recent extension to November 1, 1991. The plan was not submitted
by the November 1, 1991, deadline. No plan had been submitted at
the time of the complete inspection on November 7, 1991.

5. Following the inspection by Susan White on November
7, 1991, NOV N91-35-6-1 was written and mailed on November 18,
1991. N91-35-6-1 was written for failure to comply with the terms
and conditions of the permit, and failure to completely address .and
satisfy the requirementé of stipulation R645-301-742.113 (TM)‘in a
timely manner, and in accordance with Utah Admin.'R645(614)~300-
143.

2%. Reports of inspections of the J. B. King Mine,
conducted on September 10, 1991, and October 3, 1991, and copied to
the operator, indicate that erosion which required maintenance was
occurring on the site. During the October 17, 1991, technical site
visit by Division staff and the operator, the operator was‘informed
that erosion on the site must be repaired by the time of the next
inspection or it would constitute a violation.

7. During the complete inspection by Susan White on

November 7, 1991, the operator was conducting repairs on site.

However, the inspector determined that the work was insufficient to

-3 -



repair the previously referenced erosion damage, and the erosion
damage was not repaired by the time the inspeétor left the site at
the conclusion of the inspection.

8. Following the complete inspection on November 7,
1991, NOV N91-35-7-1 was written and mailed on November 19, 1991.
N91-35~-7-1 was written for failure to minimize erosion to the
extent possible and failure to minimize erosion off the refuse
pile, in accordance with Utah Admin. R645(614)-301-742.113.

9. Based on an inspection by Henry Sauer on December
12, 1991, NOV N91-32-6-1 was issued and mailed on December 19,
1991. N91-32-6-1 was written for failure to comply with the terms
and conditions of the approved permit and failure to implement and
construct the main feeder ditch and the feeder ditch in accordance
with the design criteria specified in the permit, in\accordénce
with Utah Admin. R645(614)-300-143. |

10. Correspondence and inspection reports in Division
files docﬁment an extensive history of problems associated with the
construction, maintenance and reconstruction of the feeder ditch
and main feeder ditch, beginning with the construction_of the
diversions in 1985, through reconstruction in 1988-89, and up to
the:present. The documents reflect on-going problems, principally
insufficient riprap, improper placement (key-in and armoring) of
riprap, necessity to replace or increase riprap, and damage to
ditches during high intensity storms, which have been continually

addressed by the Division and the operator.



11. The inspection report of the December 7, 1991,
inspection verified that the feeder ditch and the main feeder ditch
were not in compliance with the épproved pian at the time of that
inspection. Drawings and notes from Henry Sauer’s February 3,
1992, site visit, while not documenting the site condition during
the December inspection, do verify that the feeder ditch and main
feeder ditch were out of compliance during the February site visit.
Henry Sauer has stated that the ditchés looked the same in February
as they did in December.

12. During the informal conference, Dwight Crossland
stated that Western\states Minerals Corporation recognized the
problems with erosion and high maintenance on the site and was
concerned that the reclamation plan for the ditches and the refuse
pile needed to be revised. The Division and Western States
Minerals Corporation agréed that Western States would submit é
revised plan to the Division by March 16, 1992, to address these
reclamation problenms.

13. The abatement dates for the NOVS were extended to

March 16, 1992, to accommodaﬁe the informal hearing process.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. NOVs N91-35-6-1, N91-35-7-1, and NS1-32-6-1
specifically address three distinct violations: 1) failure of the
operator to comply with permit stipulation R614-301-742.113(TM),
which would require the submission of plans for phasing out silt

fences and establishing permanent erosion control structures (N91-
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35~6-1), 2) failure of the operator to minimize erosion on the
surface of the refuse pile (N91-35-7-1), and 3) failure of the
operator to ensure that the feeder ditch and the main feeder ditch
were constructed, reconstructed, implemented, maintained or
otherwise operated in accordance with the approved plan. While the
abatement of the N91-35-6-1 may include actions which would also be
appropriate for abatement of N91-35-7-1, the violations cited in
the three NOVs do not duplicate each other ahd the abatements
required in the three NOVs are not contradictory with each other.

2. The operator Contends that the storm event which
damaged the feeder ditch and the main feeder ditch exceeded the
design criteria for the ditches. The Division has no information
to substantiate that statement, and the operator has provided no
substantiating data.

3. The Division is not precluded from issuing NOV N9i;

32-6-1 due to Utah Code Ann. § 40-8-9(2) under Utah Code Ann.
s 40—10—4: Inspection reports and correspondence in the files of
the ﬁivision indicated that the construction and maintenance of the
feeder ditch and the main feeder ditch have received continuous and
ongoing attention since their original construction as part of the
reclamation plan.

4, Because the Division and operator have agreed to the
submission of. the March 16, 1992, plan regarding erosion on the
refuse pile and the ditches, it would be contradictory to require
the operator at this time to abate N91-32-6-1 by constructing the

feeder ditch and the main feeder ditch in accordance with the



approved permit. N91-32-6-1 should be modified to provide an
abatement consistent with the plan proposal and review égreed upon

by the Division and the operator.

ORDER

NOW THEREFORE, it is ordered that:

1. NOVs N91-35-6-1 and N91-35-7-1 are upheld.

2. NOV N91-32-6-1 is upheld with modification of the
required abatement. The remedial action réquired for abatement
~will be the‘submission of a complete and adequate plan for design
and construction of the feeder ditch and the main feeder ditch to
meet the requirements of Utah Code Ann. § 40-10-1 et ggg. and Utah
Admin. R645(614)-100-1 et seq.

3. The Petitioner may appeal to the Board of Oil;'gas
and Mining the informal determination of fact of Qiolation by
filing said appeal within 30 days of the date of this Order, in

accordance with statutory and regulatory requirements.

SO DETERMINED AND ORDERED this 10th day of March, 1992.

D Vil

Diamife R. Nielson, Director
Division of 0il, Gas and Mining
State of Utah




CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that I caused a true and correct copy of the
foregoing FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER for Cause No. ACT/015/002
to be mailed by certified mail, postage prepaid, the 10th day of
March, 1992 to:

Denise Dragoo, Esq.

Fabian and Clendenin

215 South State Street
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111

E. M. Gerick

Vice President of Operations
Western States Minerals Corporation
4975 Van Gordon Street

Wheat Ridge, Colorado 80033

Dwight J. Crossland

Western States Minerals Corporation
4975 Van Gordon Street

Wheat Ridge, Colorado 80033

L & pora
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COMPANY/MINE o, & . ¥ gy NoV/oo; # G-y~
PERMIT 4 A1 [ols Jooz U VIOLAT ION 7 _/36— ﬁi- _/4

HINDRANCE TO ENFORCEMENT VICILATIONS
INSFECTOR STATEMENT

A. HINDRANCE TO ENFORCEMENT (Answer for hindrance violations only such as
violations concerning recordkeeping, monitoring, plans an}d/certification).

