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Scott M. Matheson. Governor

Temple A. Reynolds. Executive Director
Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D., Division Director

4241 State Office Building· Salt Lake City. UT 84114·801-533-5771

March 2, 1984

P 492 430 063
CERTIFIED RETl.JRN RECEU'T REQ]ESIED

Mr. Trevor Whiteside
Valley Camp of Utah
Scofield Route
Helper, Utah 84526

RE: Proposed Assessment for State
Violation No. N84-7-2-l0
Acr!OO7!OOl, Folder 1/8
Carbon County, Utah

Dear Mr. Whiteside:

The undersigned has been appointed by the Board of Oil, Cas and Mining as
the Assessment Officer for assessing penalties under UfC!SMC 845.11-845.17.

Ehclosed is the proposed civil penalty assessment for the above referenced
violation. This violation was issued by -Division Inspector Ken Wyatt on
February 2, 1984. Rule UfC!SMC 845.2 et seq. has been utilized to formulate
the proposed penalty. By these rules, any written infonnation, which was
submitted by you or your agent within 15 days of receipt of this Notice of
Violation, has been considered in determining the facts surrounding the
violation and the amount of penalty.

Within fifteen (15) days after receipt of this proposed assessment, you
or your agent may file a written request for an assessment conference to
review the proposed penalty. (hldress a request for a conference to Mr. Lorin
Nielson, Assessment Officer, at the above address.) If no timely request is
made, all pertinent data will be reviewed and the penalty will be reassessed,
if necessary, for a finalized assessment. Facts will be considered for the
final assessment which were not available on the date of the proposed
assessment, due to the length of the abatement period.

'¥,AW!re

Ehclosure

cc: J. Merriman, OSM Albuquerque Field Office
en equal opporturllty employer· piease recycle paper
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WORKSHEET FOR P5SESSMENT OF PENALTIES
lJI'.A.H DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

mMPANY/MlNE Valley Camp/Belina

PERMIT 1/ Acr/007/00l

I. HISIDRY MAX 25 PTS

NOV 1/ N84-7-2-l0

VIOLATION _1..___ OF __1..;...0_

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

ASSESSMENT DATE 3-1-84 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 3-2-84

PREVIOUS VIOlATIONS
N83-l-l-l
N83-7=4-1
N83-7-5-l
N83-7-6-1

EFF.DATE
8-15-83
8-15-83
8-15-83
1-16-84

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS

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 HISIDRY POINTS 4
II. SERIOUSNESS (either A or B)

WI'E: For assignment of points in Parts II and III, the following applies.
Based on the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assessment Officer will
determine within which category the violation falls. Beginning at the
mid-point of the category, the NJ will adjust the points up or down, utilizing
the inspector's and operator's statements as guiding docunents.

EventIs this an went (A) or Hindrance (B) violation?
--~~---

A. went Violations MAX 45 PTS

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

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

IROBABILI1Y
None
Insignificant
Unlikely
likely
Q::curred

RANGE
o

1-4
5-9

10-14
15-20

MID-rornr

2
7

12
17

ASSIGN PROBABILI1Y OF OCClJRRENCE POINTS 15

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS On JlIDe 21, 1983, pond discharge exceeded
allowable discharge of 45 mg/l TSS by more than 3 times the level of allowable
at 157 /1. The dischar e rate of 400 m would have assured the water
reac 'ng t e stream e ow. Assessed at low end 0 occurred range.
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Would or did the damage or impact remain within the exploration
or permit area? fu

Within Exp/Permit Area
Outside Exp/Permit Area

~
8-25*

MID-FDIJ.'IT
4

16

*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 14

* relative to background levels and other NOV TSS levels.

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 P'IS

1. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?-----
~E MID-POrnT

1-12 7
13-25 19

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRM"CE FDnrrS -----

Ibtential hindrance
ktual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
violation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POrnTS ---------------------

III. t-."EGLlGENCE

'IUI'AL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A or B) 29

MAX 30 PI'S

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 - ffiEATER DErnEE OF FAULT !HAN NEGLIGEN.::E.

No "Negligence
Negligence
Greater Degree of Fault

o
1-15

16-30

MID-POINT
8

23

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE:...-......Ne~g.;::.ll::lO·g;z.;;e......n_ce.:.-_~=~=====~==--,....,...--
ASSIGN NEGLIGENCE POINTS 12-----

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINI'S Assessed as a failure to prevent the NOV due
to indifference or lack of care. erator should be well aware of allowable

om a se J..rent pon .



IV. GOOD FAITH MAX -20 PTS. (either A or B)
Page 3 of 3

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the pennit area? IF SO
-EASY ABATEMENT

Easy Abatement Situation
Imnediate Compliance -11 to -20*
(1lIJrediately 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)

*Assign in upper or lower half of range depending on abatement
occurring in 1st or 2nd half of abatement period.

B. 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 - DIFFIaJLT
ABATEMENT SITIJATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Permittee used diligence to abate t~ 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 OOV or the violated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

*Assign in upper or lower half of range depending on abatement
occurring in 1st or 2nd half of abatement period.

oASSIGN GOOD FAITH POINTS
-~--

EASY OR DIFFIaJLT ABATEMENT? ------
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS Abatement time allowed was ''None'' Good Faith
is thus not applicable.

