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THROUGH: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Introduction 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Policy 
Mine Safety and Health 

PETER J. MONTALI C1ic ..... 9.~ 
Acting Director of AccountabilitY ~r 
Mine Safety and Health 

JERRY J. KISSELL ~(}~ fJv._ 
BILLy RANDOLPH -u I . 
ARLIE A. WEBB 
Accountability Specialists 

MSHA Offic~countability Audit, Coal District 2, Kittanning, PA 
.Office- ----

This memorandum summarizes the Office of Accountability audit of the subject field office 
and mine. Audit subjects included MSHA field activities, level of enforcement, Field Activity 
Reviews (FARs), Accompanied Activities (AAs), MSHA supervisory and managerial 
oversight, mine plans, Hazard complaints, PKW's, ACR review, and the conditions and 
practices at the mine. The audit was conducted by Accountability Specialists Arlie A. Webb 

and Accountability Specialist Billy Randolph, during the week of 
. Positive findings and issues requiring attention 

Overview 

The district portion of the...audit was conducted from- throug- . The field office 
_ on- and the on-site--rtion of the audit was conducted on 
. Accompanying the audit team were 

- --· -

You can now file your MSHA forms online at www.MSHA.gov. It's easy, it's fast, and it saves you money! 
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On-site areas examined at the.. included the 004-0 working 
section, intake travelway (primary escapeway) including lifelines, Simons Rand scoop (Unit 
#3), DBT twin boom roof bolter (Unit #2), H "Butt" rooms, and the alternate escapeway and 
lifelines. Also examined during the audit were the A, B, C, D, E, F and H intake travelways, 
theE-main conveyor belt, drive, and fire suppression system, the H conveyor belt, drive, and 
fire suppression system, three SCSR caches, and a Strata refuge chamber. 

The mine phone lines, wireless communications system, electronic tracking system, and 
communication based tracking systems were examined. The on-site portion of the audit also 
included examination of pre-shift and on shift records, the imminent danger run, and an 
observation of inspection activities. 

Other observations on-site included a portion of the mining cycle (continuous miner & bridge 
conveyor) and roof and rib conditions. Two 50/50 (water pressure/volume) tests were 
performed in different locations and several fire taps were tested a random. Roof support 
appeared well maintained and the roof control plan appeared adequate for the conditions 
observed. Rock dusting and general housekeeping looked good in all areas traveled. 

On-site areas examined at the- included the 001-0 working 
section (#1 Butt), the intake travel way (primary escapeway) including lifelines, the No.7 belt 
conveyor entries (alternate escapeway) including lifelines, the No. 1 belt drive and the No.1 
low belt. A twin-boom roof bolting machine and a Strata refuge chamber were also 
examined. 

In the West Mains area, lifelines, an alternative refuge chamber, phone lines, wireless 
communication system, tracking system were examined. Portions of the Atmospheric 
Monitoring System (AMS) were examined along with several sprinkler type fire suppression 
systems. Miners were interviewed regardiflg the training plan, emergency response plan and 
fire-fighting drills. The on-site portion of the audit also included examination of pre-shift 
and on shift records, the imminent danger run, and an observation of inspection activities. 

In addition roof and rib conditions were observed, as well as fire fighting equipment and 
general housekeeping practices. The mining equipment was free of grease and oil. Rock 
dusting appeared adequate in the areas traveled. The inspector used a camera to document 
violations. 

was idle during the audit. On-site areas examined included the 3 Left 
rooms (MMU-001-0), the intake travel way (primary escape), lifelines, mantrips, the C-main 
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conveyor belt and drive, the fire suppression system at the C belt drives, guarding, and an 
alternative refuge chamber. Also examined were the phone lines, wireless communications, 
tracking system, and mine records. 

During the idle time, mine employees were constructing seals in the "F Butt" area of the 
mine. Seal construction (Micon Hybrid II 120psi) was observed, including ground control, 
materials being used, and installation of sample ports. 

Roof and rib conditions were inspected and roof support appeared well maintained. The 
roof control plan appeared adequate for the conditions observed. General clean up and 
housekeeping was adequate and rock dusting looked good. Several fire taps were tested at 
random. 

S&:S Rate Comparison 

S&S rates for the Kittanning field office were above the district and national levels for FY 
2008, FY 2009, and to-date in FY 2010. 

S&:S Rate Comparison 
Fiscal Kittanning, P A Coal District 2 National 
Year Field Office Average 

2008 42.9% 39.6% 34.0% 
2009 51.3% 43.6% 35.0% 
2010 (to-date) 55.3% 43.4% 33.4% 

Time and Activity Comparison 

Time distribution for E01 inspections conducted out of the Kittanning, P A field office from 
FY 2008 to date, has shown significant improvement in most areas. Although time spent in 
the 11 other" category at surface facilities is higher than the national average, it has decreased 
during the first half of FY 2010. Likewise, the percentage of time spent on-site has increased 
during the first half of FY 2010, and is higher than the national average. 

Time Distribution (Percent) - EOl Inspections at Surface Facilities 
Citations Citations 

Travel Other On-Site Issued Issued Total 
On-site Off-site 

2008 18.63% 21.94% 59.18% 2.21% 0.25% 100.0% 
Nat'l Avg 2008 17.06% 18.56% 64.07% 5.82% 0.30% 100.0% 
2009 14.70% 23.53% 60.97% 6.81% 0.81% 100.0% 
Nat'l Avg 2009 16.99% 16.93% 65.88% 5.40% 0.20% 100.0% 
2010 (to-date) 11.84% 16.17% 71.37% 4.89% 0.62% 100.0% 
Nat'l Avg 2010 17.56% 16.06% 65.98% 4.84% 0.39% 100.0% 

Time spent in the 11 other" category at surface mines is also higher than the national average. 
However, it too has decreased during the first half of FY 2010. Likewise, the percentage of 
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time spent on-site has increased during the first half of FY 2010, and is slightly higher than 
the national average. 