1. Describe how violation of this regulstion actually ¥ (R
potentially (check one) hindered exnforcement by DO and/or the
~ public and explain the circumstances. o . p
TRt fpo W% I8, 1990, the Qira s Laddwinn GO Aag 70
KA S - . \ ’ ]
W’é’.Sow?‘—* WWWM aﬂ«&_v 4/4/ :
W o C‘?a/-/z /) 7He Wa/&"? L g ML/MV 272/
" Z0 .' 2 L1l b2t fop (D) iiestosn AL fitidtnice Gechinitlid ‘ :
B. DEGREE GF FAULT (Only one question applies to each violation. Check one .
... ..and discuss.) »

() Mo Negligence:

If you think this violation was/not the fault of the operator (due to

vandalism.or.ansar ol Godj, explain. Reperber that the pemmitree is
considered responsibl e for the actions of all persons working on the
mine site.

Ordi Negligerice:
gh() inary Negllgerice

If you think this violation was the result of not knowing about DOGM
regulations, wj,xegula;igns or the result of lack
of reasonable canz, explain.

R

m

BN yars @/zz%:wff;* IRD G CA At D2 AL e Pt oS ﬁ/cé/ 7ztes ~
’ o ~ y ! A .f . ‘ ) " ”{;f { A N //

N/ ot ﬁﬁ % m}/ﬁﬁ,@z Aot The J.)f Vid Lose Thed B ool i

\

( ) Recklessness:

If the actual or potertial envirommental harm or harm to the public
should have been evident to a careful operator, describe the
situation and what if amything, the operator did tc correct it pricr
to being cited.



-

NOV/i20 #

VIOLATION ¥ 55—
T ———

Rnowing and Willful Conduct

Was the operator in violation of & specific permit condition? pig
the operator receive prior warning of nor.compliance by State or
Federa}l inspectors concerning this violatz:ion? Hag or OSM cited
the violation in the past? If so, give the dates and the type of
warning or enforcement action taken,

2. b&pléiﬁwﬁebther or nct the operator had the nédessary rgsources‘

onsite to achieve campliance.

3. Vas the submission of plans prior to physical activj‘_ty required by
this NOV? Yes - No If Yes, explain. -

DATE AUTHORIZED REPRESENIATIVE — —




UTAH
NATURAL RESOURCES
Oit, Gas & Mining

3 Triad Cen’rer Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

VACATION/TERMINATION OF
NOTICE OF VIOLATION/CESSATION ORDER

To the following Permittee or Operator:

Name % 2002 0 m) WW

Mailing Address O{;’D M %fﬂ/é/ wm /3—0 &WQA/V 37‘%.2_/
State Permit No. A’C/T/ 08 /O 6/

Utah Coal Mining & Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N 91-35-¢ -/ dated Wa// > 19 7/

Cessation Order No. C dated , 19

Pon‘,L of L is 0 vacated [Bﬂerﬁofed because \% W
M//JB&E”/)WW WIF /293,
A inaZine Litie. Lht Aite

Part of is O vacated O Terminoted because

Part of is O vacated O terminated because

Date of sewice@ Q)‘A’W 193 Time of sewice/MCC » K a.m. Op.m.
Pemmittee /Operator representative Title

Signature

LOWELL P. Beﬁba-ok) M/@M%/ M
Division of Oil, Gas & Mining C{ U
aﬁuj%/ | |

Signature

WHITE - DOGM YELLOW — OSM PINK — PERMITTEE/ OPERATOR GOLDENROD —NOV ALE /

an equal opportunity employer 5/85




r ‘ i
k UTAH @g/
NATURAL RESOURCES

QOil, Gas & Mining
3 Triad Center « Suite 350 « Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

/ MODIFICATION OF \
NOTICE OF VIOLATION/CESSATION ORDER

To the following Permittee or Operator:

Name jﬁ?f@ 2 %élféﬂ) 9;/;-@\4@/ A@WZ’L\J
Mailing Address oQﬁD M @'ﬂ/g/’ M @ )@"@A/VW‘@‘Q’
State Permit No. /QCT/O/.)/#ODO) /

Utah Coal Mining & Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et seq., Ufah Code Annotfated (1953):

Notice of Violation No.N 2139 = 6~/ dated W /5~ w7/

Cessation Order No. C dated .19

Porf‘Lof / is modified as follows: W ?}L W ad_

7 é/ s - ] 7
Reason for modification is W A//M//Méd/ %ﬂ/ 5),7 /?7‘3—

Part of is modified as follows: M Wﬁe 7§ “W%
Lovrh ;ﬂ,/uww : WM.)

Reason for modification is

Part of is modified as follows:

Date of service@ @! 2 lq 3 Time of service DO o.m.ﬂp'm'

Date of inspection

BU2D zrejer

Permittee/Operator representative ) Title
Signature
lopWEelL P M’/@A] W /Ouﬁafru %/I/\X
Division of Oil, Gas & Mining Title
Signature /
WHITE—=DOGM  YELLOW —OSM INK —PERMITTEE/OPERATOR  GOLDENROD - NOV FILE

DOGM/MVC-1 an equal opportunity employer Rev. 12/86 001059



k ' | UTAH
v NATURAL RESOURCES
Oil, Gas & Mining

3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-5638-5340

/ MODIFICATION OF |
NOTICE OF VIOLATION/CESSATION ORDER

To the following Permittee or Operator:

Name %M%/ M/

Mailing Address 30 M Lol /3&7(,

%

State Permit No. A‘(/T/U/Q//OOQ/

~

Utah Coal Mining & Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et seq.. Ufah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N 2/ - 35 -6 ~/

dated M/J’/ 19

Cessation Order No. C

dated

Part / of

{
is modlfled as follows %/ M@%@A@é—

MA/%W/C

mn-fmdmeeﬁom's,@é

JWWWH

1o (eclpat= &,/993 xltic
W A )

%WM}/??@M/

Reason for modification is

Part of is modified as follows:

Date of service %!5195 Time of servic O a.m. §(p.m.

Date of inspection | ‘! y !ql

Permittee/Operator representative

Signature

LOwWE L P @qe;dx,m,\/

Title

dsSocusre qfd—;eécm)& M//V}A/Z

D|V|5¢0Zf Oil, Gas & Mlmng

Signature

Title

WHITE — DOGM YELLOW —OSM PINK — PERMIWEE/OPERATOR GOLDENROD - NOV FLE

/

DOGM/MVC-1 an equal opportunity employer

Rev. 12/86 001059



UT H
NATURAL RESOURCES
Qii, Gas & Mining

3 Tncd Center » Suite 350 - Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

MODIFICATION OF
NOTICE OF VIOLATION/CESSATION ORDER

/

To the following Permittee or Operator:

B Oy Y wawzm

Name

\

AS D Sfﬁh (_,z/l,“ .///é}@/k/'k%’é{,”? $

Mailing Address

State Permit No.