ASSESSMENT DATE _..;:..3_-1_-_-84"--_

V. ASSESSMENT SU1MAR.Y FUR Belina N84-7-2-10 III

I. 'IUI'AL HIS10RY POINTS' 4
II. 'IUI'AL SERIOUSNESS POINTS 29

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS 12
IV. mTAL GOOD FAITI! POINTS 0

mTAL ASSESSED POINTS 45

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE $ 800

. ) (v.'~ ,~( :. '\-~ .~, ,.~ ~ (, I l
r ~ \ ..........---

I .

ASSESSMENT OFFICER Mary Ann Wridht

x INITIAL ASSESSr1ENT FINAL ASSESSMENT
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WORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PmALTIES
urAR DIVISION OF OU, GAS P1ID MlliIN:;

10

COMPANY/MINE Valley Camp/Belina

PERMIT # ACT/007/00l

I. HISTORY MAX 25 PIS

NOV # N84-7-2-l0

VIOLATIOO 2 OF--- ----

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

ASSESSMENT DATE 3-1-84 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 3-2-84

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
N83-l-l-l
N83-7=4-1
N83-7-S-1
N83-7-6-l

EFF.DATE
8-15-83
8-15=83
8-15-83
1-16-84

PIS
1

--r
-r
-1-

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS

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

'IDTAL HISTORY POINTS 4
II. SERIOUSNESS (either A or B)

NJl'E: For assigrment of points in Parts II and III, the following applies.
Based on the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assessment Officer will
determine within which category the violation falls. Beginning at the
mid-point of the category, the. NJ will adjust the points up or down, utilizing
the inspector I S and operator IS statanents as guiding docunents.

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation? -...;~:;:;.;...;:e..;;.:n.;:..t _

A. Event Violations MAX 45 PTS

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

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

ffiOBABILITY
fune
Insignificant
thlikely
Likely
Q::curred

RANGE
o

1-4
5-9

10-14
15-20

MID-POrnT

2
7

12
17

ASSIGN ffiOBABILITY OF OCaJRRENCE POINTS 4-----
ond dischar e exceeded

roximate
Probability



MID-POINT
4

16

RANGE
0-7*
8-25*

Page 2 of 3
Would or did the damage or impact remain within the exploration
or permit area? _....;No;",.,;;,..__

Within EXp/Permit Area
Outside Exp /Permit Area

3.

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

.ASSIGN DAMAGE pomrs 8

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PIS

1. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?-----
MID-POINT

Potential hindrance 1-12 7
Actual hindrance 13-25 19

.Assign points based on the extent to which enforcement is hindered by the
violation. .ASSIGN HINDRANCE mINTS -----
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POnm; --------------------

III. NEGLIGENCE

'lUI'AL SERIOUSNESS pomrs (A or B) 12

MAX 30 PIS

A. Was this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF SO - NO t-l'EGLIGENCE;
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 NEGLIGEN:::E.

No Negligence
Negligence
Greater Degree of Fault

o
1-15

16-30

MID-POINT
8

23

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE__Ne---Wg_h......·.g~e_n_ce__...-;:;:;;-:;:;:~=:;:;:_:;:==:__===--__;o;_--
ASSIGN NEGLIGENCE POINTS 2-----



IV. axm FAITH MAX -20 P'IS. (either A or B)
Page 3 of 3

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 Ccmpliance -11 to -20*
(Irmnediately following the issuance of the roV)
Rapid Ccmpliance -1 to -10*
(Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance 0
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)

*Assign in upper or lmwer half of range depending on abatement
occurring in 1st or 2nd half of abatement period.

B. 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 SI'TIJATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Permittee used diligence to abate t~ violation)
Nonnal 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 mv or the violated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

oASSIGN GOOD FAITIl POINTS ----EASY OR DIFFIaJLT ABATEMENT? ------
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF mINTS Abatement time was ''None' I • Good Faith is
not applicable.

v. ASSESSMENT SUMMARY FOR N84-7-2-l0 112

I. 'lUI'AL HIS10RY POINTS 4
II. 'IOTAL SERIOUSNESS mmrs 12

III. TOI'AL m:GLlGENCE POINTS 2
IV. 'IOTAL GOOD FAI'TII POrnTS a

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS 18

TaI'AL ASSESSED FINE $ 180

'" ,.h,-~ I ( ''1 I~-- - fJ-- I V~I-i ,\'\.\,'--"-. - '\''"

~SESSMENT DATE _~3-....;;:1:.--84~_

'. \
\ .

ASSE:;SMENT OFFICER ,. Mary Ann Wright

x INITIAL ASSESSMENT FINAL ASSESSMENT
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WORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

10VIOLATION 3 OF
--~-

NOV # N84-7-2-l0COMPANY/MINE Valley Camp/Belina

PERMIT # ACT/007/00l

I. HIS10RY MAX 25 PIS

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

ASSESSMENT DATE 3-1-84 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 3-2-84

PRE.VIOUS VIOLATIONS
N83-l-l-l
N 83-7=4-1
N83-7-5-1
N83-7-6-l

EFF.DATE
8-15-83
8-15-83
8-15-83
1-16-84

PI'S
1

-r
--r
-1-

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE Pl'S

1 point for each past violation, up to one year
5 points for each past violation in a 00, up to one year
No pending notices shall be cotmted

1UI'AL HISTORY POINTS 4
II. SElUOOSNESS (either A or B)

WI'E: For assignment of points in Parts II and III, the following applies.
Based on the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assessment Officer will
determine within which category the violation falls. Beginning at the
mid-point of the category, the NJ will adjust the points up or down, utilizing
the inspector I s and operator's statements as guiding docunents.