Time Distribution (Percent) - EOl Inspections at Surface Mines 
Citations Citations 

Travel Other On-Site Issued Issued Total 
On-site Off-site 

2008 21.85% 22.05% 54.82% 2.85% 1.28% 100.0% 
Nat'l Avg 2008 18.74% 16.88% 64.00% 5.14% 0.38% 100.0% 
2009 16.92% 21.19% 60.88% 4.17% 1.01% 100.0% 
Nat'l Avg 2009 18.83% 14.64% 66.14% 5.01% 0.39% 100.0% 
2010 (to-date) 16.66% 15.39% 67.34% 3.15% 0.61% 100.0% 
Nat'l Avg 2010 18.90% 13.45% 67.10% 4.52% 0.55% 100.0% 

Underground time distribution has shown dramatic improvement. The percentage of time 
spent in the "other" category has decreased during the first half of FY 2010, and lower than 
the national average. Time spent on-site has increased during the first half of FY 2010, and is 
higher than the national average. 

Time Distribution (Percent) - EOl Inspections at Underground Mines 
Citations Citations 

Travel Other On-Site Issued Issued Total 
On-site Off-site 

2008 13.86% 20.03% 64.82% 4.32% 1.29% 100.0% 
Nat'l Avg 2008 15.44% 18.28% 65.80% 6.30% 0.49% 100.0% 
2009 13.88% 18.08% 66.74% 4.05% 1.30% 100.0% 
Nat'l Avg 2009 15.43% 16.97% 67.20% 5.94% 0.40% 100.0% 
2010 (to-date) 14.25% 11.46% 73.67% 3.25% 0.61% 100.0% 
Nat'l Avg 2010 15.99% 15.43% 68.11% 5.77% 0.47% 100.0% 

Audit Results 

The audit revealed positive findings in several areas, including the following: 

1. Uniform Mine File books are in proper order and well maintained. 
2. Inspection personnel were professional and courteous 
3. In-mine observations revealed good conditions and work practices, good 

housekeeping and rock dusting, and a safe working attitude. 
4. Communications between the mine operator and MSHA appear very good 
5. The level of enforcement during the audit appeared accurate 
6. Time and activity code information sheets were created and used to assist inspectors 

in the proper charging of time for specific inspection activities. 
7. Safety and health discussions with miners were held and were done very well. 
8. Performance issues are identified and immediately addressed 
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The audit also revealed several issues that require corrective actions, including the following: 

1. E-02 (103i) inspections are not being conducted on weekend/ off shifts when 
production is completed (See item 14) 

2. No weekend inspections were noted on EOl inspections. Information and interviews 
indicate that several mines operate on Saturdays. 

3. Supervisors and Managers are not completing the required number of mine visits, or 
are not properly completing the spreadsheet. 

4. Severall03(i) spot inspections (E02) were conducted on the same day of the week for 
three or four consecutive weeks. In addition, an insufficient number of E02 
inspections were conducted on off-shifts or weekends. 

5. Second-level reviews do not contain sufficient documentation extraordinary actions or 
constructive criticism. 

6. District-level Peer Reviews do not always include a review of the Uniform Mine File 
and do not always contain information regarding the district manager monitoring the 
effectiveness of the corrective action plan on an ongoing basis and/ or making 
adjustments to the plan as necessary. 

7. Specialist and clerical personnel in the Technical Division do not appear to be 
sufficient to address the current workload. 

5 
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Attachments 

A. Office of Accountability Checklist with comments, recommendations, and references 

B. Citations/Orders issued during this audit -

-

75.400 
75.1722(a) 
75.1101-10 
75.380( d)(7)(iv) 
75.1506(a)(3) 

75.400 
75.1101-7 
75.1722(a) 
75.360(£) 
75.202(a) 

75.360(£) 
75.1101-6 
75.1722(a) 

C. Enforcement actions with questionable evaluations 
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(b) (6)
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1. 
Evaluate supervisory review of inspection reports and documentation for 
completeness. 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

The field office supervisor documents report deficiencies and the date reviewed with 
inspectors and attaches the hand written document to the reports. 

2. 
Determine if supervisors address report deficiencies immediately 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

See Item 1 

3. 
Determine if supervisors are visiting each assigned mine at least annually 

Adequate D Inadequate 0 Not Applicable D Comments Below 

According to the District 2 spreadsheet for recording manager and supervisor mine visits, 
four of the nineteen positions listed did not complete the required number of visits during FY 
2009. The Ruff Creek Field Office- completed 46 of 48~ed 

·the- completed only 13 of 20 required visits; the-
completed only 8 of 20 required visits; and the-

completed 0 of 12 required visits. 

The spreadsheet also indicates the number of mine visits at this point in FY 2010 is low for 
ten of the nineteen positions listed. 

4. 
Evaluate the quality of Field Activity Review reports (FARs) 

Adequate [KJ Inadequate D Not Applicable 0 Comments Below ~ 

The FAR's reviewed indicated positive accomplishments, but no need to improve items were 
noted. 

Determine if supervisors/managers are identifying and addressing performance or 
5. behavior based issues during and after accompanied inspections are conducted 

Adequate D Inadequate D Not Applicable 0 Comments Below 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)District 

United States Deparbnent of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability 

...__c_o_A_L_D_-2___.1 Field Office I Kittanning, PA I Mine ID Date 

There were no performance or behavior based issues identified during accompanied 
inspections in FY 2009, or at this point in FY 2010. 

