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VIOLATION

O IRSPECTOR'S STATEMENT

(R) Event Violations (go to (B) if this is an obstruction to enforcement

violation)
1. ¥hat harmful event was this regulation designed to prevent? (Insert
the event 1listed on the Reference List and remember that the event is not the

same as the violation.)

//ﬂff{’ s e

2. If the event has happened, describe it. If it has not happened, what
would cause it to happen and how likely is that? (For exanple, if there is an
area for which no sedirent control is provided, has runoff from that area
reached a stream? 1If it hasnp't reached. a stream, what would ¢ use it to get
there and how likely is that to happen?) = S tr D TO MRS
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n, How much damage might have occured if the violation had not been
discovered by an OSM inspector?. Describe this potential damage. HbU1d;}hEz,xw
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(B) ObSthction"toaEnforcementaYiolationsk(answeréfbr‘nbstrnction'&inlationsl“T“
only,~such-as-violations concerning recordkeebing,<monitoring;=plans;;and ==

" certi ficationsdz——- .

. 5. DescnibE“bou>Violation.of”this'regulation actually obstructeg--
enforcement. by OSM and/or- the public.

«

I1. Degree of Fault (only one Question applies to each violation; first decide

Wwhich question to answer). -
6. If you think this violation was not th '

due to vandalism or an act of God, for example) File in:

pPermittee is considered responsible for the act U Confidential

o inesite. O  Shelf
e minesite Q  Expandable

’ . Refer to Record No (SN0 Z Date

InC/_ON\D , A5~ ,  Internal

For additional information
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VIOLATION

O IRSPECTOR'S STATEMENT

violation)
1. ¥hat harmful event was this regulation designed to prevent? (Insert
the event listed on the Reference List and remember that the event is not the

same as the violation.)

/(%7/?‘(’ s eorran

2. If the event has happened, describe it. If it has not happened, what
would cause it to happen and how likely is that? (For exanple, if there is an
area for which no sediment control is provided, has runoff from that area
reached a stream? If it hasn't reached. a stream, what wouldzgause it to get
there and how likely is that to happen?) Sem im0 ‘5’}f;aazgazz>7p.¢x»;zf’
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y, How much damage might have occured if the violation had not been
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damage extend off the permit area?. ... : Y AT T o
X FE ETRG S LT D e AT I e D D gt DupiissT TE vl )
SEDraT 5T f200D SR W e S, PR D LRI BT D Tt Seosrr L
| Scends TC SEH LR cord, A FRECIA VT pol VT ACPREACAAL, 7 AE apn Gant FHDT G a4
RE AL P v T LD Conteise S deindig o Jc%um4aé’a%@zy,¢¢zﬂ£rzé&u£? O TR r 2t 7z 7
(B) ObStfnctionntoaEnforcementaYiolations%fanswerifbr‘Dbstrnctionfiinlationsl“f“
only,~such:-as-violations concerning.recordkeeﬁing,-monitoring;ﬁplans;;and ==

’ certificationsd)s—- .

. 5. DescnibE“hou_Violation.of”this~regulation actually obstructed— -
enforcement. by OSM and/or- the publiec.’

.

II. Degree of Fault (only one qQuestion applies to each violation;: Tirst decide
which question to answer). B .

6. If you think this violation was not the fault of the operator (perhaps
due to vandalism or an act of God, for example), explain. Remember that the
permittee is considered responsible for the actions of all personsfaorking on
the minesite. ’

7. If you think this violation was the result of not knowing about OSM
regulations, indifference to 0OSM regulations, or the result of lack of
reasonable care, explain. Yo DTN
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Inspector's Statement
Page Two

8. _If the actual or potential environmental harm or harm to the public
should have been evident to a careful operator, describe the situation and
what, if anything, the operator did to correet it prior to being cited.

9. Was the operator in violation of a specific permit condition? Did the
operator receive prior warning of violation by the State or by OSM concerning
this violation? 1If so, give the dates and the type of warning.