ﬁzﬁ/m;/ow |
Utah Coal Mining & Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et seq., Ufah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N 7/ = 35 =¢& ~[  yated %W“éw(’*‘{/ /8 19 ?/ ‘

Cessation Order No. C dated

Part /of is modified as follows; J—tf £W ket M [C)/

WA O <2

Ql/w( /?73 ML/Z/?:/

E//”/é:(/véd/é &

Reasonfor-medification-is ﬁ

/g’%/f é/@({/ /W/Q/J ]?“//'49

Part Qf is modified as follows:

1

Reason for modification is

Part of is modified as follows:

ir
Date of service@ (c,/'] [C’?':S Time of service/‘s—‘ec‘_ Oam. Zp.m.
Date of inspection
_Permittee/Operator representative Title

Signature

?/@}/MEL/’}( /Qo///%'/# Z//’Wl([ 7Z¢¢/7,7,,:{ ,fvf?(/,/yz,yz\/

DMsan%ll Gas & rfng P Tﬁfe
. » !
\ /?4’ %"‘ /"Qz%

J

Sféncfure E/ 4 /
WHITE DOGM YELLOW OSM  PINK— PERM;UEE\/?E] RATOR/  GOLDENROB-=NOV FILE
DOGM/MVC-1 an equal opportunity employer

Rev. 12/86 001059



S,) dokrreTED ﬁé

Oil, Gas & Mining
3 Triad Center » Suite 350 « Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

. ‘
/ MODIFICATION OF - 27 T sy \

NOTICE OF VIOLATION /CESSATION ORDER

To the following Permittee or Operator:

Name JW m%/mﬂ,&g\)j Z\/}?‘%ﬁf\/
Mailing Address A5V M ﬁ’%/ 7’3@72\ M /‘3»@ %‘\-@’ A/L/W%
State Permit No. , AC’/ o5 /OD R

Utah Coal Mining & Reclamation Act, Secfion AO 10-1 et seq., Utah Code Annofofed (1953):

NGI=35-¢&- /1 18,1977/ 9
Notice of Violation No. N 42/ ~ 32-6~/ dated £24057) 19 /

Cessation Order No. C dated L 19

/of__Lis modified as follows: M”Mﬂ‘/—t /{:0‘/ gxw
7 %Wg,g /7?3/%&/&222/5

5/‘4 jm WWJé /973%%
Lo W%/Mw

Reason for modification is

Part of is modified as follows:

Date of sewice@g_ﬂ;ggg) 2] Q»«Q?) Time of sewice@_ﬂ_ﬁ_m E::.m. Op.m.

Date of inspection

EM, GERiIcK Vs CE PRESIDEGT of GAZA T1AS
Permittee/Operator representative Tifle
Signature
Lowgel BLAXTOA PCT /NG DieeCToR
Division of Oil, Gas & Mining Title
Signature ' Jveo-s$
WHITE—DOGM  YELLOW—OSM  PINK—PERMITIEE/OPERATOR  GOLDENROD — NOV FILE

DOGM/MVC-1 an equal opportunity employer Rev. 12/86 001059



m— PN

k UTAH
v NATURAL RESOURCES
Qil, Gas & Mining

3 Triad Center « Suite 350 « Salt Lake City. UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340
/ | MODIFICATION OF \
NOTICE OF VIOLATION/CESSATION ORDER

To the following Permittee or Operator:
Name %&‘M m
Mailing Address 450 M M/%/Z-

State Permit No. ﬂCf/ﬁ /s /0 Jd2

Utah Coal Mining & Reciamation Act, Sechon 40:10-1 et seq., Utah Code Annotafed (1953}

Z p-35-c-/) Frowerntiel 15,999/
Notice of Violation No. N dated

. 19
-32-6-/ W/ 5 J5Er]
Cessation Order No. C dated .

Part / is modified as follows: M’M—&z .4@ Z(W)
W a2/l m@ A Tk ppioloton.

% M= %ﬁ?&@m
%/ W&m

Reason for mOdIfICOTIOﬂ is

—

[ e N

TS50

pPart is modified as follows:

Date of sewic@ pf/{/?j Time of servic Oam &p.m.

Date of inspection

£ Beief Yoo }Wa/gw@

Permiﬁee/oderofor representative Title

of

Signature
Loosel) [draxrsl Aggoc . Diwcds Mian
Division of Oil, Gas & Mining Title J
/ A%Zb N
Slgno’rure

WHITE—-DOGM  YELLOW—OSM  PINK —PERMITIEE ‘OPERATOR  GOLDENROD —NOV FILE
DOGM/MVC-1 an equal opportunity employer Rev. 12/86 001059




k UTAH
NATURAL RESOURCES
Oil, Gas & Mining

3 Triad Center « Suite 350 « Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 + 801-538-5340

/ | MODIFICATION OF \
NOTICE OF VIOLATION/CESSATION ORDER

To the following Permittee or Opercn‘or:

Name O— 6 /W/'/V\.Q/
Mailing Address 0250 M M/ W M/

/' femog WV 9‘4572/
State Permit No. At 7/ol s"/ 00

Utah Codl Mining & Reclcmo’riqn Act, Section 40-10-1 et seq., Ufah Code Annotated (1953):
Notice of Violation No. N 41 735=¢~1 dated %\NW/J’ 19 21

Cessation Order No. C dated .19

part 1 of 1 ismodified as follows W W

4 /993 - A A
Reason, for modification is ';27 /q?ﬂl/ ‘v?A//%«/ /01/'
M W / J

\
is modified as follows:

Part of

Reason for modification is

Part is modified as follows:

Date of sewice@? /oz//y/foz/ Time of sewicﬂ_—. Oam.$p.m.

Date of inspection Nev: ) f / 29/

e £ Boite Vo @M/&
Qppr T I

of

ermitt&e/Operator repres ntative

Signature
. Al :O - 7w ¢
Division of Oil, Gas & Mining Title / :
Signature
WHITE—~DOGM  YELLOW —OSM |NK PERMITTEE/OPERATOR  GOLDENRQD —NOV FILE

DOGM/MVC-1 an equal opportunity employer Rev. 12/86 001059



k UTAH
v NATURAL RESOURCES
Oil, Gas & Mining

3 Triad Center « Suite 350 - Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-5638-5340

/ MODIFICATION OF \
| NOTICE OF VIOLATION/CESSATION ORDER

To the following Permittee or Operator:
Name %W )m/ W W
Mailing Address 260 M MW /.22 ANV ,6‘750

State Pemit No. A(“«T/ o/ 5/ oL

Utah Coal Mining & Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et seq., Ufah Code Apnotated {(1953):
zl"‘ 3355—-6*,’ W/&, 195/
| B - 9 -—

Notice of Violation No. N dated 199/
T gr=33-¢c -1 W&zﬁ%—

Cessation Order No. C dated

part _{_of ! is modified osfollowsMMM go d.cQ/\
W M/,w putnZol e gbhpas o

poortormticsionie Mellndia~ 2P ja50_ [ pee Lt~
o) Mﬂ Uniraslnd 0 foarl PtsiT

& { / ),
Pert—— ' STO l“ // 4:'/’ M//Q?JJ}
- /, ..Qd.ia_ AeA = A, m.. Z 4’.//141/ éd%
L /
Aol A »

’ (

Part of is modified as follows:

Date of sewice@ ?/Q’/ZZ/ Time of seNic_3£g£_ O o.m.ﬁa/p.m.