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation? _..:Ev:..:.:::en:.:,t::....- _

A. Event Violations MAX 45 P1S

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

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

FROBABILIlY
!'bne
Insignificant
llilikely
Likel. Y
CX:curred

RANGE
o

1-4
5-9

10-14
15-20

MID-POINT

2
7

12
17

ASSIGN PROBABTI..IlY OF OCOJRRENCE POINTS 5



Page 2 of 3
3. Would or did the damage or impact remain within the exploration

or permit area7 i'b

Within Exp/Permit Area
Outside Exp/Permit Area

~
8-25*

MID-POINT
4

16

*rn 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 __.....;9:.....-__

PROVIDE.AN EXPLANATION OF POINIS With a relatively low 'ISS level damage
oints are assessed downward. Duration of· act unknown. Disc~r e rates as

s ~.;r·7iwere copious enough to reac downstream.

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PIS

1. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement 7 _

MID-POINT

Potential hindrance 1-12 7
Actual hindrance 13-25 19

Assign points based on the extent to which enforcement is hindered by the
violation. ASSIGN HINJ."EANCE POINTS
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS ----

III. NEGLIGENCE

10TAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A or B) 14

MAX 30 PIS

A. Was this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF SO - NO },,1EGLlGENCE;
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 DEffiEE OF FAULT 1HAN NEGLIGEOCE.

i'b Negligence
Negligence
Greater Degree of Fault

o
1-15

16-30

MID-ronrr
8

23

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE- Neg::...;.:::J;;z.:::l..::::Jig;;z.:e:.:.n:.:.c.::...e........-;:=~~;::;;:_";==::__===--~--
ASSIGN NEGLIGENCE POINTS _----:3~_



IV. GCX)D FAITII MAX -20 PTS. (either A or B)
Page 3 of 3

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
Imnediate Compliance -11 to -20*
(Immediately following the issuance of the NOV)
Rapid Compliance -1 to -10*
(Pennittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Nonnal Compliance 0
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)

*Assign in upper or lower half of range depending on abatement
occurring in 1st or 2nd half of abatement period.

B. 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 - DIFFIaJLT
ABATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Pennittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance -1 to -10*
(Operator complied within the abatement pericx;1 required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Pennittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within the
limits of the K>V or the violated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

oASSIGN QXm FAITII POINI'S -_:.....--EasyEASY OR DIFFlaJLT ABATIl1ENT?
--~---

PROVIDE .AN EXPLANATION OF FOlNI'S Abatement time allowed was ''None' I Good Faith
is thus not applicable.

V. ASSESSMENT SUMMARY FOR N 84-7--2-10 113

I. TOTAL HIS1DRY POIN1S
II. 'IUl'AL SERIOUSNESS FOrnrs

III. 'IUl'AL NEGLIGEN:E POIN'IS
IV. 'IUl'AL GOOD FAI'lli FOINI'S

4
14
3
o

3-1--84ASSESSMENT DATE ------

'IDTAL ASSESSED POIN'IS 21

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE . $, 220\ U. /h / -'L·· ,/
- ! !,'-tv k i \, ~"'-: / 1'-'--1\ I

ze 1
\ i

ASSESSMENT OFFICER M9.ry Ann W{-ight

x INITIAL ASSESSMENT FINAL ASSESSMENT
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WORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISICN OF OIL, GAS AND MlN]N;

10OF
-.-;;;..;~-

VIOLATION 4

NOV # N84-7-2-l0<n1PANY/MlliE Valley Camp/Belina

PERMIT # ACT/D07/00l

I. HISTORY MAX 25 PIS

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

ASSESSMENT DATE 3-1-84 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 3-2-84

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
N83-l-l-l
N 83-7=4-1
N83-7-5-1
N83-7-6-1

EFF.DATE
8-15-83
8-15=83
8-15-83
1-16-84

PREVIOUS VIOlATIONS EFF.DATE PI'S

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

IDrAL HISTORY POIN'IS 4
II. SERIOUSNEES (either A or B)

mrE: For assignment of points in Parts II and III, the following applies.
Based on the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assessment Officer will
determine within which category the violation falls. Beginning at the
mid-point of the category, the .AD will adjust the points up or down, utilizing
the inspector's and operator's statements as guiding documents.

Is this an E.\Tent (A) or Hindrance (B) violation? __~Eve...;..;;;..;n~t~__

A. E.\Tent Violations MAX 45 PTS

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

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

FROBABTI.ITY
None
Insignificant
Unlikely
Likely
O:curred

RANGE
o

1-4
5-9

10-14
15-20

MID-POINT

2
7

12
17

ASSIGN PROBABTI.ITY OF OCaJRRENCE POnITS 7



3.
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Would or did the damage or impact remain within the exploration
or permit area? N 0

Within Exp/Permit Area
Outside Exp/Permit Area

~
8-25*

MID-POlNI'
4

16

*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 14

PROVIDE AN EXPI...ANATION OF POIN'IS With a relatively low 'ISS level, damage
oints are assessed downward. Duration and extent of· act uI1kIlown. Dama e

is assessed slightly down om e midpoint.