III. Good Faith
10. - In order. to receive good faith for compliance with zan NOV or CO, an _ -
operator must have taken-extraordinary measures to comply as rapidly as -
pessibley--The violation must have been abated before the time set for -
__-_. _ =batementi=_f you think this. applies,>describe-how rapid-the compliance—was —-=
“~"and what-extracrrdinary measures the operator-took.~k. -
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Consolidation Coal Company
Western Region
Emery Mine
- ) . P. O. Box 527
: Emery, Utah 48522

August 16, 1983

Mr. James W. Smith, Jr.

Division of 0il, Gas, and Mining RE: ACT/015/015

4241 State Office Building _ CONSOL-Emery Mine
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

Dear Mr. Smith:

During the past two months the Emery Mine has been completing
a great deal of maintenance work on erosion control in and around
our sedimentation control structures. One of the most difficult
problems we have encountered is the erosion of the inlets into the
#5 sedimentation pond (for the future preparation plant). We have
riprapped this structure twice but high rain levels in the control
area have caused run off in amounts such that the riprap was washed
out. Therefore, we are in the process of designing a new solid
structure utilizing culvert and a concrete head wall. When the designs
are finished we will submit them for Division approval.

Note that in no case has this erosion problem contributed to
the sediment load in any of our streams.

Sincerely,
Ronald 0. Hughes
Mine Engineer

cc: S. Jaccaud - Consol
J. Higgins -~ Consol
R. Holbrook - Consol

v~ D. Lof - DOGM
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~ VIOLATION ¢ 2 of‘f <2
O INSPECTOR'S STATEMENT

(A) Event Violations (go to (B) if this is an obstruction to enforcement

violation)

1. ¥hat harmful event was this regulation designed to prevent? (Insert
the event listed on the Reference List and remember that the event is not the

same as the violationll/
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2. If the event has happened, describe it. 1If it has not happened, what

would cause it to happen and how

likely is that? (For exanple, if there is an

area for which no sediment control is provided, has runoff from that area
reached a stream? If it hasn't reached. a stream, what would cause it to get

there and how likely is that to ha en?) . o e, ,
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Inspector's Statement
Page Two

8. If the actual or potential environmental harm or harm to the pubiie
should have been evident to a careful operator, describe the situation and
what, if anything, the operator did to correct it prior to being cited.

L

9. VWas the operator in violation of a specific permit condition? Did the
operator receive prior warning of violation by the State or by OSM concerning
this violation? 1If so, give the dates and the type of warning.

I1X. Good Faith
10. -~ In order. to receive good faith for compliance with zn NOV or CO, an _ -
operator must have taken-extraordinary measures to comply as rapidly as -
possibles=-Jhe violation must have been sbated before the time set for -
L abatementi=df you think this applies, -describe- how rapid the compliance-was —--
T and what‘extracrdinary measures the operator-took.~+k. -
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SITE 3

SURFACE WATER MONITORING STATION
QUITCHUPAH CREEK (DOWNSTREAM)
AVERAGE DATLY STREAMFLOW

Iocation: (D-22-6) §3CBA
Drainage area: 117.8 mi“
Gage: Water stage recorder and 2 foot Parshall flume.
Altitude of gage is approximately 5900 feet
(7 1/2' topo).
Remarks:
Dis es Average daily flows reported in cubic feet per
second (cfs).
Day Yonth  AueuST 19380
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10 ) . o - .
11  vEAR MONTH DAY MINTMUM MAX I MUM AVERAGE
12 1980 aus 12 3,72 £.70 4,24
13 19380 AUG 13 . 4.70 6.2? 5.54
14 1980 AIG 14 4,30 19.55 : 5.25
15 1980 AUG 15 6+68 20.07 Ro46
16 1980 AUG 16 4.70 T.63 6.41
17 1980 AUG 17 T 4,50 " 5,99 . 5.43
18 1980 AuG 18 4.40 6.33 533
19 1980 AUG 19 3.44 5.77 4,59
200 1980 AUG 20 3,44 5.88 - 4.77
21 1980 AUG 2?1 3.53 5.02 4,33
22 1980 AUG 22 3.81 6.91 . 5.79
-0 8w lGCend dscrmmam e nmmarr ﬁ*mﬁmm&%
24 1980 AUG 24 T.88 15.00 10.27
25 1980 AUG 25 5.34 8.00 £.90
26 1980 - AUG 26 Se34 T.88 ° 684
27 1980 AUG 27 3,72 6.11 . 5.62
28 1980 AUG 28 2.90 3.72 3.5?
29 1980 AUG 29 2.90 4.30 3.53
30 1990 AUG 30 3,72 foll 4. R6
31 1980  AHG 31 4,10 5.55 5.12
Total
Max.
Min.



