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STATE OF UTAH
NATURAL RESOURCES
Oi l ,  Gos & Min ing

e,4'
Normon H, Bongerter, Governor

Dee C. Hqnsen. Executive Director
Dionne R. Nielson, Ph.D.,  Div is ion Director

a bove

By
agent

and

355 W. North Temple ' 3 lr iod Center . Suite 350 . Solt Loke City, Uf 84180-1203 . 801-S3B-S340

February  18 ,  1985

CERTIF IED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
P 001 720 877

Mr .  Na than  A twood
Co-0p  Min ing  Company
P0 Box  L245
Hunt ing ton ,  U  tah  84528

Dea r  Mr  .  A twood :

RE:  Prop_osed  Assessrnen t  fo r  S ta te  V io la t ion  l * lo .  NB i :9 :3 - ! ,

t *  - ,de rs igned  has  been  appo in ted  by  the  Board  o f  0 i I ,  Gas  and
Min ing  as  the  Assessment  Of f i ce r  fo r  assess ing  pena l t i es  under
uMc/sMc 945 .  I l -  945 .L7 .

Enc losed  i s  the  p roposed  c iv i l  pena l t y  assessment  fo r  the
re fe reneed  v io la t ion .  Th j . s  v io la t ion  was  i ssued  by  D iv i s ion
Inspec to r  Tom V{ r igh t  on  January  29 ,  1986 .  Ru te  UMC/SMC 845 .2
e t  seq .  has  been  u t i l i zed  to  fo rmu la te  the  p roposed  pena l t y .
these  ru1es ,  any  wr i t ten  in fo rmat ion  submi t ted  by  you  o r  your
w i th in  I5  days  o f l  rece ip t  o f  th i s  no t i ce  o f  v io ta t ion  has  been
cons idered  in  de te rmin ing  the  fac ts  su rxound ing  the  v io la t ion
the  amount  o f  pena l t y .

w i th in  f i f t een  ( l s ;  63 t .  a f te r  rece ip t  o f  th i s  p roposed
assessment ,  you  o r  your  agen t  may  f i l e  a  wr i t ten  reques t  fo r  an
assessment  con fe rence  to  rev iew the  p roposed  pena l t y .  (Address  a
leques t  fo r  a  con fe rence  to  Ms .  Jan  Brown a t  the  above  address .  )  I f
no  t ime ly  reques t  i s  made,  a I I  pe r t inen t  da ta  w i l l  be  rev iewed and
the  pena l t y  w i l l  be  reassessed ,  1 f  necessary ,  fo r  a  f i na l i zed
assessment .  Fac ts  w i l l  t hen  be  cons idered  wh ich  were  no t  ava i lab le
on  the  da te  o f  the  p roposed  assessment  due  to  the  leng th  o f  the
aba tement  per iod .  Th is  assessment  does  no t  cons t i tu te  a  reques t  fo r
payment .

S ince re l y ,

M i ke  Ea r I
Assessmen  t  O f f  i ce  r

jmc
Enc losu re
cc :  D .  G r i f f i n
73L4Q

rru/2fu&

on equol opportuni ly employer
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PERMIT /f ACT/015 /O25

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS

HISTORY I,IAX 25 PTS

A. Are there previ_ous violations which
which fal l  wi thin I  year of  todayr s

ASSESSI'IENT DATE 2/IB/ 86 EFFECTiVE

WORKSHEET FOR ASSESSI\,IENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

COMPANY/MINE Co-Op/Bear Canvo=n
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NOv li Ng5-8-t-t

VIOLATION OF

are not pending or vacated,
date?
ONE YIAR DATE 2/L9/85

c84-7-1-1
ffi
ffi
ffi
ffi

LL/24/ 85
WT
jmE--T--
Wmw -T--
a/ ' l -Fr---5---I 

poffifro on'e@
5 points for each past violation ih a C0, ub to

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
N85-4-17-1

EFF.DATE PTS
8/3A/ 85 1

TTW/WT
Emw--0-
nT66W -T-

one yeal

L7

M)TE: For assigrrrent of points in Parts II ard llt, the follorirg
applies. Based on tlre frcts spfied by the insp*ior, the nssesinent
officer will determire within which cat6gpry tfe violatim falls.
eegiming .t l$-ni-d-point of the eategwy, the A0 riIL edjust the poinEs
T or t-r uf,iri''ing tlre inspectorf s 