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PI'S

1. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement? _

RANGE MID-POllIT

Potential hindrance 1-12 7
Actual hindrance 13-25 19

Assign points based on the extent to which enforcement is hindered by the
violation. ASSIGN HINffiANCE mINTS
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POIN'IS ----

III. NEGLIGEOCE

'IOTAL SERIOUSNESS mINTS (A or B) 21

MAX 30 PIS

A. Was this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF SO - NO NEGLlGEN:E;
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 \vas this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or intentional
conduct? IF SO - GREATER DErnEE OF FAULT THAN NEGLIGEOCE.

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

MID-POrnT
8

23

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGEN:E_Neg.....:...r..l'-l.....igol-e_n..;..c...;..e__--===-:====--===-__-;::--__
ASSIGN NEGLIGENCE FOrms 5-----

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POIN1S Lack of diligence in control of discharge
TSS levels is assessed. On site monitoring should have alerted the operator.



IV. cum FAITIl MAX -20 P'IS. (either A or B)
Page 3 of 3

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
Inmediate Compliance -11 to -20*
(Imnediately 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)

*Assign in upper or Imler half of range depending on abatement
occurring in 1st or 2nd half of abatement period.

B. 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 SI'IUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Permittee used diligence to abate th* 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)

EASY OR DIFFlaJLT ABATEMENT? ------ A')SIGN <:roD FAITH POIN'IS _,..;;,0__

FROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINIS Abatement time allowed was ''None' I Good Faith
is thus not applicable.

V. ASSESSMENT SUMMARY Fffi N 84-7-2-10 114

3-1--84

I. 'IUl'AL HISIDRY POINrS
II. 'IDTAL SERIOUSNESS POINIS

III. 'IDTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. 'IDTAL GOOD FAIlli POThlS

A')SESSMENT DATE ------

4
21
5
o

'IDTAL A')SESSED POINTS 30

x INITIAL ASSESSNENT FINAL ASSESSHENI'
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WORKSHEET FOR M3SESSl-fl'i"'T OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

10

COMPANY/MINE Valley Camp/Belina

PERMIT II Acr/OO7/00l

I. HISTORY MAX 25 PIS

NOV # N84-7-2-l0

VIOIATION 5 OF ----

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

ASSESSMENT DATE 3-1-84 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 3-2-84

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
N83-l-l-l
N 83-7-4-1
N83-7-S-1
N83-7-6-l

EFF.DATE
8-15-83
8-15-83
8-15-83
1-16-84

PTS
1

-1-
-1-
-1-

PREVIOUS VIOIATIONS EFF.DATE PI'S

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 4

II. SERIOUSNESS (either A or B)

N1l'E: For assignment of points in Parts II and III, the following applies.
Based on the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assessment Officer will
determine within which category the violation falls. Begimrlng at the
mid-point of the category, the NJ wi!). adjust the points up or down, utilizing
the inspector's and operator's statements as guiding dOCllDeI'lts.

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation? _--..;;;~;;.:...;;:..en..:..t:.-- _

A. Event Violations MAX 45 PTS

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

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

PROBABILITI
tbne
Insignificant
Unlikely
Likely
CX:curred

RANGE
o

1-4
5-9

10-14
15-20

MID-POINT

2
7

12
17

average, t

ASSIGN PROBABILITI OF OCClJRREN::E POrnTS __6 __



3.
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Would or did the damage or impact remain within the exploration
or permit area? No

Within Exp/Permit Area
Outside Fxp/Permit Area

~¥
8-25*

MID-POINT
4

16

*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 FOINIS 9

mOVIDE.AN EXPLANATION OF POIN'IS Damage is asessed down from ~oint for
relatively low TSS and discharge rates. Duration of event is own.

B. P..i.ndrance Violations MAX 25 PIS

1. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?-----
RANGE MID-POINT

Pbtential hindrance 1-12 7
Actual hindrance 13-25 19

Assign points based on the extent to which enforcement is hindered by the
violation. ASSIGN HINDRANCE mINTS
PROVIDE .AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS ----

III. NEGLIGENCE

'IUI'AL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A or B) 15

MAX 30 PIS

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 '.Jas this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or intentional
conduct? IF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAlJLT '!BAN NEGLIGENCE.

No Negligence
Negligence
Greater Degree of Fault

o
1-15

l6.a30

HID-mINT
8

23

4ASSIGN NEGLIGENCE mINTS -----
NegligenceSTATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE

--~~~;;"""';~--:-==~=;-;::==-===,.------,--

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POIN'IS A lack of diligence is assessed for not
controlling TSS levels of discharge.



IV. GOOD FAITH MAX -20 PIS. (either A or B)
Page 3 of 3

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the permit area? IF SO
-FASY.ABATE11ENT

Easy Abatement Situation
Imnediate 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)

*.Assign in upper or lmer half of range deperxiing on abatement
occurring in 1st or 2nd half of abatement period.