6. Evaluate the quality of Accompanied Inspections 

Adequate [8] Inadequate 0 Not Applicable D Comments Below ~ 

The AA' s reviewed indicated positive accomplishments, but no needs to improve items were 
noted. 

7. 
Determine if supervisors are thoroughly reviewing mine files at least annually 

Adequate W Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if Assistant District Manager is holding supervisor accountable for 
8. general mine visits, F ARs, and accompanied activities 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments· Below 

Determine if District Manager is using Performance Management System to hold 
9. ADMs accountable for oversight of subordinates 

Adequate D Inadequate D · Not Applicable 0 Comments Below 

There were no performance or behavior based issues identified during accompanied 
inspections in FY 2009, or at this point in FY 2010. 

Determine if ADMs and OMs are visiting mines with poor compliance at least 
11. monthly 

Adequate GJ Inadequate GJ Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Although managerial mine visits appear adequate, See Item No. 3 regarding supervisory 
mine visits. 
Attachment A - Checklist 8 



(b) (6) (b) (6)
District 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability 

L---c_o_A_L_D_-2___....~1 Field Office I Kittanning, PA I Mine ID Date 

12. 
Evaluate required monthly reports of supervisory and management mine visits 

Adequate GJ Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Evaluate the location, workload, and availability of specialists (roof control, 
13. ventilation, electrical, etc.) within the district 

Adequate D Inadequate 0 Not Applicable D Comments Below 

The number of roof control and electrical specialists in the district appear adequate for the 
number of plans processed. However, the ventilation department has only one specialist 
assigned to the district office. 

The Roof Control Department does not have a secretary. Those duties are shared between 
four secretaries, who work in other departments. During the audit, several documents or 
items were requested that required identifying which secretary maintained those files. This 
overlapping responsibility for completing work and maintaining files creates the potential for . . 
errors. 

In addition, the Kittanning, P A field office has four specialists (one each for Roof Control, 
Electrical, Ventilation, and Health). The district should consider if distributing specialists 
between the Kittanning and Indiana field offices would be more efficient or effective. 

Recommendahon: Obseroahons made during the audit indicate the district should consider 
consolidahng Roof Control clerical work under one posihon to prevent errors and reduce the potenhal 
for lost files. 

Evaluate supervisory and management review of 103(i) (spot inspection) tracking 
14. system for compliance with time frames 

Adequate D Inadequate GJ Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Although time and activity data and records indicate that all required 103(i) inspections were 

Attachment A - Checklist 9 



(b) (6) (b) (6)
District 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability 

~..-c_o_A_L_D-_2___sl Field Office I Kittanning, PA I Mine ID 

completed, an insufficient number of these inspections were on off-shifts and weekends. 
Records indicate that only 11 of the more than 700 E02 inspections conducted during FY 2009 
and FY 2010 were conducted on off-shifts, and only 2 of these were conducted on a weekend. 

In addition, there were 77 instances when 103(i) inspections were conducted on the same day 
of the week for two consecutive weeks, 10 instances when 103(i) inspections were conducted 
on the same day of the week for three consecutive weeks, and 1 instance when 103(i) 
inspections were conducted on the same day of the week for four consecutive weeks. 

Action Required: 103(i) inspections must be conducted in accordance with requirements of the Mine 
Act. 
Reference: Section 103 of the Mine Act 

Determine if supervisors and managers are ensuring that 103(i) inspections are not 
15. combined with any other type of inspection 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Records indicate that E02 inspections are not being combined with any other type of 
inspection. 

Determine if supervisors, staff assistants, and other management personnel are 
16. reviewing work products for accuracy and completeness 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Seeitem1 &2 

Determine if supervisors are monitoring inspector time and activity 
17. documentation to ensure proper use of time by inspector · 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Analysis of time and activity for FY 2010 (mid-year) indicates that inspectors are spending 
more time onsite and less time in the "other" category. 

Determine if Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) are in place, current, and in 
18. compliance with MSHA policies and procedures 

Adequate Q Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Standard Operating Procedures were examined during this audit. All applicable SOPs were 
in place, and several had been recently revised to comply with Agency policy and applicable 

Attachment A - Checklist 10 
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District 

United States Deparbnent of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability 

~c_o_A_L_D_-2___.1 Field Office I Kittanning, PA I Mine ID 

I regulations. 

] Date 

Determine if supervisors are using the Performance Management System to hold 
19. inspectors accountable fo~ properly evaluating gravity and negligence, termination 

due dates, and timely termination of citations 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if supervisors are adequately evaluating the level of enforcement by 
20. visiting each producing mine 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if District Manager is monitoring the ACRI program and using the 
21. Performance Management System to ensure that CLRs justify changes 

Adequate D Inadequate 0 Not Applicable D Comments Below · 
• • . .. • .....,T 'r"\ ·--a. -11-- .... -..J L- _...,1,."' 

22. Determine if District Manager is using discretion· in granting conferences 

Adequate D Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below I x I 
During FY 2009, only 27 conferences were conducted by the ACRI Department in District 2. 
At this point in FY 2010 there have been no conferences held. 

Attachment A - Checklist 11 



(b) (6) (b) (6)
District 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability 

.__c_o_A_L_D-_2___.1 Field Office I Kittanning, PA I Mine ID J Date 

Determine if second level reviews and Peer Reviews are used to assess supervisory 
23. review of enforcement actions 

Adequate D Inadequate 0 Not Applicable D Comments Below 

During this audit, 18 second-level reviews were examined. Of these, only two contained 
comments (1 positive and 1 negative) regarding the inspector or supervisor's activities. Two 
of the second-level reviews indicated that an extraordinary effort had been made, but there 
was no documentation as to what that effort was. 

Recommendation: Second-level reviews need to contain more than just checked boxes. The review 
should be well documented to help the supervisor and inspector to improve. 

