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[k ' l - STATE OF UTAH \ Scott M. Matheson, Governor
vy NATURAL RESOURCES & ENERGY Temple A. Reynolds, Executive Director

Oil, Gas & Mining Cleon B. Feight, Division Director
4241 State Office Building « Salt Lake City, UT 84114 - 801-533-5771

March 18, 1982

H#23728/

REGISTERED - RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. David Chenoweth
Beaver Creek Coal Company
P.0. Box AU

Price, Utah 84501

RE: Finalized Assessment for
State Violation No. N82-1-2-2

Dear Mr, Chenoweth:

The civil penalty from the violation, No. N81-1-2-2, has been finalized
in the amount shown on the attached assessment conference report. The
assessment is finalized as a result of the meeting, discussion, or letter
described on the reassessment form.

The civil penalty for this notice of violation is due and payable
to the Division within 30 days of your receipt of this letter. Appeal
of this violation to the Board of 0il, Gas and Mining may be done by contacting
the Secretary to the Board at the above address and arranging for a hearing.

Thank you for your cooperation.
Sincerely,

Londid 1) G turc

RONALD W. DANIELS
ACTING ASSESSMENT OFFICER

RWD/te

cc: Assessment Officer
Field Supervisor

Enclosures

Board/Charles R. Henderson, Chairman « John L. Bell - E. Steele Mcintyre « Edward T. Beck
Robert R. Norrman « Margaret R. Bird » Hemrm Qlsen

On eGuUd JPROMUNTY 8 M5 Tve” « DIeCIse fecylie oorar
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ASSESSMENT CONFERENCE REPORT
. Utah Division of 0il, Gas & Mining
1588 West North Temple
Salt Lake City, Utah

NOV/CO No.  N82-1-2-2

Location of Conference: Salt Lake City, Utah

Date of Conference: March 12, 1982

Company Name/Mine Name: Beaver Creek Coal Co./C.V. Spur - ACT/007/022

Persons in Attendance - Title
Dave Chenoweth, Dave Meyer, Dan Guy Beaver Creek Coal Company
Joe Helfrich, Ron Daniels Division of 0il, Gas and Mining

Amount of Assessment

Violation No. As Revised
1 of 2 $ 0.00
2 of 2 Vacated

Approved: /@wﬁé/ %/M&Z Date: %’// 747 <

(Signature of Conference Officer)

This assessment has been set as a result of an informal conference held by
the assessment officer. Should the Company desire a review in 2 more formal

proceeding before the Board of 0il, Gas & Mining, a hearing can be requested

witﬁihtBO:daysLof’re&eipt of this Teport. :: ..
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ASSESSMENT CONFERENCE REPORT
(continued)

1. TFotdce of Violation/Cessation Order No.  N82-1-2-2

T Violation 1 of 2 .

- (a) Nature of violation: . Failure to protect topsoil.
(b) Date of termination: .Pending-
Proposed : _ Conference
2. ~“Conference Result Assessment Assessment

2) ’History/Prev- Vio=ioa - - 1 - , -

(b) ISerivusness:zss - -

(1) {Probabilityof-Occuiredce= e - 17 -

- - Extent.of: Damage=me—x= - . 4 ) -

(2) Obstr. to Enforcement . - -
(o) Negligence. ) 8 _ -
(d) “Good=Faith = _ - _ -

(e) Acreage-"~_ . - -

~ rOTAL - _ 30 - -

3. Rarrative: . - *See below.

(Brief explanation of reasons for any changes made in assignment of
polnts and any additional information that was presented at the.
- conference.)

The use of the points system is walved im assessing the penalty for this
violation. No assessment is made. The operator demonstrated that he
- - had taken extraordinary measures to stabilize.-and protect the topsoil
tockplles yet there was some potentlal ﬁbr ‘loss. - -
- < =

- -
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ASSESSMENT CONFERENCE REPORT
(contipued)

1. Notice of Violation/Cessation Order Ko. N82—1-—2—2

Violation 2 of 2

(a) NXature of violation: . Failure to pass runoff through a sediment pond.

(b) Date of termination: .Pending.

) Proposed : _ Conference
2. “Conference Result Assessment Assessment
(a) ‘History/Previ-Vio=iz.: . 1 - Violation
- . : Vacated.

(b) Seridusnesszzss —- *See below.

(1) {Probability of.Occurrence=—== - 16

EXtéﬁt;OfiDaﬁéée:;gs:izz.._ 12

(2) Obstr. to Enforcement . -
{c) Negligence ) ) ’ 8
(d) “Good-Faith - ) T

(e) -—Acreage-zz= - - : -

TOTAL- "~ . 37

3. Narrative:

(Brief explanation of reasons for any changes made in assignwent of

points and any additional information that was presented at the .
-  conference.) ' '

This alleged violation was demonstrated to have occurred on a road

and turn around area which are remote fréji the main coal preparation

operation and are used infrequently. It is vacated due to the nature

of the area involved in the violation. :

2
. 3
r



ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET
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NOV#  N82-1-2-2

PERMIT#

Name of Company Beaver Creek Coal Company

Violation # 1 of 2

1.

History of previous violations
Seriousness (either A or B)

A. (1) Probability of occurrence 17
(2) Extent of potential or
actual damage 4
B, _Obstruction to enforcement . -
Total Seriousness - -

Negligence

Good Faith (Will be considered after complete
" information is received) ..

TOTAL POINTS

ASSESSMENT

Violation # 2 of -2
1. History of previous vioclations
2. Seriousness (either A or B)

A. (1) Probability of occurrence 16

(2) Extent of potential or
actual damage 12

B. Obstruction to enforcement -

Total Seriocusness
3. Negligence
4. Good Faith (Will be considered after complete

information is received)

TOTAL POINTS

ASSESSMENT

ACT/007/022

POINTS

21

30

$ 400.00

POINTS

1

28

37

$ 540.00
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ASSESSMENT EXPLANATION

NOV# N82-1-2-2

PERMIT# ACT/007/022

Name of Company Beaver Creek Coal Company
Violation # 1 of 2

History of previous vielations: N81-4-2-1, 1 point.
Seriousness: (either A or B)
A. (1) Probability of occurrence:
The violation, faiiure to adequately protect topsoil, is deemed to

have resulted in the following events having occurred. Topsoil loss
and contamination. 17 points.

(2) Extent of actual or potential damage:

Damage did not extend off-site. 4 points.

B. Obstruction to enforcement:

Negligence: ORDINARY NEGLIGENCE

8 points.

Good Faith: WILL BE CONSIDERED AFTER COMPiETE INFORMATION IS RECEIVED
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ASSESSMENT EXPLANATION

! NOV# N82-1-2-2 -

PERMIT# ACT/007/022

Name of Company Beaver Creek Coal Company

Violation # 2 of 2

History of previous vielations: N81-4-2-1, 1 point.
Seriousness: (either A or B)
A. (1) Probability of occurrence:

The violation, failure to pass disturbed area runoff through a sediment
'pond, is deemed to have resulted in the occurrence of the following
-events. Pollution and sediment loading to off-site waters. 16 points.

(2) Extent of actual or potential damage:

Damage did extend off-site to approximately 1/3 - 1/2 acre. 12 points.

B. Obstruction to enforcement:

Negligence: ORDINARY NEGLIGENCE

8 points.

Good Faith: WILL BE CONSIDERED AFTER COMPLETE INFORMATION IS RECEIVED
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