13. 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 - DIFFIQJLT
ABA'I'EMENT SI1UATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Permittee used diligence to abate t~ 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 mVor the violated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

oFASY OR DIFFIOJLT ABATEMENI'? ------ ASSIGN anD FAITII POINTS ----
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS Abatement time allowed was ''None' I Good Faith
is thus not applicable.

V. ASSESSMENT SUMMARY FOR N84-7-2-l0 lIs

I. TarAL HISIDRY POINTS 4
II. mTAL SERIOUSNESS mINTS 15

III. 'IUI'AL NEGLlGEOCE POINTS 4
IV. 'IUI'AL GOOD FAITH POINTS 0

ASSESSMENT DATE ,---~3.....;-1~-....;.-84__

'IUI'AL ASSESSED POINTS 23

TOTAL ASSESSED F1NE $ 260

II i "t IL', /! 1"'-- Cl )'-) (\" " 1'- --c \ [
'I i )

ASSESSMENT OFFICER ' Mary Ann ·Wright

x INITIAL ASSESSMll<"T FINAL ASSESSMENT



Page 1 of 3

WORKSHEET FUR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF Oli, GAS AND MINING

NOV # N84-7-2-l0

10OF _--:..._-VIOIATION 6

aMPANY/MINE Valley Camp/Belina

PERMIT II ACf/OO7/ool

I. HISTORY HAX 25 PTS

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

ASSESSMENT DAlE 3-1-84 EFFECfIVE ONE YEAR DATE 3-2-84

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
N83-l-l-l
003-7-4-1
N83-7-5-1
N83-7-6-l

EFF.DATE
8-15-83
8-15-83
8-15-83
1-16-84

PREVIOOS VIOIATIONS EFF.DATE

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

TOTAL HISTORY POIN'IS 4
II. SERIOUSNESS (either A or B)

IDTE: For assignment of points in Parts II and III, the following applies.
Based on the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assessment Officer will
determine within which category the violation falls. Beginning at the
mid-point of the category, the AD 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? _...;;w:..:..;::.en:::,t=-- _

A. Event Violations HAX 45 PTS

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

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

PROBABliITY
fune
Insignificant
Unlikely
Likely
CX:curred

RANGE
o

1-4
5-9

10-14
15-20

HID-POINT

2
7

12
17

ASSIGN ffiOBABliITI OF OCCURRENCE !DINTS 11

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINIS Average pond discharge level of TSS for May,
1983, was 86 mg/l. Discharge amounts for reported time was in the range of 360
gpm. The probability is assessed at the lower end of likely to have occurred.



Page 2 of 3
3. Would or did the damage or impact remain within the exploration

or permit area? No

Within Exp/Permit Area
Outside Exp/Permit Area

RAN~
0-7
8-25*

MID-POINT
4

16

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

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS 14

duration of the event is unknown.
stream. The extent of damage is assessed down from the mid-point. The

:PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POIN'IS Per inspector statement, the large volume
of sedimented waters left the permit area and flowed toward a perermial

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PI'S

1. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?-----
RANGE MID-POrnT

Potential hindrance 1-12 7
.Actual hindrance 13-25 19

Assign points based on the extent to which enforcement is hindered by the .
violation. ASSIGN HINrnANCE POINTS
:PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POTh"IS ----

III. NEGLIGENCE

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. DFffiEE OF FAULT 'IRAN NEGLIGENCE.

No Negligence
Negligence
Greater Degree of Fault

o
1-15

16-30

MID-POINT
8

23

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE._~Ne=g.:::.h::J;·:g2.:e::..:.:n;.::,ce::::-_....-;::;:=;:;::-;:~='Tr"'T=~~~;;:;v; __'I""l'>__

ASSIGN J\l£GLIGENCE mINTS 12-----
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS A lack of diligence is asssessed in not
controlling 'ISS levels of discharge. Previous data should have alerted the
operator.



IV. GOOD FArlli MAX -20 m. (either A or B)
Page 3 of 3

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the permit area? IF SO
-EASY ABATEMF.m'

Easy Pbatement Situation
Imnediate 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
(~erator complied within the abatement period required)

*Assign in upper or l~r half of range depeOOing on abatement
occurring in 1st or 2nd half of abatement period.

B. 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 SITUATION

oEASY OR DIFFICULT ABATEMENT? ------ ASSIGN GOOD FArm POrnTS ----
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINIS Abatement time allowed was "None" Good Faith
is thus not applicable.

V. ASSESSMENT SU'MARY FOR Be1ina N84-7-2-l0 116

I. TOTAL HISIDRY POIN'IS 4
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS 25

III. TaI'AL NEGLIGENCE POIN1S 12
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITI-I POINI'S 0

IDrAL ASSESSED POINTS 41

~~ASS~SED F~, r/: _640
f ,"- ov jl-L l··, \. l- - t \<A-(. "-

ASSESSMENT OFFICER Mary Ann Wright3-1--84ASSESSHENT DATE ------
x INITIAL ASSESSMENT Fnw.. ASSESSMENT



Page 1 of 3

WORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PE!'1ALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND tlINING

10

CXl1PANY/MINE Valley Camp/l3elina

PERMIT # ACT/007/00l

I. HISTORY HAX 25 PIS

NOV # N84-7-2-l0

VIOIATION 7 OF--- ----

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

ASSESSMENT DATE 3-1-84 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 3-2-84

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
N83-l-l-l
N 83-7-4-1
N83-7-5-1
003-7-6-1

EFF.DATE
8-15-83
8-15-83
8-15-83
1-16-84

PI'S
1

-1-

--r
-1-

PREVIOUS VIOLATIOOS EFF.DATE ITS

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 POrnTS 4

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

PROBABILITI
fune
Insignificant
Unlikely
Likely
CCcurred

RAN;E
o

1-4
5-9

10-14
15-20

MID-POINT

2
7

12
17

ASSIGN ffiOBABILITY OF OCClJRRENCE POINTS 10

carriage of sediment downstream to perennial stream. Probability is assessed
as likely.