Determine if appropriate actions are taken by supervisors and manager with 
24. respect to issues of misconduct and/ or poor performance 

Adequate D Inadequate D . Not Applicable 0 Comments Below 

There were no instances of misconduct or poor performance identified during FY 2009, or at 
this point in FY 2010. 

Evaluate inspector/ specialist knowledge of documentation required and process 
25. for completing PKW Forms. 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

A review of PKW forms at the district office indicates the inspectorate is knowledgeable in 
the proper evaluation and completion of all portions of these forms. 

Evaluate the district's process for performing Possible Knowing/Willful (PKW) 
26. reviews and initiating or denying special investigations 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

A review of the Special Investigations Department files indicates the district has an effective 
process for determining when a special investigation is warranted. Records indicate each 
PKW is reviewed by several levels of district management and .the SSI prior to presenting to 
the District Manager. Evaluations on the PI<Ws appear well-reasoned and documented. 

Attachment A - Checklist 12 



(b) (6) (b) (6)
District 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability ~ 

L..._c_o_A_L_D-_2----~~ Field Office I Kittanning, PA I Mine ID L J Date 

Determine if District Manager is using Performance Management System to hold 
27. the Supervisory Special Investigator accountable for properly evaluating potential 

cases 

Adequate W Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if managers and supervisors are using required "standardized reports" 
28. to review critical data relevant to inspections and investigations 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Interviews with supervisors and managers indicated that "Key Indicators" are used to 
evaluate the inspection program. Other reports, generated by the district's Technical 
Division, are used to evaluate enforcement in those areas as well as the plan approval 
process. 

Determine if complete and thorough inspections are being conducted and 
29. adequately documented 

Adequate W Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if inspection notes, air samples, rock dust samples, and tracking 
30. map/ diagram support the inspector's assertion that the mine was inspected in its 

entirety 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

31. 
Determine that the inspector spent sufficient time on off-shifts and on weekends 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Based on an analysis of E01 inspection times during the first half of FY 2010. 

Determine if the SCSR inventory database has been implemented to track 
32. inspections of SCSRs 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Attachment A - Checklist 13 
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District COAL D-2 I Field Office I 
United States Department of Labor 

Mine Safety and Health Administration 
Office of Accountability 

Kittanning, P A I Mine ID J Date 

Determine if areas deemed "too wet" for rock dust surveys are re-visited and 
33. sampled 

Adequate W Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if all mine record books, postings, and other required materials are 
34. examined during the inspection 

Adequate Q Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Previous E-01 inspection reports include checklists of required posting and records that are 
examined including the date of review during the inspection. 

35. 
Determine if all provisions of the MINER Act are evaluated during the inspection 

Adequate 0 Inadequate 0 Not Applicable 0 Comments Below 

Determine if the amount of time expended on each inspection activity and area of 
36. the mine is sufficient to accomplish inspection goals 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable 0 Comments Below 

See also Item 17 and 31 above. 

Evaluate each citation/ order/ safeguard for inspector's determination of gravity, 
37. negligence, number of persons affected, and the level of enforcement 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

C~tations issued during the audit appeared to be properly evaluated. 

38. 
Accompany and evaluate inspector's imminent danger run 

Adequate W Inadequate 0 Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Attachment A - Checklist 14 



(b) (6) (b) (6)
District 

39. 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability -

...._c_o_A_L_D-_2___.1 Field Office I Kittanning, P A I Mine lD [ 

Check adequacy of preshift/ onshift examinations 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D 

J Date 

Comments Below 

Evaluate inspector's observation of roof conditions. Is a copy of the currently 
40. approved roof control plan maintained on the section? 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applica~le D Comments Below 

41. 
Evaluate operator's workplace examinations 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

42. 
Evaluate conditions on working section and observe work cycle 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

43. 
Observe air quantity, quality, and gas checks by inspector 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

44. 
Determine adequacy of Emergency Response Plan training (interview miners) 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Attachment A - Checklist 15 
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United States Department of Labor 
Mine 5afety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability 

L--c_o_A_L_D_-2__.1 Field Office I Kittanning, PA I Mine ID J 

45. 
Determine adequacy of training regarding roof, ventilation, and other plans 
(interview miners). Do inspection notes document evaluation of this type training? 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Corrunents Below 

46. 
Evaluate Self-Contained, Self-Rescuer condition, storage, signage 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Corrunents Below 

Determine if the mine operator has conducted SCSR donning expectation training 
47. and if the inspector has observed and evaluated the training 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Corrunents Below 

48. Examine electrical cables on several pieces of equipment 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Corrunents Below 

49. 
.Evaluate several pieces of equipment for permissibility 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Corrunents Below 

50. 
Examine lifelines, mandoors, and related signage 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Corrunents Below 

Attachment A - Checklist 16 
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District 

51. 

United States Deparbnent of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability 

.__c_o_A_L_D_-2____.1 Field Office I Kittanning, P A I Mine ID 

Examine escapeway map for compliance with regulations 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D 

52. 
Evaluate integrity of primary and alternate escapeways 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D 

53. 
Evaluate integrity of return side stopping line 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D 

J Date 

Comments Below 

Comments Below 

Comments Below 

Travel and evaluate condition and maintenance of section conveyor belt, 
54. structures, and entries 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

55. 
Evaluate conveyor belt isolation from other air courses 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

56. 
Evaluate fire valves and hoses (condition, compatibility of fittings, pressure test) 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable 0 Comments Below 

Attachment A - Checklist 17 



(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)

District 

57. 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability • 

...__c_o_A_L_D-_2__.1 Field Office I Kittanning, P A I Mine ID [ 

Observe and evaluate fire detection methods 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

58. 
Evaluate cleanup of accumulations and application of r~k dust 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

All mines visited were very clean and well rock dusted. 