Date of inspection

Permittee/Operator representative Title

Signature ‘ ~
L2 W\)@é’ u/ﬂé @mﬂ/ ﬁf@’%«'\/

X7
WHITE— DOGM YELLOW%M’ PINK — PAQMITTEE/OPE GOLD —NOV FILE /
DOGM/MVC-1 2A, an equgl opporfunn‘y employer Rev. 12/86 001059



@\|Statﬁé of Utah -

V) DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

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

Norman H. Bangerter
Governor

September 24, 1992

Dwight Crossland

Western States Minerals Corp
Suite 130

250 South Rock Boulevard
Reno, Nevada 89502

Dear Mr. Crossland:

Re: Extensions of Abatement Beyond 90 Days, Notice of Violationms
N91-35-6-1, N91-35-7-1, and N91-32-6-1, ACT/015/002, J. B.
King Mine, Western States Minerals Corp., Emery COunty, Utah

By letter dated August 19, 1992, the Division approved an
extension in abatement beyond 90 days for the above-cited NOVs.
Times for abatement as established in that letter were:

1. Submit plans for abatement by September 15, 1992.
2. Abate the violations by October 15, 1992.

The October 15 date is beyond the 90-day increment allowed
at R645- 400-328.5, since the 90-day period started
July 1, and will end September 28, 1992.

On September 15, the Western States Minerals Corp. (WSMC)
complied with Step 1, above, by submitting information relative
to the abatement of the violations.

When the Division issued the violations, the abatement
contemplated by the Division involved on-the-ground mechanical
activities. The response submitted on September 15 proposes
modification of the MRP to accommodate existing field
configurations, rather than changes to field conditions. It
should be noted that delay of abatement would not result in off-
site degradation, and that deterioration of conditions on site
(if any) would be minimal, and no interim abatement steps have
been required by the Division.

On September 16, a meeting was held involving the review
team and Division management. This discussion noted that the
proposed abatement would require review of materials not
previously reviewed by members of the team before approval or
denial of the abatement steps. A tentative date of

an equal opportunity employer



Page 2
Dwight Crossland
September 24, 1992

October 23 was selected to review team findings with Division
management. This date is beyond the 90-day increment allowed at
R645-400-328.5, the terms of the August 19 letter, not
withstanding.

Circumstances which may qualify an operation for an
abatement of more than 90 days are contemplated at R645-400-327.
In the case of the subject NOVs, the operator has been granted
abatement beyond 90 days by the above-cited August 19 letter. As
is contemplated at R645-327.100, the operator has submitted
abatement measures to the Division, and is unable to achieve
abatement because approval of designs and plans has not been
granted by the Division. Since abatement will not be achieved by
September 28, procedure enumerated at R645-400-328.5 would
normally dictate the operator request another extension in
abatement. In this case, this is a redundant step since the
Division is cognizant of your inability to abate, pending prior
Division approval of proposed measures.

This memo establishes that no additional correspondence'from
the WSMC is required to extend abatement beyond September 28,
1992. The Division grants the WSMC an additional 90-day
abatement period beginning September 29, 1992, for the Notlce of
Violations that are the subject of this memo.

After meeting on or about October 23, the Division will
notify you of its position on the September 15 submittal.

Sincerely,

Lowell P. Braxton
Associate Director, Mining.

vb

cc: E. M. (Buzz) Gerick, WSMC
P. Grubaugh-Littig
J. Helfrich

jbkabtmt



UTAH ;
NATURAL RESOURCES
Qil, Gas & Mining

3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340
/ MODIFICATION OF \
NOTICE OF VIOLATION /CESSATION ORDER
To the following Permittee or Operator:
Name 0' ! B )&/w /%‘/A.Q/
Mailing Address Vo2 S0 W flanfe W ZJZ’E/ J/0 9’%
State Permit No. /4’07—/(0/ / 002/
Utah Coal Mining & Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 ef seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):
Nofice of Violation No. N .2/~ 35 = & =/ datea WQK/X/ 1977
Cessation Order No.C dcn‘ea k .19
Part —{__is modified as follows: ‘ =Ly MKM

/M#@WWW} (B e,
&vmfi) WKM/Q ?%L/

ﬁmfﬁ /? 72/).

Pat_____ ©

Date of service /@ g/z ?/éz Time of service/ z 40 g O.m.ﬂp.m.

Date of inspection

M ﬂ/@mé/w/{/

Pé’rmiTTee/Opé‘o’ror repre@emoﬁve Title

is modified as follows:

Signature

AILE /

an equal ogportunity employer Rev. 12/86 001059

WHITE — DOGM YELLOW — OSM

DOGM/MVC-1 % y




k UTAH :
NATURAL Resoukcss
Qil, Gas & Mining

3 Triad.Center - Suite 350 - Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

-State Permit No.

MODIFICATION OF |
NOTICE OF VIOLATION/CESSATION ORDER

To the following Permittee or Operator:

Name. WESTERN STATES MINERALS INC (JB KING)

Mailing Address _ SUITE 130, 250 S ROCK BLVD, RENO NV 89502

ACT/015/002

Utah Coal Mining & Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):
.1991

Notice of Violation No. N _N91=35~6-1

dated 11/18

Cessation Order No. C

dated

Part 1

ENDED TO JUNE 30, 1992,

of _1 is modified as follows: ABATEMENT DEADLINE 18 EX

GPERAEO& REQUEST.

Reason for modification is

B 5 44‘
y 7 L
¢ A o o (\ o

veeltfrecr s TomSwe

Rat-rmeeyfor ercf §PF

Reason for modification is

Part of

is modified as follows:

5/22/92

Date of service/mailing. .

11/7/91

Date of inspection

DWIGHT CROSSLAND

Time of service/ moilihg

3:00

Oam.&pm.

Permittee/Operator representative

Signature

SUSAN M. WHITE

Title

RECLAMATION BIOLOGIST

Division of Qil, Gas & Mining

T s i
AL AR L

<y id ¥

", iy i

L 5 ;o .

i i/ ;;’_{“}f i, ; z:"
Sighature N n

WHITE—DOGM - YELLOW-OSM  PINK—PERMITTEE/OPERATOR
DOGM/MVC-1 fR

Title

GOLDENROD —NOV FILE

an equal opportunity employer

Rev. 12/86 001059



3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

UTAH

v~ NATURAL RESOURCES

Oil, Gas & Mining

MODIFICATION OF
NOTICE OF VIOLATION/CESSATION ORDER

To the following Permittee or Operator:

Name WESTERN STATES MINERALS INC

(J.B., KIXRG)

Mailing Address _ SUITE 130, 250 § ROCK BLVD, RENO NV 89502

State Permit No. ACT/015/002

Utah Coal Mining & Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N _91=35=6=1 = dated

Cessation Order No. C

11/18 ,19 91

dated .19

part 1 of

1 s modified as follows: (ABATEMENT DEADLINE IS8 EXTENDED TO JUME 15, 1992,

Reason for modification is

of is modified as follows:

Part

5/12/92

Date of service/mailing -

Date of inspection 11/7/91

DWIGHT CROSSLAND

3:00

Time of service/mailing " "~

Oam. Ij(p'.m.