12 1913n
13 1980
14 19810
15 1989
16 1980
17 1980
18 1980
19 1980
20 1980
21 1 9RD
22 198n
23 19R0
24 1981
25 1981
26 1980
27 198N
28 1980
29 1999
30 1980
31

Total

Max,

Min,

SITE 3

SURFACE WATER MONITORING STATION
QUITCHUPAH CREEK (DOWNSTREAM)
AVERAGE DATLY STREAMFLOW

(D-22-6) EBCBA

117.8 mi® .

Water stage recorder and 2 foot Parshall flume.
Altitude of gage is approximately 5900 feet

(7 1/2' topo).

Average daily flows reported in cubic féet per

second (cfs).
SEPTEMRER 1480
Month

Y MAx AVG.
SFP 1 4,81 C 5.66 s5.40
SFp 2 4.R1 LG T 6,76
SFP 3 3.44 5.77 4,46
N 4 3.44 6.69 S.17
SEP 5 4.01 4,91 4,52
SFp 6 4,20 6.54 5.25
SFp 7 b.11 25.45 12.56

B AES R A e i‘;"wmga d«ﬁi“

SEP 12
SFp 13
SFP 14
SFp 15
SEP 16
SEP 17 FLOME  DAMAGED
SEP 1R
™~
SEp 19 AN BY FLooD EVENT
SEP  2n \\\\ éi\
SEP 2}
SEP 2> I SEPT 18 TaSTANTAMEOULS
p
:ED 52 Flow -Aeiremii CSTIMATE
SEP % oF  12.9 efs
SFP 26
SER 27
SFp 2n
SFp 29
SFp 30



11 1980
12 1930
1980

Total

Min,
Ac-Ft,

SITE 3

SURFACE WATER MONTTORING STATION
QUITCHUPAH CREEK (DOWNSTREAM)
AVERAGE DATLY STREAMFLOW

,(D~22-6) §3CBA '

117.8 mi :

Water stage recorder and 2 foot Parshall flume.
Altitude of gage is approximately 5900 feet

(7 1/2" topo).

Average daily flows reported in cubic feet per
second (cfs). '

Month OCTORER 1§50

FLUME DAMALGED

MIN MAX AVG
ncY 11 £.33 . 6.80 £.61
ocY 12 6.22 19.72 10.34
ocT 13 12.16 17.55 13.7%




Location:
‘Drainage ‘areas:
Gage:
Remarks: ~
Dis es
Day
1 1980
2 ‘1980
3 1989
4 19R0
5 1920
6 198n
7 1980
8 1930
9 198n
10 198n
11 1980
12 198n
13 1980
14 19R0
15 19an
16 198N
17 1980
18 1990
19 1980
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
© 28
29
30
31
Total
Max,
Min,

STIE 3

SURFACE WATER MONTTORING STATION
QUITCHUPAH CREEK (DOWNSTREAM)
AVERAGE DATLY STREAMFLOW

(D-22-6) 33cEA
117.8 mi .
Water stage recorder and 2 foot Parshall flume.

Altitude of gage is approximately 5900 feet

(7 1/2" topo).