59. Evaluate condition of conveyor belt drives, and fire suppression systems 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

J 

One citation was issued for guarding materials not secured to prevent contact 
with moving machine parts. Otherwise, machinery and conveyors systems were in excellent 
condition. 

Determine if all required record books are adequately completed and in 
60. compliance with applicable standards 

Adequate Q Inadequate D Not Applicable 0 Comments Below 

61. 
Examine mine map for accuracy of workings and escapeway locations 

Adequate Q Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Attachment A - Checklist 18 
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District 

United States Deparbnent of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability (-

...___c_o_A_L_D_-2___,1 Field Office I Kittanning, PA I Mine ID [ J Date .____[-____.] 

62. 
Examine mine bulletin board and evaluate adequacy of all required postings 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Interview responsible person(s) and evaluate knowledge of emergency response, 
63. evacuation procedures, and fire fighting processes 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if approved plans address and are compatible with mining conditions 
64. and equipment 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Examine and evaluate at least one set of seals, including methods for obtaining 
65. samples from sealed area 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

- Not evaluated 
- The actual construction of a seal was evaluated during the mine visit 

66. 
Determine if districts are conducting sufficient, in-depth. Peer Reviews 

Adequate 0 Inad_equate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Two district-level Peer Review reports (dated June 20,2008, and June 19, 2009) were 
examined during this audit. With the exceptions noted in Item 68 below, district-level Peer 
Reviews appeared to be in-depth and thorough. 

67. 
Determine if MSHA headquarters is conducting sufficient, in-depth Peer Reviews 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

One headquarters-level Peer Review report (dated September 19, 2008) was examined during 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)
Disbict 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability ~ 

....___c_o_A_L_D_-2__..1 Field Office I Kittanning, P A j Mine ID L- J Date 

this audit. With the exceptions noted in Item 68 below, headquarters-level Peer Reviews 
appeared to be in-depth and thorough. 

Determine if Peer Reviews identify root causes of deficiencies, corrective actions, 

68. set time lines for corrections, and identify a method for accurately measuring the 
success or failure of corrective actions. 

Adequate D Inadequate Q Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Two district-level and one headquarters-level Peer Reviews were examined during this audit. 
Although all three reviews identified root causes and corrective actions, the following issues 
were noted: 

1. The June 20, 2008 district-level review of the Johnstown, PA office did not contain a 
method for follow-up or measurement of the success or failure of corrective actions. 

2. The September 15, 2008 headquarters-level review of the New Stanton, P A office did 
not contain a method for follow-up or measurement of the success or failure of 
corrective actions. 

3. The June 19,2009 district-level review of the Indiana, PA office did not list the 
completion dates for corrective actions, or a method for follow-up or measurement of 
the success or failure of corrective actions. 

Recommendation: Peer Reviews should set time frames for completion of corrective actions and have a 
method for follow-up and evaluation to determine if corrective actions are effective. 

Reference: Accountability Program Handbook (AHOB-III-4), page ?-"Accountability Review Report," 
and paKe 8-"Follow-Up and Evaluation." 

Determine if Peer Reviews are being used to assess supervisors and managers 
69. performance 

Adequate W Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if Peer Reviews include a visit to the mine, and include observation of 
70. the producing section, conveyor belt entries, escapeways and the ERP provisions 

Adequate Q Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

All three Peer Reviews examined during this audit included a mine visit with observation of 
the required areas/ activities. 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)
District 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability 

.__c_o_A_L_D_-2___.1 Field Office I Kittanning, P A I Mine ID 

Determine if Peer Reviews accurately reflect and evaluate MSHA activities at all 
71. types of mining (underground/ surface/ surface facilities) within the district 

Adequate D Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below I X I 
The three Peer Reviews examined during the audit indicate that underground mines and 
surface mines were included in the Peer Review process. A surface facility has not yet been 
included. 

Recommendation: All_ ty]Jt!s ofmining_ activiJy_ should be included in Peer Reviews. 

Determine if approved plans and the Uniform Mine File books are addressed 
72. during each Peer Review 

Adequate D Inadequate 5] Not Applicable D Comments Below 

The headquarters-level Peer Review documented a thorough review of the Uniform Mine 
File. The two district-level Peer Reviews examined during this audit did not contain any 
documentation to indicate the Uniform Mine File had been examined during those audits. 

73. 
Evaluate the approved roof control plan after in-mine visit 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

74. 
Evaluate approved ventilation plan after in-mine visit 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

75. 
Evaluate approved training plan after discussion with miners 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

J 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

District 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability. 

..___c_o_A_L_D-_2___.1 Field Office I Kittanning, P A I Mine ID J Date 

Evaluate the two most current completed E01 (regular) inspection reports (two 
77. quarters) 

Adequate D Inadequate 5J Not Applicable D Comments Below ~ 

1. No Saturday inspections were done for this was the only E-01 event 
found with this issue. 

2. According to the inspector's notes, the air samples collected at th~ . 
- on 10/13/2009 were collected during an idle shift (section move). These air 
samples would not accurately reflect the mine's normal air quality or methane 
liberation rate. 

3. Documentation of roof conditions at th- on 12/07/2009, 
01/11/2010,01/13/2010,01/14/2010,01/19/2010,01/20/2010,01/21/2010, and 
01/25/2010, indicate "poor roof" or "bad roof" but do not document if these 
conditions are prior to the operator's roof control efforts or in spite of those efforts. If 
the conditions were in spite of the operator's efforts, a citation should have been 
issued and a recommendation made for revision of the roof control plan. 