Permittee/Operator representative

Signature

SUSAN M. WHITE

Title

RECLAMATION BIOLOGIST

Division o_f Qil, Gas & Mining

ESFE 3 STl

Signature
WHITE—DOGM  YELLOW—OSM  PINK—PERMITIEE/OPERATOR
DOGM/MVC-1 o

Title

GOLDENROD —NOV HLE

an equal opportunity employer

Rev.12/86 001059




UTAH
NATURAL RESOURCES
Oit, Gas & Mining

3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 « 801-538-56340

/

To the following Permittee or Operator:

MODIFICATION OF
NOTICE OF VIOLATION /CESSATION ORDER

(J.B. King)

Name Western Stateées Minerale Inc,

Mailing Address

State Permit No. mfms/‘eez

Suite 130, 250 8 Rock Blvd., Reno, Nevada 89502

7 Utah Coal Mining & Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Violation No. N 31=35=6=1

dated 11/18 ~ 19

91

Cessation Ofder No. C

dated L 19

Port_lof 1

is-modified as follows: abatenent deadline is B‘Kt‘,ﬂdﬂd to May ‘15, 1992,

administrative delay,

Reason for modification is

Part of is modified as follows:

Reason for modification is

Part of is modified as follows:

4/29/92

Date of service/mailing

11/7/91

Date of inspection

Dwight Crosslsnd

300

Time of service/mailing

Oa.m. Fp.m.

Permittee/Operator representative Title
Signdfure

Busan M, White Raclamation Biclogist
Division of O)Ll Gas & Mining Title :

“%‘_g«? e
st ]S

Signaturé ' ’ "
WHTE—DOGM  VELLOW—OSM  PINK—PERMITTEE/OPERATOR
DOGM/MVC-1 o

‘GOLDENROD —NOV FILE

/

an equal.opportunity employer

" Rev.12/86 001059



UTAH
NATURAL RESOUR’CES
Oil, Gas & M,mmg .

3 Triad Center » Sul’re 350 - Sait Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

MODIFICATION OF
NOTICE OF VIOLATION /CESSATION ORDER -

To the following Permittee or Operator:

Name

Mailing Address

State Pemit No.

Cessation Order No. C

/ of [

Part

|s modjfled as follows

fo § m::»x ww?‘

Reoson for modiﬁco’ribn is

Part of is modified as follows:
Date of service/mailing ’ Time of service/mclilihgjj_____ Oam. Op.m.
m” , .

Date of inspection

Permittee/Operator representative Title

Signature

T Tie

Signature”
WHITE— DOGM YELLOW —OSM PINK — PERMITTEE /OPERATOR GOLDENROD —NOV HLE

DOGM/MVC-1 B an equatl opportunity employer Rev. 12/86 001059 .
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k UTAH ,
v NATURAL RESOURCES i
Oil, Gas & Mining DS

3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

/ MODIFICATION OF \
NOTICE OF VIOLATION/CESSATION ORDER
To the followmg Permittee or Operofor : ' R
Name "/ A/ . l”’ 74 ) L ,‘4.1..{' MA AA LA

1
‘/ 7 4 / < - / . P
Mailing Address w) Wé‘/ W asa o ,-' < "f/é)’/ L, 4&2/%0/\/[?/ 3?55‘2/
State Pemit No. A0 77 /0y S / Q02
Utah Coal Mining & Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953);
}/35fé / %éﬁméa/&/ <5/
Notice of Violaticn No. N dated /519 AL
Cessoﬂon Order No. C

/ is modified as follows:

Md /;,u,f 30

Reason for modification is

Part is modified as follows:

3&?/41/ Time of sewiceﬁ’LD a.m. ¥p.m.

Date of inspection v lndrzs ‘7’3,/ 57/

of

Permittee/Operator representative Title

Signature

FAE LA amﬁmgf/ {7 /*/4

Divisionof Oll Gas,& Mini
PINK — PERMITTEETOPERATOR GOLDE‘ OD —NOV FILE /

L . an equal opportunity employer Rev. 12/86 001059

"WHITE—DOGM
DOGM/MVC-1

YELLOW — OfM




Norman H. Bangerter
Governor
Dee C. Hansen

Executive Director

Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D.
Division Director

State of Utah

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

355 West North Temple

3 Triad Center, Suite 350

Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203
801-538-5340

January 17, 1992

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
No. P 540 713 876

Dwight Crossland
Western States Minerals Corporation

Suite 130

250 South Rock Boulevard
Reno, Nevada 89502

Dear Mr. Crossland:

Re:' Informal Hearing for State Violations, N91-35-6-1, N91-35-7-1, and N91-32-6-1

ACT/015/002, J. B. King Mlne Emery County, Utah

In accordance with your request dated December 16, 1991, pleése be advised
that the Informal Hearing on state violations N91-35-6-1, N91-35-7-1, and N91-32-6-1,
J. B. King Mine, has been established for Tuesday, February 11, 1992, beginning at

9:00 a.m.

Pertinent, written material you wish reviewed before the conference can be
forwarded to me at the address listed above.

The conferenbe will held in the office of the Division of Oil, Gas and Mining.

vb

Best regards;

%m«d\/

Dianne R. Nielson
Director

cc: B. Freeman, OSM
J. Helfrich
DOGM Price Office
Public Notice Board

an equal opportunity employer



NATURAL RESOURCES
Oil, Gas & Mining

3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538—5340

/ MODIFICATIONOF =~
_ NOTICE OF VIOLATION /CESSATION ORDER
To 'rhe following Permittee or Opero’ror

Name ff/:«-t, “f/f;'L& //[fﬁfﬁf /]i? !I: if’{j MJ,,&XJ{-/’J N

State Permit No. ffﬁ‘f fz“x;, /4 Yl S

Mailing Address _u,&z LI L3 Jﬁs"?‘ ot e b A M/ o A

U’roh Cool Mining & Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et seq., Ufoh Code Annotated (1953):

Notice of Vlolcmon No. N “!’ S B f/ dated /f’ //”3 9L
Cessation Order No. C , ' dated : .19
Part of /s rﬁodiﬁed as follows: ¢4 227 C iyen 7 fﬁe"}/fﬁ/ﬁ'{/ (o gy il bl e
i g fe i, fEAT / 2’“? L j‘? am% Gt sgpid L€ ¢ gg«?’f '/ f’/ /‘? ffé‘f
ReaserrformsameEatort /’ A F fj’ : % E -
Reason for modification is __ Ns‘f Apttod g of Ll T B (L
Part of is modlified as follows:
Date of service/mailing ' Time of service/mailing Oaom. Op.m.
Date of inspection
WRAIR Y / e 5;5/;(_ v
Permiﬁee/QB;érotor representative Title
Signature X
i 38 s E
éﬁglfﬁ A /éf'{ é‘“(i' /fff"f x“”f/‘“ g 7
D!ViSlon,@f Cil, Gos&Mmlng o Title -/
R { £l 8 /.! v w ALt L

“'Sig ndfu re
WHTEZDOGM  YELLOW—OSM  PINK—PERMITTEE/OPERATOR . GOLDENROD —NOV FLE

/

DOGM/MVC-1 : "~ an equal oppertunity employer

Rev. 12/86 001059
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Y.

v NATURAL RESOURCES
Qil, Gas & Mining

3 Triad Center - Suite 350 - Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

/ MODIFICATION OF
NOTICE OF VIOLATION /CESSATION ORDER

- To the following Permittee or Operator: :

Name /(/uZJ/’M)/;d/ﬂﬁd W&MM W .

Mailing Address'M 430, IS, Ml A, , /@a@ » A
State Permit No. 4/7/’/0/5; (4)0%0)

Utah Coal Mining & Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et seq.,VUfoh Code Annotfated (1953):
Notice of Violation No. N 27535 =540 =8/ dated J////é> 92/ .