-a'nd 
qeratorts stateients as buiairgfu-Grts.

rs this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation? Event

No pending notices shall be counted

II. SERIOUSNESS(e i ther  A or  B)
TOTAL HISTORY POINTS

A. Event Violations MAX 45 PTS

What is the event which the violated
prevent? Water pollution standard was designed to

f{hat is the probabil i ty of the occurrence of the event which a
violated standard was designed to prevent?

I .

2.

PROBABILITY
None
Insignificant
Unlikely
Likely
0ccurred

RANGE
0

1-4
5-9

10-14
L5-20

ASSIGN PROBABILITY

MID-POINT

2
7

12
T7

OF OCCURRENCE PO]NTS 10

PROVIDE AN EXPLAIIATION OF P0TNTS rnspector indicates a portable ounrp was
a ximatelv 3/4 subme in the stream. There were also two Ian the channef atE tor icates the f[Ef t was drv  a the time o ect ion. ector i- tca es gas and o
i n to th f f i at low end o I i

ve seeped
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7. vlould or did the damage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit area? No

RANGE MID-POIN T
Within Exp/PermiL Area 0-7* 4
Outside Exp/permit Area &lZ5* ld*In 

assigning pointt, consider the duration and extent of
said damage or impact , i-n terms of area and impact on the
public or environmento

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PTS

rs this a potential or actuar hindrance to enforcement?

RANGE MID-POINT

PROVrDE AN EXPLANATTON 0F pOrNTS pel irlsqector, qqmp aqlqek which is a perennial stream

I .

Potenfial hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent to
violat ion.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

L-Lz 7
13-25 L9

which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS ( A oT B )

F4AX }O PTS

18

III. NEGLIGENCE

A. Was this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonabre care? rF s0 - N0 NEGLTGENCE;
0R Was this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a violation due to indifference, lack of' dil igence r or lack of
reasonable^care, or the fai lure'to abate any i iofaf ion due to the
same? IF S0 - NEGLIGENCE;
0R lilas this vioration the result of reckless, knowingr or
intentional conduct? IF s0 - GREATER DEGREE Or rnUlrluni'r
NEGLIGENCE.

No Negligence 0
Negligence l-15
Greater Degree of Fault I6-7iO

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGEI{CE
IGENCE POINTS 8

PR0VIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F P0INTS Inspector indicates the erator was
water last  fa l l  to constr

MID-POINT
B

23

alrandoned the e when work ceased.
erator
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IV. GOOD FAITH VIAX -20 PTS. (either A or B)

A. Dld the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
cqpfiqnce of the violated standard within the permit area? IF S0-EASY ABATEMENT
Easy Abatement Situation

Immedlate Cornpliance -Il to -ZA*
(rmmediately following the issuance of the NOv)
Rapid Compliance -1 to -10*
(Permittee used dil igence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance 0

. 
(0perator complied within the abatement period required)

*Assign 
in tpper or lower half of range depenting on abatenent

acuaring in rst or 2nJ half of abatmrt ireriod:

B. Did the permittee not have the resources at hand to achieve
complianee 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
prior to_physical activity to aehieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
{apid LJompliance -11 to -ZO-
(Permittee used dil igence to abate the vioration)

tFRapid Compliance

NormaL Compliance -1 to -10*
(0perator complied within the abatement period required)
Extended Comptiance
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the l imits of the NOV or the violated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

EASY OR DIFFICULT ABATENENT? Easy ASSIGN GOODFAITH POII{TS -2 O

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION 0F P0INTS Operqtor was given until Febluary 5. 1985
to abate. NOV was _terminated Jan

ASSESSMENT SUI4MARY FOR NB6-8-l-t

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

ASSESSMENT DATE 2/LB/86

L 7-
l_u--B-

-LU

23

$250

ASSESSI4ENT OFFICER MiKe EaTl

77L3Q

PROPOSED ASSESSMENT FII{AL ASSESSMEI-IT