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINIS Avera e ond discha e level of 1'8S for June
1, 1983 was 72.4 rng/l. Discharge amounts in the - 00 gprn range assure



MID-POllrr
4

16

RANGE
0-7*
8-25*

Page 2 of 3
Would or did the damage or impact remain within the exploration
or permit area? No-----
Within Exp /Permit Area
Outside Exp/Permit Area

3.

*rn 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 POmTS 14

of sedimented waters left the
stream. Durat~on 0 event is

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PI'S

1. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?-----
RANGE MID-mINT

Potential hindrance 1-12 7
Actual hindrance 13-25 19

Assign points based on the extent to which enforcement is hindered by the
violation. ASSIGN HINIRANCE FDINI'S -----
!ROVInE .AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS ---------------------

III. NFIiLlGENCE

TOTAL SERIOOSNESS mrnrs (A or B) 24

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 TlMN NEGLIGENCE.

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

MID-POINT
8

23

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLlGENCE__Neg.....:..lOl"-l--lig"'-e_n_c_e_---,~=~=~==~==--__.,.,...
ASSIGN NEGLIGENCE mINTS __~1..:...0__

!ROVillE AN EXPLANATION OF mINIS A lack of diligence is assessed for not
controlling 18S levels of discharge. Previous data should have alerted the
operator.



IV. GOOD FAITH MAX -20 PTS. (either A or B)
Page 3 of 3

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)

*Assign in upper or l~r half of range depending on abatement
occurring in 1st or 2nd half of abatement period.

B. 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 - DIFFIaJLT
ABATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Permittee used diligence to abate t~ 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)

oASSIGN GOOD FAITH POINTS ---.;--EasyEASY OR DIFFIQJLT ABATEMENT?
--~---

FROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS Abaterent time was ''None''. Good Faith is
not applicable.

V. ASSESSMENT SU1MARY FOR N84-7-2-l0 117

I. 'IUI'AL HIS10RY POlli1S
II. 'IOTAL SERIOUSNESS FaINTS

III. 'IUI'AL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. 'IOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

4
24
10
o

IDI'AL ASSESSED POINfS 38

TOT.(U. ASSESSED ~rnE $ , 560
"'" / \ . J''/" . \ ( ,'''"----- f \ i \ _ (. • \. ,I

i, --v-I"-J. . C' \~ '\. '--- " :"--o>} \,
3-1-84ASSESSMENT DATE ------ ASSESSM:El-."T OFFICER Mary Ann Wright

x FINAL ASSESSMENT



Page 1 of 3

WORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND HINlliG

10OF
--~-

VIOlATION 8

NOV # N84-7-2-10Cll1PANY/MINE Valley Camp/Be1ina

PER}ITT # ACT/007/G01

I. HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

A. Are there previous viotations \vhich are not pending or vacated, which
fall within 1 year of today' s date?

ASSESSMENT DATE 3-1-84 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DAlE 3-2-84

PREVIOUS VIOIATIONS
N83-1-1-1
N 83-7=4-1
N83-7-S-1
N83-7-6-l

EFF.DATE
8-15-83
8-15-83
8-15-83
1-16-84

PI'S
1

-1-
-r
--r-

PREVIOUS VIOIATIONS EFF.DATE PI'S

1 poirit 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 HISIDRY POINTS 4
II. SERIOUSNESS (either A or B)

NJI'E: For assignment of points in Parts II and III, the following applies.
Based on the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assessment Officer will
determine within which category the violation falls. Begimdng at the
mid-point of the category, the AD will adjust the points up or down, utilizing
the inspector's and operator's statements as guiding documents.

EventIs this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation? -------
A. Event Violations HAX 45 PTS

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

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

PROBABILITY
N:me
Insignificant
Unlikely
Likely
Q::curred

RANGE
o

1-4
5-9

10-14
·15-20

MID-POINT

2
7

12
17

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCQJRRENCE mINTS 11

PROVIDE AN EXPlANATION OF POIN1S The average pond discharge level of TSS for
July, 1983 was 91 mg/l. Discharge rates were in the 300 gpm range.
Probability is assessed as likely.



Page 2 of 3
3. Would or did the damage or impact remain within the exploration

or permit area? No

Within Exp/Permit Area
Outside Exp/Permit Area

RANGE
0-7*
8-25*

MID-POINT
4

16

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

ASSIGN DAMAGE POThl'fS 14

stream. CUration of event is unknown.