Cessation Order No. C - dated L 19

Part _/_ of _L is modified as follows:

et dondll .
Y2Zbitin fPllx aud W//c 220 Yy

oieh Lo, 1993 cj% /

‘ //M«f/xv,
/"

s

Reason for modification is M@L&;/,/ﬁd/féﬁ/ d /é;/

Part of is modified as follows:

Date of servic 02;'// ‘///JZ/ Time of servicﬂa-m Up.m.

Date of inspection

Dw.abl rosslosd

Permittee/ (Egérofor representative Title

Sugan /M-Mlﬂé St Serboap o

Division Zf Oil, Gas & Mining % Title d

Signature
WHITE—DOGM  YELLOW—OSM  PINK—PERMITIEE/OPERATOR  GOLDENROD —NOV FILE

/

DOGM/MVC-1 "~ an equal opportunity empioyer Rev. 12/86 001059



vo NATURAL RESOURCES
Oil, Gas & Mining

3 Triad Center - Suite 350 » Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 - 801-538-5340

MODIFICATlON OF
NOTICE OF VIOLATION /CESSATI,. ~ ORDER

To The followmg Perml‘r‘ree or Opero’ror

&

ﬂ% RS MR- ‘ ;,: ¥
ot é’; ;’*»fi o A ‘ié&ﬂwi L
i *

Sovas Y

. a“f ey

Mailing Address ;&wﬁﬁ* ¢ -45&) :;25%’
State Permit No. @ / ey / 5‘{“&,},

Utah Coal Mlnlng & Reclomohon Act, Section 40-10-1 et seq., Ufoh Code Annofofed [1953]

7 }«ﬁwaﬁj‘:‘ﬁ(‘ x4 19 {'} i

Name._

Notice of Violation No. N ‘?/ - 5@7 - &i '“'/ dated

Cessation Order No. C ' 1 dated :
Part _ £ / of li _is modlfled as follows: __ s £ # et A ’tii w?ﬂﬁfw/f /S’/;“*”’i '
;«f’f ﬁ o Jffuﬁmz 1972, x}’ et aﬁ«w

Lo

_ e f}«& é:mg,»' gﬂ"fi \ ,,e Ma% M z‘
Regsor-fermedifieerton-s 7 )
Part of

is modified as follows:

Reason for modification is

Part of is modified as follows:
Date of service/mailing™ -

Date of inspection

i

' A }-"3’?/

Perml’rtee/ Operc‘ror represen'ro’nve

Sighature

'%m LA

Divi§ion of OiI Gas & Mlnlng

. N &

Signature ] :
WHTE—DOGM  YELLOW—OSM  PINK— PERMlng_E/o?’ERATdE"' GOLDENROD™ NOV FILE
DOGM/MVC-1 - an equal opporfunny employer Rev..12/86 001059




cs& Mining:
3 Triad Cen*rer Suite 350 + Salt Lake Cl'ry UT 8418@ 1203 801 538—5340

To ’rhe followmg Permlﬂee or Operator: _ :
’. j:r’ 1‘”‘”’ M’ s
‘Name__ ¥ R 7w o P _ /
e B ;
‘ o ~. £ s o SE e T
- Mailing Address f CF M{%M‘ o f{l‘, SR i S B S

Sfcn‘e Permi’r No '

,j‘

&
Utah Coal Mining & Reclcamaﬁon Ac’f Section 40—’!0 1 e’r seq., Ufah Code Annofoted (1953):

N_o’rlce of Vielation No. N _27"~ ST A - dofed B “'”/’% . .19 S
Cessation Order No. C , _ . dated .. . .19
. . . 3 . ) - a {:f’.u R »
. Part of |s mod‘lﬁted as follows: & T F o
Reason for modification is )
PGt of ___is modified as follows: - S o

Reason for modificafion’is

of

Part is modified as follows: -

Date of service/mailing )

Date of inspection

Time of service /mailing

ot T g #
C fx-vua‘w

Permlh‘ee/Opercxtor represenfc’nve o ‘ ) U Tite
Signature
Gl s 1«2‘5‘1 e

Division of Oil, Gas & Mumng

.

prd : . e
A a2

“ Signatire R o
WHITE=DOGM - YELLOW—OS$M  PINK — PERMITTEE/OPERATOR GOLDENROD NOV FILE . .
DOGM/MVC-1 - o . an equal oppor’runlfy employer Rev. 12/86. 001059




NATURAL RESOURCES
Oil, Gas & Mining

3 Triad Center - Suite 350 « Salt Lake City, UT 84180-1203 « 801-538-5340

/ MODIFICATION OF \
NOTICE OF VIOLATION/CESSATION ORDER

To the following Permittee or Operator:

Name Hosrd Sipres Mosionis 2ot

Mailing Address 5 Gaed Loeend) Cgece (f?/txir/ %
State Permit No. //Aj;;é/sj/ﬂﬂﬂ— |

Utah Coal Mining & Reclamation Act, Section 40-10-1 et seq., Utah Code Annotated (1953).

96-0/ _ yateq ///f 19 9/

Nofice of Violation No. N _ 2/ =35 -

Cessafion Order No. C dated 19

Part / of / is modified as follows: /sz/”;‘/f W///é /77?//19@ 72
01/05/52 45 FBE HRTADE DOGULST

Reason for modification is

Part of is modified as follows:

Reason for modification is

Part of is modified as follows:

Date of service@ 0%67/4%‘ Time of service__Mﬁ/o.m. Op.m.

Date of inspection

Dwpg sy [oossemds

Permittee/Operator representative Title

Signature

Sosd 7, ////@ . s/

Division of Qil, Gas % Title

ﬁ%ignozﬁire " / 4
WHTE—DOGM  YELLOW—O PINK — PERMITIEE/OPERATOR  GOLDENROD ~NOV FILE

DOGM/MVC-1 an equal opportunity employer Rev. 12/86 001059




l[')\ Staté of Utah

NP | DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
orman 1 sangerer | DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

Governor

Dee C. Hansen 355 .West North T§mple
Executive Director 3 Triad Center, Suite 350
Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D. Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203
Division Director 801-538-5340

December 3, 1991

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT
P 074 979 163

Mr. Dwight Crossland
Western States Minerals
84 Glen Carran Circle
Sparks, Nevada 89431

Dear Mr. Crossland:

Re: Proposed Assessment for State Violation No. N91-35-6-1, Western States
Minerals, J.B. King Mine, ACT/015/002, Folder #5, Emery County, Utah

The undersigned has been appointed by the Board of Qil, Gas and Mining as
the Assessment Officer for assessing penalties under R614-401.

