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4241 state Office Building' Salt Lake City, UT 84114 • 801-533-5771

July 27, 1984

Mr. Gordon Cook, 'Vice President
Price River Coal Company/Complex
P. O. Box 629
Helper, Utah 84526

Dear Mr. Cook:

RE: Corrected Assessment, N84-2-2-7, #1 of 7, Price River Coal
Co./Complex, ACT/007/004, Folder No. 8

Ina chance review of the assessments for the above noted
violations, I discovered that two numbers were added together that
should not have been, the Damage points and the negligence points.
Instead, the two categories which comprise seriousness points,
Probability of Occurrence Points and Damage Points, should be added
together.

The error is corrected on the enclosed assessment sheets. I
apologize for any inconvenience this may have caused.

s'1~cere~lY'I (

----// v\()J ,4'\,.",

Mary An Wight
Assessm Officer

HAW/jvb
Enclosure
cc: Lorin Nielson, DNa

Jodie Merriman, OSH, Denver
97000-8

an equal opportunity employer' please recycle paper
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\t.l.EKSHEET F<.R ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISICI'l OF OTI.., GAS AND mNING

CXl1PANY/MINE Price River Coal Co./CaDplex NJV "_N84_-_2_-_2-_7 _

PEEMIT II Acr/OO7/004 'VIOLATION _1_ OF_.....;7__

--'!'

I. HISTCRY MAX 25 YI'S

PI'S
1
1

EFF.DATE
5-2-84
5-z-84

mEVIOUS VIOIATIOOS
N83-2-l5-l
N83-Z-16-1

EFF•DATE PI'S
7-13-83 1
6-14-83 --z­
7-13--83 ,-­
pend¥i ~
pena~ ~

1 po:il'itfor eacn past ViOlatlOri, up to one year
5 points for each past violation in a (X), up to one year
No pending notices shall be counted

1Ul'.AL HISTCRY POINTS _--.;6~_

N84-2-S-1

N8z=4-17-z
N83=4-z-1

N84-2-6-z

II. SOOOOSNESS (either A or B)

R>TE: For assignment of points in Parts II and nI, the following applies.
Based en the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assessment Officer will
cleterm:lne witb:ln Wich category the violatim falls. Beginning at the
mid-point of the category, the NJ will adjust the points up or cb.m, utilizing
the inspector's and operator's statements as guiding documents.

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

A. E.\7ent Violations MAX 45 FrS

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?

PROBABTI..TIY .
None
Insignificant
Unlikely
Likely
Occurred

RAta
o

1-4
5-9

10-14
15-20

MID-POINT

2
7

12
17

ASSI~ PROBABTI..I1Y OF 0CCI.JRRmCE POrnTS _1_0 _



• • Corrected Copy .' .....
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Would or did the damage or impact remain within the exploration
or permit area? __No _

RAR::F. MID-POIm
Within Exp/Permit Area ·o,,:r 4
Outside Exp/Permit Area 8"'25* 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 POINI'S _.....;l=O~__

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PI'S
1. Is thiS a potent18l or actual hindrance to enforcement? _

MlD...POlNr

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 POINI'S
PROVIDE }lj EXPLANATlCN OF POINI'S ----

Ill.

'IOTAL SERIOOSNESS mINI'S (A or B) 20

MAX 30 PI'S

A. Was this an inadvertent violation which was unB\Toidab1e by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF SO - NJ NmLIGmCE;
CR Was this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of a
violatioo 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;
CR Was this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or intentional
conduct? IF SO - <m:ATER I>EXm:E OF FAULT THAN NEXiLIGENCE.

mJ>...POW
8

23

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

STATE DEmEE OF NF.IU.GENCE_Ne__gl-1ig.........en_ce ~~.....-r.;;~~=::-=~=::o-_"""t""I'I' __

ASSIGN NEGLIGENCE POINTS 12
-......;;.~--



• •
IV. G(X)D FArni

x

ASSESSMENI' DATE

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

Easy Abatement Situation
Imnediate CaDpliance ..11 to ..20*
(Imnediately following the issuance 0t the IDV)
Rapid Ca:opliance ..1 to ...10
(permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Canpliance 0
(Operator caoplied within the abatement period required)

*Assign :In upper or 1CNer 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
caopliance CR does the situation require the submission of plans
prior to physical activity to achieve compliance? IF SO .. DIFFIaJLT
ABATEMENI' SI'lUATICIi

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance ..11 to -20*
(permittee used diligence to abate ~ violation)
Normal CaDpliance ..1 to -10
(Operator ccmplied within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(permittee took minimal actions for abateuent to stay within the
limits of the R>V or the violated staIXiard, or the plan
subnitted for abatement was incauplete)

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

EASl CIt DIFFICULT ABATEMENI'1 Easy ASSIGN CXX>D FArm POINI'S -2

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATI~ OF POINTS Jirator'was~iven two weeks to abate NOV on
March 15, 1984. FiN was term:inat MarCh 13, 1~.

v. ASSESSMENT SlH4ARY FCR ------------
I. rorAL lUSTCE.Y POINI'S ' 6

II. rorAL SERIaJSNFSS POlNl'S 20
III. rorAL NmLlGENCE POINI'S 12
IV. rorAL OO)D F.AI'IH POINTS ..2

rorAL ASSESSED POINl'S 36

TOrAL ASSESSED FINE $520.00
/I~ 1;1, ry

May 25, 1984~~'$AriJ~#
PROPOSED ASSESSMENT ( ./ FINALASSESSMENI'

69760