78. 
Ten most current completed E02 (103(i) spot) inspection reports 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

79. 
Citations, orders, and safeguards issued during previous two quarters 

Adequate D Inadequate 0 Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Evaluations of 5&5, Gravity, and Negligence did not always appear to comply with 
inspector's notes or the narrative portion of the citations. (See Attachment C) 

Determine if 104(d) tracking system is in place at the office being audited, and is 
80. being kept up to date 

Adequate ·0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)
District 

United States Deparbnent of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability -

.___c_o_A_L_D_-2___,1 Field Office I Kittanning, PA I Mine ID [ 

Determine if all plans and documents in the Uniform Mine File are legible, and up 
81. to date 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if all applicable plan reviews were performed within six months, or 
82. within the timeframes required 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Documentation in inspection reports and district files (MSHA Form 2000-204) indicated the 
inspectors were reviewing the roof control and ventilation plans during each inspection for 
the time period audited. 

J 

At the district level the plan review process was reviewed for the time period of April15, 
2009 through April15, 2010. Records indicated that roof control plans were reviewed or 
processed within the applicable time frames. Of the 797 ventilation related plans reviewed or 
processed during this time frame, 789 (99%) were completed within the applicable time 
frame. 

Determine if plan review and approval process provides reasonable assurance that 
83. miners are protected 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if approved plans are being properly implemented and continue to be 
84. revised/ adequate as conditions in the mine change 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)
District 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability ~ 

l-c_o_A_L_D_-2___.1 Field Office I Kittanning, P A I Mine ID L J 
Determine if miners are adequately trained in the provisions of any new plan prior 

85. to its implementation 

Adequate GJ Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

86. 

Adequate 

Determine if Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) adequately address 
requirements of MSHA Program Policy Manual 

GJ Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

87. 
Determine if district management reviewed the final version of all approved plans 

Adequate GJ Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if time frames for approval/ disapproval of plans were set, and are 
88. being met 

Adequate GJ Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

A review of district plan approval records indicate that time frames are being met more than 
99% of the time. See Item No. 82 above. 

Determine if the plan is tracked from date of submission through the review 
89. process 

Adequate GJ Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

90. 
Determine if dated copy of approval/ disapproval letter is in file 

Adequate GJ Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 
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(b) (6) (b) 
(6)District 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability ~ 

......_c_o_A_L_D_-2__.1 Field Office I Kittanning, P A j Mine ID L 

91. 
Determine if copies of the plan are distributed as per an established list 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if a copy of the most recent plan is provided for inclusion in the 
92. Uniform Mine File 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

93. 
Determine if a due date for formal review of plans is identified 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

In addition to being identified in the mine file, each department maintains a list of mine plan 
due dates. 

94. 
Determine if required information is submitted in the plan 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Evaluate recommendations made to the District Manager proposing 
95. approval/ disapproval of plan 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

96. 
Determine if comments from miner's representatives are addressed 

Adequate 0 Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)
District 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability ~ 

.__c_o_A_L_D-_2__.1 Field Office I Kittanning, P A I Mine ID L- J 
Determine if all unusual proposals and requests are properly evaluated during the 

97. review process 

Adequate 0 Inadequate 0 Not Applicable 5] Comments Below x 

No unusual proposals or requests were found during this audit. 

Determine if proposed plans are evaluated for provisions contrary to standards or 
98. regulations 

Adequate 0 Inadequate 0 Not Applicable 0 Comments Below 

Determine if the uniform mine file is reviewed for information related to plan 
99. adequacy 

Adequate 0 Inadequate 0 Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if all plan approval groups communicate to prevent conflicting 
100. elements of plans 

Adequate Inadequate 0 Not Applicable D Comments Below 

All plan approval groups review plans for potential conflicts and document reviews on the 
tracking sheet. 

Determine if technical specialists conduct on-site, in-mine reviews as necessary, 
101. prior to plan approval 

Adequate Inadequate 0 Not Applicable 0 Comments Below 

Determine if input is solicited from field office inspectors/ supervisors, and 
102. recommendations are addressed prior to approval 

Adequate Inadequate 0 Not Applicable 0 Comments Below 

Input is solicited and documented via email and/ or on the tracking sheet. 
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(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)
District 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability -

.__c_o_A_L_D_-2___,, Field Office I Kittanning, P A I Mine ID L 

Determine if MSHA personnel from the plan approval group contacted and 
103. obtained additional information from the operator when necessary 

Adequate Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if results of on-site evaluations are discussed with mine operator and 
104. miner's representative 

Adequate Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

J 

Determine if the plan review process includes documentation of the entire review 
105. process 

Adequate Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Via the tracking sheet and surname copy of the approval memo. 

Determine if engineering reports or analyses by third parties or other agencies 
106. were relayed to MSHA Technical Support 

Adequate Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

This applies most often to impoundment plans. However, during the audit, Technical 
Support was contacted for assistance regarding a bleeder system proposal from an 
underground mine. 

Determine if the overall violation history, plan compliance history, accident and 
107. injury reports were considered during plan review 

Adequate Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if projected mining relative to overlying, under! ying, and adjacent 
108. workings was checked 

Adequate Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)
District 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability ~ 

.___c_o_A_L_D_-2__.1 Field Office I Kittanning, PA I Mine ID L 

Determine if projected mining in relation to overlying bodies of water was 
109. checked 

Adequate D Inadequate D Not Applicable 0 Comments Below x 

There are no mines in this district currently mining under a body of water. 

Determine if the overall design of the mine plan was assessed to avoid futUre 
110. problems 

Adequate Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if plans contain required safety precautions for operating remote 
111. controlled equipment 

Adequate Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if the plan describes methods for protecting persons from falling 
112. material at highwalls and drift openings 

Adequate Inadequate 0 Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if all affected plans were compared (such as ventilation, training, roof 
113. control, etc.) to eliminate conflicts prior to approval of a plan 

Adequate Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Interviews with the Technical Division personnel indicate that plan approval groups 
communicate on a regular basis to prevent conflicts in plans. The tracking sheet documents 
each department's review. 