Enclosed is the proposed civil penalty assessment for the above-referenced
violation. The violation was issued by Division Inspector, Susan M. White on
November 18, 1991. Rule R614-401-600 et. sec. has been utilized to formulate the
proposed penalty. By these rules, any written information which was submitted by
you or your agent, within fifteen (15) days of receipt of the Notice of Violation, has
been considered in determining the facts surrounding the violation and the amount of

penalty.
Under R614-401-700, there are two informal appeal options available to you:

1. If you wish to informally appeal the fact of this violation, you should file a
written request for an Informal Conference within 30 days of receipt of
this letter. This conference will be conducted by the Division Director.
This Informal Conference is distinct from the Assessment Conference
regarding the proposed penalty.

an equal opportunity employer



Page 2
N91-35-6-1
ACT/015/002
December 3, 1991

2. If you wish to review the proposed penalty assessment, you should file a
written request for an Assessment Conference within 30 days of receipt
of this letter. If you are also requesting a review of the fact of violation,
as noted in paragraph 1, the Assessment Conference will be scheduled

immediately following that review.

If a timely request for review is not made, the fact of violation will stand,
the proposed penalty(ies) will become final, and the penalty(ies) will be due and
payable within thirty (30) days of the proposed assessment. Please remit payment

to the Division, mail ¢/o Vicki Bailey.
Sincerely,

e ]

Joseph C. Helfrich
Assessment Officer

joe
Enclosure
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Put your address In the “RETURN TO"' Space on the rever

Extra charge)

‘ gEal:EEd'R: Compiete items 1 and 2 when additional services are desired, and complete itams

se side. Failure to do this will prevent this

card from baing returned to you. The return receigt feﬁ will provide you the name of the person delivered
1o and the date of dellvery. For additional fees the following services are evallable, Gonsult postmaster
Yor fees and check box(es) for additional service(s) requested.

1. O Show to whom dalivered, date, and addressee’s address.

2. O Restricted Delivery
(Extra charge)

3. Article Addressed to:

DWIGHT CROSSLAND

. WESTERN STATES MINERALS
84 GLEN CARRAN CIRCLE
SPARKS NV 89431

4, Article Number
P 074 979 163

Type of Service;
Lt Registered L insured
X certitied O coo

i Return Receipt
O Expross mail [ for Merchandise

AIWays obtain signature of addressee
or ‘agent and DATE DELIVERED.

5. Signature — Address

- 8.~Addressee’s Address (ONLY if

X ) " .requested and fee paid)

8. Signattyre — Age - \ Y'i

X % 7 M ( w ;‘I

7. Déte of Deliver ‘ e
127,71/ R

PS Form 381 1,’Mar."1938 * U.S.G.P.0, 1986-212-865
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DOMESTIC RETURN RECEIPT

STICK POSTAGE STAMPS TO ARTICLE TO COVER FIRST CLASS POSTAGE,
CERTIFIED PMAIL FEE, AND CHARGES FOR AMY SELECTED OPTIOMAL SERVICES. (soo troat)

1. 1 you want this receipt postmarked, stick the gummed stub to the right of the return address leaving
the receipt attached and present the article at a post office service window or hand it to your rural carrier.
{no extra charge)

2. 1t you do not want this receipt postmarked, stick the gummed stub to the right of the return address of
lhe articls, date, detach and retain the receipt, and mail the article.

3. youwant-a return recsipt, write the certified mail number and yeur name and address on a return
recelptieard, Form 3811, and altach it to the front of the article by means of the gummed ends if space per-
raits.”Otherwise, atfix to back of articla. Endorse front of article RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
adjacent to the number,

4, If; youb want-delivery restricted to the addressea, o to an authorized agent of the addressee, ondorse
HES{RICTED DELIVERY on the front of the article.

5. Entor foeé for the sewiéss requested in the appropriate spaces on the front of this receipt. H return
receipt is requésted, check the applicable blocks in item 1 of Form 3811,

6. Save this receipt and present it if you make inquiry. «{J.8.G.P.O.1988-217-132
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WORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

COMPANY/MINE Western States Minerals/J.B. King Mine NOV #N91-35-6-1
PERMIT # ACT/015/002 VIOLATION 1 OF 1
ASSESSMENT DATE_11/26/91 ASSESSMENT OFFICER _ Joseph C. Helfrich

L HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

A. Are there previous violations which are not pending or vacated, which fall
within 1 year of today’s date?

ASSESSMENT DATE _11/26/91 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR TO DATE _11/26/90

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFFECTIVE DATE POINTS

1 point for each past violation, up to one year;
5 points for each past violation in a CO, up to one year;
. No pending notices shall be counted.

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 0
II. SERIOQUSNESS (either A or B)

NOTE: For assignment of points in Parts II and ITI, the following applies. Based on
the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assessment Officer will determine within which
category, the Assessment Officer will adjust the points up or down, utilizing the inspector’s
and operator’s statements as guiding documents.

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation? _Hindrance

A. Event Violations Max 45 PTS |

1. What is the event which the violated standard was designed to prevent?

2. What is the probability of the occurrence of the event which a violated
standard was designed to prevent?




Page 2 of 4

.. PROBABILITY RANGE

.. None 0

. . Unlikely 1-9

.. Likely 10-19
. Occurred 20

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

3. What is the extent of actual or potential damage?
RANGE O - 25*

*In assigning points, consider the duration and extent of said damage or
impact, in terms of area and impact on the public or environment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS _-
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

B. Hindi‘ance Violations MAX 25 PTS

1. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement? _Actual
RANGE 0-25

Assign points based on the extent to which enforcement is actually or
potentially hindered by the violation.

ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS __ 12
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

The inspector’s statement revealed that review of the permit, August 13, 1990, indicated
that the operator was given approximately 60 days to respond to a stipulation. The
response was subsequently determined inadequate and at a site meeting on October 17,
1991, the operator was given until November 1, 1991, to submit an adequate response to
the stipulation to the Division. No response was submitted, thus the staff was actually
hindered from evaluating the information with regard to compliance with DOGM
regulations.
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TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A or B) _12

III. NEGLIGENCE _MAX 30 PTS

A. Was this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidable by the exercise of
reasonable care? IF SO - NO NEGLIGENCE;
OR Was this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of a violation
due to indifference, lack of diligence, or lack of reasonable care, or the
failure to abate any violation due to the same? IF SO - NEGLIGENCE;
OR Was this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or intentional
conduct? IF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULT THAN NEGLIGENCE.

. No Negligence 0
. Negligence 1-15
. Greater Degree of Fault 16-30

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE _ Greater Degree of Fault

ASSIGN NEGLIGENCE POINTS _ 16
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

The inspector’s statement revealed that the operator was given numerous extensions to the
deadlines for addressing the stipulation.

IV. GOOD FAITH MAX 20 PTS. (EITHER A or B) (Does not apply to violations
requiring no abatement measures.)

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve compliance
of the violated standard within the permit area?
. IF SO - EASY ABATEMENT
Easy Abatement Situation
. . Immediate Compliance -11 to -20*
. Immediately following the issuance of the NOV)

. Rapid Compliance -1 to -10*
. . (Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
. Normal Compliance 0

(Operator complied within the abatement period required)
(Operator complied with conditions and/or terms of approved Mining
and Reclamation Plan)
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* Assign in upper or lower half of range depending on abatement occurring
in 1st or 2nd half of abatement period.