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POlli'IS Per ins ctor I s statenEnt the lar e volumes
of sedimented waters left the permit area and owed toward a perennia

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 P1S

1. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement 7 _

MID-POINT

1-12 7
13-25 19

to which enforce:nent is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE FDmrs -----

Ibtential hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
violation.
mOVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINIS ---------------------

III. NEGLIGENCE

'IUI'AL SERIOUSNESS FDINIS (A or B) 25

MAX 30 PIS

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 \vas this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or intentional
conduct? IF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULT 1HAN NEGLIGEl\CE.

No Negligence
Negligence
Greater Degree of Fault

o
1-15

16-30

MID-POTh!
8

23

STAlE DEGREE OF NEGLlGENCE~__Ne,;,J;gL;.l;...i.IJ.ge..:...n;,.._c:....;;e___r==~="""""'=_=_'==::;__-___"...__
ASSIGN NEGLIGENCE fDINTS _----:1..:...2__

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS Lack of diligence is assesssed for not
controlling 1'8S levels of discharge. Previous data should have alerted the
operator.



IV. GOOD FAITH HAX -20 PIS. (either A or B)
Page 3 of 3

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the permit area? IF SO
- EASY ABATEl1ENT

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)

*Assign in upper or 1~ half of range depending on abatement
occurring in 1st or 2nd half of abatement period.

B. 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
ABA.TEMENT SITUATION

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)

oN;SIGN <roD FAITH POrnTS
-~--

EASY OR DIFFICULT ABATEMENT? ------
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS .Abatement time allowed was I 'None". Q)od Faith
is thus not applicable.

v. ASSESSMENT SUMMARY FOR N 84-7-2-10 118

I. TaTAL HISIDRY POINIS
II. 'lUI'AL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

III. 1UI'AL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. 1UI'AL GOOD FAITH POnITS

4
25
12
o

roTAL ASSESSED POINTS 41

roTAL ASSESSED FINE $ 640

/, ~ - II~--
/ ,"'C~ \'-1. , t" \- "- ~ !, I
- ~ 1- _, ,'-

\

ASSESSMENT OFFICER Mary Ann Wrlght3-1--84N;SESSMENT DATE ----'-----
x INITIAL ASSESSMENT FINAL ASSESSl'JENT



Page 1 of 3

\-lORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF Oll., GAS AND ML'ITNG

10OF --'---VIOLATION 9

NOV UN84-7-2-10CDMPANY/MINE Valley Camp/Belina

PERMIT U ACT/007/001

I. HIS'IORY MAX 25 PIS

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

ASSESSMENT DATE 3-1-84 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 3-2-84

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
N83-1-1-1
N 83-7-4-1
N83-7-5-1
N83-7-6-1

EFF.DATE
8-15-83
8-15-83
8-15-83
1-16-84

PI'S
1

-r
-r
-1-

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PIS

1 point for each past violation, up to one year
5 points for each past violation in a CO, up to one year
fu pending notices shall be counted

TOTAL HIS'IORY POINTS 4
II. SERIOUSNESS (either A or B)

N>TE: For assignment of points in Parts II and III, the following applies.
Based on the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assessment Officer will
determine within which category the violation falls. Beginning at the
mid-point of the category, the AD will adjust the points up or down, utilizing
the inspector's and operator I s statements as guiding documents.

EventIs this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation? -------
A. Event Violations MAX 45 PTS

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

2. \<1hat is the probability of the occurrence of the event which a
violated standard was designed to prevent?

ffiOBABll.ITI
fune
Insignificant
lhlikely
Likely
Occurred

RANGE
o

1-4
5-9

10-14
15-20

MID-POINT

2
7

12
17

ASSIGN PROBABll.ITI OF OCCURRENCE POnIT'S 1-----
ffiOVIDE AN EXPI.ANATION OF POINTS Average TSS discharge levels from the pond
for August, 1983 were 26 mg/1. Discharge 8IIlOlmts were in the 63-75°fange.
With this data, probablity was assessed as insignificant. \,1"



Page 2 of 3
3. Would or did the damage or impact remain within the exploration

or permit area? No

Within Exp/Permit Area
Outside Exp/Permit Area

RANGE
0-7*
8-25*

MID-POINT
4

16

*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 POThlS 9

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POTh"TS Damaye is asessed downward for the
relatively low level of TSS and for re atively low flows.

B. P.indrance Violations MAX 25 PTS

1. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?-----
RAJ£E MID-POINT

Potential hindrance 1-12 7
Actual hindrance 13-25 19

Assign points based on the extent to which enforcement is hindered by the
violation. ASSIGN HINIRANCE POTh'TS
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS ----

III. NEGLIGENCE

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A or B) 9

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 TIlAN NEGLIGEN:E.

No ~gligence

~gligence

Greater Degree of Fault

o
1-15

16-30

MID-mINT
8

23

1ASSIGN t-EJ...Irol:E mINTS -----
~gligenceSTATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGEr'CE

___....Ioo!----lo! ""'""=;:-;"""'==-====-===-__-....-__

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS Assessed downward for difficulty of control
of TSS are levels of 1 mg/l over the limit.



IV. GOOD FAITH MAX -20 PI'S. (either A or B)
Page 3 of 3

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the permit area? IF SO
-EASY ABATEME1·n'

Easy Abatement Situation
Imnediate Compliance -11 to -20*
(Immediately following the issuance 0t the NOV)
Rapid Compliance -1 to -10
(Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance 0
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)

*Assign in upper or 10TNer half of range depending on abatanent
occurring in 1st or 2nd half of abatement period.