114. 

Adequate 

Determine if spreadsheets and/ or databases provided for tracking of mine visits 
by supervisors and managers is kept up to date 

Q Inadequate 0 Not Applicable D Comments Below 

J 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)
District 

United States Deparbnent of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability ~ 

._c_o_A_L_D_-2___.1 Field Office I Kittanning, PA I Mine ID L 

readsheets are rovided and a 

J Date c.- J 

115. 
Evaluate the effectiveness of management's support of, and communication with, 
inspectors and specialists 

Adequate 

116. 

Adequate 

Q Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Review documentation of staff meetings/ safety meetings to determine their 
effectiveness and relevance to the Agency's mission and current issues 

Q Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Staff meetings, training sessions, and electrical re-certification sessions were ongoing at the 
time of this audit. 

117. 

Adequate 

118. 

Are MSHA Forms 7000-1 accurately reviewed for proper information and 
potential violations, unsafe practices, or conditions? 

Q Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 

Determine if inspectors have sufficient equipment and supplies to conduct 
thoroug~ inspections. 

Adequate D Inadequate Q Not Applicable D Comments Below 

All field offices have a "50/50 gauge" (water pressure/flow meter) per work group except 
the Ruff Creek field office. This causes scheduling conflicts when multiple inspectors need a 
gauge during the same day or shift. 

Recommendation: Each work group should have a 50/50 gauge to alleviate scheduling conflicts. 

119. 
Determine if adequate close-out conferences are being conducted at the end of 
each inspection. 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)
District 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability ~ 

..__c_o_A_L_D_-2__.1 Field Office I Kittanning, PA I Mine ID L 

Adequate ~ Inadequate U Not Applicable U 

J Date c- J 
Comments Below 

120. 
Determine if EOl inspections at surface mines includes an observation/ evaluation 
of blast hole drilling, loading, and blasting operations. 

Adequate D Inadequate D Not Applicable 0 Comments Below 

This audit involved mine visits to three underground mines. 

121. 

Adequate 

Determine if manpower at the field office is sufficient to ensure adequate, 
complete inspections, investigations, and other activities. 

5J Inadequate D Not Applicable D Comments Below 
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(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6) (b) (6)

District COAL D-2 Field Office 

Mine Citation/Order 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability 

Kittanning, PA I Mine ID [ 

U.S. Deo.~rtment of Ulbor 
Mine Safety and Health Admin,stralion 

J 
Date 

(Contraclorl 
_, w.-. Ndice (IOlpl 

conveyor take-up unit was not adequately guarded to prevent a 
person from reaching in or falling ir.to the ex~osed movin~ rollers and the 
t a.ke-up dolly. 

Th is 1s the first i ssuance of 75.1722(a) in the last 2 years. 

9. VIOIIIion 

B lll)ury or iiiMsa could -
IOnlb!y Ill upec!!d to Ill: 

B. Sec2lon 
otAa 

No Likelilloocl Unlillllly 

, C. Pelt/Section of I TIIII30CFR 

Lost Ylollldaya Or~ Duty 

C Significant ancl Subllantilt Yas <1 No 

11 . ~nc:a (Chedl 01111) A. None B. Low C. Mocler-. 

n.l722(aJ 

~nlly Oiubling Fetal ., 

I D. Number Ill PeiiOIIt .u.cted: 00 I 

12. T)PIIoiAdlon J04(a) 13 Type of lllloanae (Check one) Cll8lion _, Order 

C. s.giiiRI 

15. Am or Equiprnenl 

16. TerminllbOn Due I Mo Da Yr 

0 Wntten Nola 
E Clalionl 

Onltr Numblf 

17. AciiOntoTerminate The take-up is adequately guarded. 

-

FOIIIIIcl MoO. Yr 

M&HIIform 700 iGIIIIISmll...._ ~~F-Mol 111M. ,_Smol...._-. ....... -
es~allalianll6m111Bu,._and~~'-"'-"""and 10 Regoonol F_Bowol.,._.._, __ --~ 
en~on:omon~- n.o_-..o~y ____ •""-"""IIII'ICY''.__.,_~. lyou-ID~cnllll 

-...a..aiMSHA.you....,CIII~FAJR(1-7:M~:M7) or-... ~----llian.OIIaoltlle-Om-. 4093la 
s..- SW MC 2120. Wlllllnpn. DC 20&11 -nollt.- IIIII y<UngtiiiD ft1e ·---Omoucloman o&IR-1D llfty -rill!*,.,.. mey '-· """'*'!! .. ngii!ID--..Mid~,._...,...,._,.._. .. F __ ~--R-C..........., 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

District COALD-2 Field Office 

Mine Citation/Order 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability 

Kittanning, P A I Mine lD 

U.S. Deollrtment of LAbor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

J Date 

for the H Belt drive, water sprinkler fire suppression is 
not volume that a miner could hear over the surrounding 
machinery noise. The last recorded examination u! Lh l ::; flL~ ::su(.J~JL'="::;::;.iuu ::;y::;L'="IIl 
was 4/6/2010. 
This is the first issuance of 75.11Cl-10 in the last 2 years. 