Did the permittee not have the resources at hand to achieve compliance OR
does the situation require the submission of plans prior to physical activity

to achieve compliance?
. IF SO - DIFFICULT ABATEMENT

Difficult Abatement Situation
. Rapid Compliance -11 to -20%
.. (Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
. Normal Compliance -1 to -10*
. . (Operator complied within the abatement period required)
. Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within the
limits of the NOV or the violated standard, or the plan submitted for
abatement was incomplete)
(Permittee complied with conditions and/or terms of approved Mining
and Reclamation Plan) '

EASY OR DIFFICULT ABATEMENT? ASSIGN GOOD FAITH POINTS __ 0

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

To date the violation has not been terminated.

V.

jbe

L.
II

II.
IV.

ASSESSMENT SUMMARY FOR N91-35-6-1
TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 0
TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS 12
TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS 16
TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS 0
TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS 28
TOTAL ASSESSED FINE $ 360.00



e SEWER: Complete items 1 and 2 when additional services aro desired, and complete items

Put your address in the “RETURN TO™ Space on the reverse side. Failure to do this will prevent this
card from being returned to you. Tha return receipt fee will provide the name of the person delivered

1o and the date of delivery. or additional 7ees the following services are avaiable. Consult postmaster
Tor fees and check box(es) for additional service(s) requested.
[ Show to whom delivered, date, and addressee’s address. 2. [0 Restricted Delivery

(Exrra charge) (Extra charge)

3. Article Addressed to;
DWIGHT CROSSLAND

4, Article Numbar
P 074 979 153

WESTERN STATES MINERALS Type of Service
84 GLEN CARRAN 6TROLE Registered B'C";;wd
SPARKS NV 89431 0 Ex“ ””“"M"a'” [ Retum Recelot

for Merchandi

Always abtain signature of sddresses
-ar.agent and DATE DELIVERED.

5 Signsture — Address T8N see’s Address (ONLY if

e
‘(
d
/ 7 and fee paid)

e ﬁm 20 )
7. Date of Delivery /26 / M \\\DI

=

PS Form 3811, Mar, 1988 *.U.8.G.P.0. 1988-212=8€5 DOMESTIC RETURN RECEIPT
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STICK POSTAGE

STAMPS TO ARTICLE TO GOVER FIRST CLASS POSTAGE,
ERTIFIER MAIL FEE, AND CHARGES FOR AHY SELECTED OPTIONAL SERVICES. Mm front)

.1t you want this receipt postmarked, stick the gummed stub to the right of the return acdress leaving
tha receipt attachad and presant the articts at a post offfce service window or hand it 1o v your rural carrier.
{(no oxtra charge)

2. It you do et want this receipt pestmarked, stick the gummed stub to the right af tha return address of
the article, date, detach and retain the receipt, and mail the article

3.1 you want a return receipt, write the certified mail number and your name and address on a return
mrmp card, Form 3811, and altach it to the frant of the articte by means of the qummzad ends it s space per-
mits. Otherwiss, affix to back of amc\a Endorse front of article RETURN RECEIRT AEQUESTED
adjacent to the numbor.

4.t you want delivery restricted to the addressee, or to an authorized agent of the asdrassee, endorsa
H’QTRS(‘TFD DELIVERY on the front of the article.

5. Entar fags for the services requested in the appropriate spaces on the front af this receipt, If return
recelot is requested, check the applicable blacks in item 1 of Form 3811,

5. Save this recoipt and pressat it if vou maks inquiry. . v U.8.G.P.O.1088-217 132



3 Tricd Center o Sus’re 350 .« Salt Ldke C|Ty UT 84180-1203 801 538 5340 . Page 1 of £

notice of violation.

k‘ ‘ UTAH _ ‘
v NATURAL RESOURCES : :

Oil, Gas & Mining

NO. N.91~35~5-1

- To the following Permittee or Operator:

Name__Wester:n Btates Hinerals

Mine_$%  J.B. KiﬁL e { Surface™ Undergrodnd [ other
County, Emmw o State __UT | _Telephone (762} 358~33 ¥ |
Mdlllng Address 3‘@ ‘33&!1 Qa:‘mn Gii.ré.i% .arka %W 89431

State Pormit-No,. . ACT/015/002 | |

Ownership Category - “M'Stte  © Olfederd . [fee [ Mxed
ot inspeciion_LL/07191 e o 197
Time of inspection ' ?30‘3 S - F_ﬁr dm il p.'m»."rd 1200 [:] am. - B pm

Operd’ror Ndme (o‘rher ’rhdn Permm‘ee)

Mailing Addre’ss_

Under du‘rhom‘y of ’rhe UTOh Cool I\/llnlng dnd Recldmohon Act, Section 40-16-1 et seq., Utah Code.Annotated, 1953,
the undersigned authorized representative’of the Division of Oil, Gas & Mining-has conducted an inspection. of
above mine on above date and has found violation(s) of the act; reguldhons or requwed permit condmon(s) listed
in attachment(s). This notice: conshfu‘res a sepdrcn‘e Notice of Violation:for each violation listed, ;

You must abate each of these wolohons wﬂhln the de3|gnd’red abatement fime. You are respon3|ble for domg all
work in a safe and workmanlike mdnner ' ~

The undemgned represenfdhve flnds Tth cessailon of mining is D is not E_] expressly orin prdc'rICOI effect required
by this notice, For this purpcse, “mining” meons ex’rrdchng coal from the edrth ora wosfe pile, and Trdnsporhng it
within or from the mme site. . .

This notice shall remain:in effect unhl it -expires as provuded on reverse snde of this form, oris modified, ferminated or
vacated by writfen riotice of an authorized representative of the director of the Division of Oil, Gas & Mlnlng Time for
abatement may be extended by authorized represenfohve for good cause, if a request is made within a reasonable
time before the end of abatement penod

Cw’.fﬁﬁéa ﬁ»mﬁﬂ of P 03¢ "f?‘f :33

Don‘e of serwc%d% ‘”/ig/’éy : Tlme of servlceéd Ing /ﬁ? ﬁ{‘ [3-0 m. D p.m.

ﬂwight ﬁmaalaml

Permlﬁee/Operdfor represenf(otlve e P Title:
Signature : :
Susan ¥, White " Blologist
Division of Oll Gas & Mining represen’rd’rlve Title
I S B r’é 4 f’j i i #35
Signature s Identification Number

SEE REVERSE SIDE
WHITE-DOGM = YELLOW-OSM. PINK-PERMITTEE/OPERATOR - GOLDENROD-NOV FILE

DOGM/NOV-1 ' ' an equal opportunity employer

11/85
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NOTICE OF VIOLATION NO. N91~35-6-1

ViolationNo._ % of 1

Nature of violation
Failuire o8 couply with the terms and conditions of the pevwmir,

¥alilure to completely address and satisfy the requirsments of stinulation

2614--301=742,113 (TM) 4in & timelv manner,

Provisions of act, regulations or permit violated
R6H14-300-143

Portion of operation to which notice applies
A1l raclaimed surfanes with evosion problems,

Remedial action required (including any interim steps)
Address the requirements of stipulstion R614-301-742.113 in a complete and

adaquates manner that Is in compiiance with the regulationsg and acceptable

o the Divigion.

Abatement time (including interim steps)

Mo ia than December 18, 1991, 5%:00 pm

WHITE-DOGM YELLOW-OSM  PINK-PERMITTEE/OPERATOR GOLDENROD-NOV FILE

DOGM/NOV-2 an equal opportunity employer 11/85



