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December 27, L9B5

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
P 402 457 BL5

Mr. Don Ross, President
Soldier Creek Coal Company
P0 Box I
Price, Utah 84501

Dear  Mr .  Ross :

Pr sed Assessment for State Violation No. N85-4-15-1
older /18. Carbon Count

The undersigned has been appointed by the Board of 0i1' Gas and
Mining as the Assessment 0fficer for assessing penalties under
uMc/st4c 845. 1t-845. L7 .

Enclosed is the proposed civil penalty assessment for the above
referenced viol-ation. This violation was issued by Division
Inspeetor Dave Lof on May 2, L985. RuIe UMC/SMC 845.2 et seq. has
been uti l ized to formulate the proposed penalty. By these ru1es,
any written information submitted by you or your agent within 15
days of receipt of this notice of vioLation has been considered in
determining the facts sumounding the violation and the amount of
penalty.

Within fifteen (15) days after receipt of this proposed
assessment, you or your agent may fi le a written request for an
assessment conference to review the proposed penalty. (Address a
request. for a conference to Ms. Jan Brown at the above address.) If
no timely request is made, all pertinent data wil l be reviewed and
the penalty wil l be reassessed, if necessary, for a finalized
assessment. Facts will then be considered which were not available
on the date of the proposed assessment due to the length of the
abatement period. Thi-s assessment does not constitute a request for
payment.

Sincerely,
n ' /

n4/rz f,'a,-<--
Mike Earl
Assessment Officer

jmc
Enclosure
cc :  D.  Gr i f f in
73r4Q

L. <-"

Normon H. Bongerter, Governor
Dee C. Honsen, Executive Direcior

Dionne R.  Nie lson,  Ph.D. .  Div is ion Director

-V_/ .

on equol opportunity employer
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PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS PREVIOUS VIOLATICNS EFF.DATE PTS
N8l-5-11-L 2/16/85 I
NffiT- Zms--T-

\{ORKSHEET FOR ASSESSI,€NT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION 0F OIL, GAS Ai.tD i'tINIl.,lG

COI'FANY/MINE Soldier Creek/Soldier Cnvn Nov 1t NB5-4-I5-1

PERMIT # ACT/OO7ICIB VIOLATION IOF

I. HISTORY I4AX 25 PTS

No pending notices shall be counted
TOTAL HISTORY PCINTS

II. SE,RIOUSNESS (qither A or B)

A. Event Violations |4AX 45 PTS

I. What is the event which the violated standard was desioned
prevent? Environmental Harm

what is the probabil ity of the occurrence of the event which a
violated standard was designed to prevent?

A. Are there_previous violations which are not pending or vacated,
which fatl within I year of todayrs date?

ASSESS}.IENT DATE L2/2/}/85 EFFICTIVE ONE YEAR DATE L2/25/84

r  pornc ror  eacn past  v io la t ion,  up to  one year
5 points  for  each past  v io la t ion in  a C0,  ub to one year

2

NtoEi For assigrnent of points in parts rr and rrr, the forlowirg
ryries. Based on the facts srpplied by the inspecisr, th€ nssessnsrt
officer wilr flgtgqrrire within which category the violatim farls.gegiming at the_mi#point of the categoryr-the A0 wiLL a.tjust the points
qp or dort, utitizing the inspectorrs and operatorts statelnents as guidir€
dm,rEfits.

rs this an Event (A) or r{indrance (B) violation? Event

! ^

L U

2.

PROBABILITY
None
Insignificant
Unlikely
LikeIy
0ccurred

KHi\bL-

0
I-4
5-9

10-14
L5-20

MID-POINT

2
7

12
L7

ASSIGI{ PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POIIJTS 5

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS Assessed as un1ife]V baseg=on 1
statement that i t worrld reqqi4q a

.
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7- lr lould or did the damage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit area? =L"=.

f(ANLic- MID-PgINT
i t l i thin Exp/Permit Area O-7* 4
Outside.Exp/Permit Area &Z5x 16"rn assigning points,  consider the durat icn and extent of
said damage ol  impact,  in terms of  area and impact on thepublic or environment.

ASSIGN DAI4AGE POINTS

PROVIDE AN
robabil i t

B. Hindrance Violations i'lAX 25 PTS

1. rs this a potential or actual hinorance to enforcement?

RANGE MID-POINT

EXPLANATTON 0F POTNTS rnspector indicates that there is a low
of the pond faif ing i

Potential hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on Ure extent
violaticn.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

L-Tz
L3-25

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A or B)

I"IAX 30 PTS

7
t9

to which enforcement is hlndered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

III.  NEGLIGINCE

A. was this an inadvertent violalion which was unavoidabre by theexercise of reasonable care? rF s0 - N0 NEGLTGENOE i 
'

0R Was this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence ofa violation due to indifference, lack of dil igen"", o" lack ofreasonable care, or the failure to abate any i iolafion oue to thesame? iF SO - NEGLIGENCE;
0R was this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or
intentional conduct? rF s0 - GREATER DEGREE 0F FAULr"fHnru
NEGLIGENCE.

No Negligence 0
Negligence 1-15
Greater Degree of Fault L6-7O

I4ID-POII{T
B

23

STATE DEGREE 0F NEGLIGENCE Negliqence---TSSIN. 
I.ffiLIGENcE POINTS 4

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION
have been awale of the

ntr

i n a
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IV.  GOOD FAITH r ' lAX -20 PTS.  (e i ther  A or  B)

A' Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the viol-ated stanCard wlthin the permit area? IF S0-[ASY ABATiMENT
Easy Abatement Situation

Immediate Compliance -11 to -20*
_(h,rmediately f ol lowing the issuance of the NOV)
Rapid Comoliance I to -10*v v r ' r P f + q r  r e e  - I  L U  - l u

(Permittee used di l igence to abate the violation)
i'Jormal Compliance

required)

abatenent

(Operator complied within the abatement period
*Assign 

in.r4per or louer half of rarge depending on
acurring in lst or 2nd half of aoatwrt isiod.

B. Did ihe permittee not have the resources at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
!_rl!_r_ to_ptrysical activity to achi-eve compriance? rF s0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUAiION

Diff icult Abatement Situaticn
Rapid Compliancelapid Compliance -11_ to -20*
(Permittee used di l igence to abate the vloration)
Normal- Comoliance

r abate the
-1 to -10*

(Operator^eomplied within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the l imi ts of  the NOV or the v iorated standard,  or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

EASY 0R DrFFrcuLT ABATEMENT? Difficult ASSTGN c00DFAITH POINTS

PROVrDE AN EXPLANATT0N 0F p0rNTs At the time of assessment, this NOV hadt been terminated. plans q U

V. ASSESSMENT SUMMARY FOR NB5-4-15-1

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS PO]NTS

III.  TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

2--T--
___T_
--T-

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE $uo

ASSESSMEI.JT DATE T2/24/85 ASSESSI,IENT OFFICER Mike EarL

7313Q

PROPOSED ASSESSMENT FINAL ASSESSMENI