Average daily flows

second (cfs).
NOvV 1
NOV 2
NOV 3
NOY 4
NNV 5
MDYV 6
NOV 7
NOV 8
NOV 9
NV 10
SIS AV A B
NOV 1?2
MOV 13
NOV 14
MYV 1S
HOYWY 14
HOV 17
NNV 18
MOV 1Q
RECORDER

Month
MmN

12,03
14.3R
14.0P
13.93
13.78
13.33
12.88
17.45
11.5a
11.131
11.03
10.89
1n.61
10.34
1.57
N.99
2.01
2 4R
3.R81

reported in cubic feet per

muEMBEaQ 1§60

MAX
14.84
14.54
14.38
14.08
12,93
13,78
12,7213
12. 78
12.45
11.59
11.31
11.03
10, R”Q
“19.61
100134

7.8R
15.15

R, 99

5. 99

MAL ForvcTioMV

AVG
14.37
14.44
14.27
14,08
13.R6
13.54
13.09
12.63
12,03
11.37
11.13
10.94
10,74
10.53
A 2R
3.89
T.24
5.29
4.47



SITE 3

SURFACE WATER MONTTORING STATION
QUITCHUPAH CREEK (DOWNSTREAM)
AVERAGE DATLY STREAMFLOW

Iocation; (D-22-6) 33CBA
Drainage area: 117.8 mi“
Gage: Water stage recorder and 2 foot Parshall flume.
Altitude of gage is approximately 5900 feet
(7 1/2* topo).
Remarks:
Discharge: Average daily flows reported in cubic feet per
second (cfs).
OECEUBER 168D
Day Month '
1
2
3 .
g RECORDER MALFLnCTIo NV
6
7
8
-9 _ .
10 YEAR MONTH DAY MINIMUM C MAXIMUM AVERAGE
11 1980 DEC 11 15.62 - 19,21 17.10
12 1980 DEC 12 15447 24.52 19.11
13 1960 DEC 13 22.88 22.88 22.88
14 1980 DEC 14 22.88 22.88 22.8%°
15 1980 DEC 15 2l.64 23.24 22.99
17 1980 DEC 17 39.023 39.03 39.03
18 1980 DEC 18 39,03 39.03 39.03
19 1960 ODFC 19 39.03 39.03 39,03
20 1960 DEC 2 39,03 39.03 39,03
21 1980 DEC 21 34,76 39.03 38.99
22 1280 DpsC 22 39.03 39.03 39.03
23 1950 DEC 23 39.03 39.03 39,03
24 1980 LEC 24 39,03 39,03 39.03.
25 1920 nNEC 25 36087 39.03 39,01
26 1950 ULEC 26 344,76 39.03 38.99
27 198C DEC 27 356,87 39,03 19,01
28 1960 LEC 28 39,03 39.03 39,03
29 1960 DNEC 29 34.76 39.03% 38,99
30 1950 DEC 30 36.87 39,03 39.01
31 1660 SEC 31 39.03 36,03 39,03
Total .
Max,
Min.

AC-Fi-



SITE 3

SURFACE WATER MONTTORING STATION
QUITCHUPAH CREEK (DOWNSTREAM)
AVERAGE DATLY STREAMFLOW

Iocation: (D-22-6) 53CBA
Drainage ‘area: 117.8 mi“ -
- Gage: Water stage recorder and 2 foot Parshall flume.
_ Altitude of gage is approximately 5900 feet
(7 1/2' topo).
Remarks: Frozen S*‘l //;»\5 we” - eh'h’e Vv\on‘H’\
Dis es Average daily flows reported in cubic feet per
A secand (cfs).
JANUARY 199
= MIN MAX AUC
1 1981 UAN 1 A\ 39.03 39.03 39.03
2 1981 JAN 2 39.03 39.03 39,03
3 1981 JAN 3 39.03 39.03 39,03
4 1981 JAN 4 39,03 39,03 39,03
5 1981 JAN 5 39,03 39.03 39.02
6 1981 JAN o 29.03 39.03 = +¢39,03
7 1981 UuAN 7 39.03 39.03 39.03
8 1961 JAN 8 39.03 3%.03 . 39.03
9 :
10
11
12
13
14 FROZ EN
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29 .
30 \/
31
Total
Max.
Min.
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