B. 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 SI1UATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Permittee used diligence to abate th~ violation)
furmal Compliance -1 to -10
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)
Extended 0Jmpliance . 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)

EASY OR DIFFIClJLT ABATEMENT? ------ ASSIGN aX)D FArTIl POINTS _-.,;0__

mOVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS Abatement time allmved was ''None'' .Good Faith
is thus not applicable.

V. ASSESSMENT SUMr-1ARY FUR N 84-7-2-10 119

I. TOTAL HIS1DRY POINTS
II. 1DTAL SERIOUSNESS POINI'S

III. 1UI'AL NEGLIGENCE POINI'S
IV. 1DTAL GOOD FArm POINIS

4
9
1
o

1UI'AL ASSESSED POINTS 14

/ ,
1UI'AL ASSESSED FINE $ 140

If'-,
·-/1,, .

" X-.: , I,:'
I ,'.",i-h./ .. ,

ASSESSMENT DATE _-=-3_-l_-_-84~_

! , \
ASSESSMENT OFFICER Mary Ann Wright

x INITIAL ASSESSMENT FINAL ASSESSMENT



Page 1 of 3

WORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MlNn~G

10

CIMPANY/MINE Valley Camp/Be1ina

PERMIT # ACT/OO7/001

1. HISTORY MAX 25 PIS

NOV # N84-7-2-10

VIOLATION 10 OF ----

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

ASSESSHENT DATE 3-1-84 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 3-2-84

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
N83-1-1-1
N 83-7=4-1
N83-7-5-1
N83-7-6-1

EFF.DATE
8-15-83
8-15-83
8-15-83
1-16-84

PTS
1

-r
-r
-1-

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS

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

'roTAL HISIDRY POINTS 4

II. SERIOUSNESS (either A or B)

OOI'E: For assignment of points in Parts II and III, the following applies.
Based on the facts supplied by the inspector J the .Assessment Officer will
determine within which category the violation falls. Beginning at the
mid-point of the category J the AD will adjust the points up or down, utilizing
the inspector's and operator's statements as guiding docunents.

EventIs this an went (A) or Hindrance (B) violation?
---...;;;;,.;...;:..;,...:;..---

A. Event Violations MAX 45 PTS

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

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

FROBABILI1Y
None
Insignificant
Unlikely
likely
Occurred

RANGE
o

1-4
5-9

10-14
15-20

HID-ronIT

2
7

12
17

ASSIGN PROBABILITI OF OCaJRRENCE roINTS 5
-~---

The October , 1983 pond discharge had an
Discharge rates were in the 180 gpm range .

PROVIDE AN EXPlANATION OF POINIS
average TSS level of 37.8 mg/1.
.Assessed as unlikely.



3.
Page 2 of 3

Would or did the damage or impact remain within the exploration
or permit area? No

Within Exp/Permit Area
Outside Exp/Permit Area

RANGE
0-7*
8-25*

MID-POINT
4

16

*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 9

PROVIDE "..N EXPLANATION OF POIN'IS Assessed downward for relatively low TSS
levels and flow rates. Duration is unknown.

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PI'S

1. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?-----
RANGE MID-POINr

Potential hindrance 1-12 7
Actual hindrance 13-25 19

Assign points based on the extent to which enforcement is hindered by the
violation. ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POIN'IS ----

III. NEGLIGENCE

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A or B) 14

MAX 30 PI'S .
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 - ffiEATER DEGREE OF FAULT mAN NEGLIGENCE.

No Negligence
Negligence
Greater :Degree of Fault

o
1-15

16-30

HID-POINT
8

23

3ASSIGN NEGLIGENCE POlNTS -----
NegligenceSTATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE__---..:~-'iol..:.-_ ____,:_::::;,::=:::_::_==_====_===_--__.,...--

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POIN1S A lack of diligence is assessed for not
controlling TSS levels of discharge.



IV. GOOD FAITII HAX -20 PIS. (either A or B)
Page 3 of 3

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the pennit area? IF SO
- EASY ABATEMENT

Easy Abatement Situation
Irnmediate Compliance -11 to -20*
(Irrnrediately following the issuance of the NOV)
Rapid Compliance -1 to -10*
(Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance 0
(Cperator complied within the abatement period required)

*Assign in upper or lmwer half of range depending on abatanent
occurring in 1st or 2nd half of abatement period.

B. 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 SI'IUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance -1 to -10*
(Operator complied \vithin 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)

oASSIGN GOOD FAIlH POINTS ----EASY OR DIFFlaJLT ABATEMENT? ------
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF FOrms Abatement time allowed was ''None'', Good Faith
is thus not applicable.

V. ASSESSMENT SUMMARY FOR N 84-7-2-10 fl9

I. 'IUrAL HISTORY POIN'IS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS mINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL cnm FAI'IB mINTS

4
9
1
o

1DTAL ASSESSED POrnI'S 14

3-1--84

1DTAL ASSESSED FINE $ 140

.- /};~J-hL'h~>' "'i!,-,,-~/Lr-
.' \

Mary Ann WrightASSESSMENT OFFICER __.J..--__--::fO~ _ASSESSMENT DATE ------
x INITIAL ASSESS1-1ENT FmAL ASSESSMENT