Sell Cordln!MDan Farm (MSHA Fonn 7000.38) 

1 1 Negligence (CI1eck one) 

B. Seclion 
OfAI::I. 

c. Pert/Section of 
Tllle30CFR 

No Lokelihoocl Unlikely ., Reasonably IJkaly 

No Lost WookGays Lost Wortuleys Or Reslneled Duty ~ 

YH No., 

A. None B. Low . ., c. Moderate D. High 

75.1101-10 

P-lly DIUIIIing falal 

001 

12. Type Of ActiOn 104(a) 13. Type of Issuance (CI1eck one) C~atiOn ., Ordef Safeguard _ Wl'lllen Notice 

14. lnlial Adion E. Citation! MoDe Yr 
A. Citation 8 Order C. Safllguard D. Wnbn Notice Order Number 

16. Area or Equiprnenl 

16. Termonatlon Due I"· .. ~ • ....-.. I -
. ~ ............ _a_nm. ___ <_2•_H_,_~ ____ ' __ ~ L---------------------------------

Seaion Ill-Temoinetion Aaoon -

17.ACIIOntoTenninate The alarm is repaired and functions as desigr.ed. 

18. Tenninatedl A. Oace~~~~~ Yr I B Tlmoo (24 Hr. Clo«* - I 
~~~~~ ----L---------------~=======-~---------------------------------------
19 Tp oflnspediOn 20. Event NumiMtr 

~EOI - 21 Primary or Mil 

23.ARNurrmer 

MSHAFonn TCJ -Gillie Smel--. R..-vEnror.....n~ F..,_loG ol 1111111.1118 Smallluoor_lldmo,_.,.,. ha 
esllblilbld a NM... • .:ll'ltn vu.•-•., ry .......... • n.,...,.r ..,,uudlm8n and 10 ~ F.,_ ac.T:tl to ~-.we CICIIIVMfttl from tmiM bulinnMIII:Dd federal 8IIJII"'CJ' ..,.,_......,. Tlw0mlo&.dlmmii'IAIIIII1 ______ _.:v'l._,._ .. .,...- f'jOUwiohiDCOIIII*IIOII 1he 

- 8C11011aoiMSHA,IIOU m.yCIIII1.881J.REG-FAIR (1-lllla-734-32•7). or-lie~ 81 Small...._. __ Olllceollle Naonll OrntooDmln. -408 3111 
Slnlel. SW MC 2120. W-.g~~n. DC 20411 - .-. -.lhet i0U1 ngllt., ._e canmont ...,,. ~ •., 8IIMan loony- ngiD ""'ITIIIY -.onc:ludo1g 
1IOe ngllll0aon1nlata1oonaand ilftiiiOMII.,._anl_e_ng_lheF-Iolne SllelyMd-~COllom-. 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

Disbict COALD-2 Field Office 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability ~ 

Kittanning, P A I Mine ID l J Date 

Mine Citation/Order U.S. DeDartment of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

The lifeline located in the No.4 ent:y Intake travel way (primary escapway) 
was not installed in such a manner for miners to use effectively to escape at 
two locations. The life l ~ne is installed over the phone lines at both 
locations, D Mains and E-Mains Intake travel way phones. This c ondition would 
not let the lifeline fall to a usable level for miners to escape. 
Th~s is ~he first issuance of this s"andard in che last 2 years. 

C Sgmfocanl and Subslaotial. 

11 . Negrogenca (c:hed< one) 

12 Type of Adion 1 04(a) 

14 Initial Action 
A Citallon 8. Oilier 

B Section 
o!Acl 

Noi.Jkelihood 

C Part/Sealon of 
f«le JOCFR 

Reaaonllbly Likely " 

75.330(d)( 7 )(iv} 

Oecllrred 

No LOSt Worlodays losl WDIIUI8ys 01 Reslncled Duty Permanently Dosabfing 

Yes ., 

A None 

C Safeguatll 

No D Number of Peraons Atfec*l: 

Blow c. Moclerate 0. Hogll " 

13. Type of lssuanoa (dleck one) C~ation ., ORJer 

0 Written Notice 
E. Cilationl 

Ol'llllrNumbef 
F. o.ted 

16 TenninaiiOn Due I A 0118 -r I B Time (24 Hr Cloclo) -

S<octocn ~~-Tlmlina~-

Fttal " 

009 

Mo Oa Yr 

17 ActiontoTermlnare The phone lines were re-routed and the lifelines are clear. 

~EOI 
22. Sognalur._ 

MSHA Fonn 70C lOIII oi!IMI Sftlall......,_ Reg...-y Enron:emont F..,._ Acl oll99fl. !lie Smal lluiiiWA Admon..ntoon-
eetablillooclaHaiiOIIII ,_ a....,_ • .,"'l'_.• .__., - ----10 A...,.,. F.._. -to--"""' ---IIIIOUI-agency 
enlotcenoenl OCiionJ Tloe Omllucllman OM"*'Y 1¥-lel~octivotiel""" ,_eiiCII aoaneYS ._..,_10-- Mycu -"1D ..,..,.on 1M 
en- OCIIOMDIMSHA. yoa moy coll-aea.REG·FAoR 11~73<1-3.241!. or-!11110- atS-nai....,_Adm,.slmon. Ofllcaai!IMI llaiiCM Ombulllman. 40113ftl 
Strwl. SW MC 21:r.l . WanongiDII, DC 20o118 Pte-.-.- ·""' yout liilf'OIDNea~-llle~ ,..,_,.,IIIIY_,IOO/II&ycumoy-. Ollduclon(l 

llle oog~tlooon181101a...,oonap,_.a --and-· a ~urong Defcn !1111 F-Mne sarety----Commisaoon. 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)(b) (6)

District COALD-2 Field Office 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability ~ 

Kittanning, P A I Mine ID L J Date 

Mine Citation/Order U.S. DeDIIrtment of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

The Strata fresh air bay, Refuge alternative utilized for the H2 Butt Rooms 
(MMU-004) working section is not equipped with 3 method for monitor1ng gas 
concentrations. 
ThiE lS the firs~ issuance of 75.1506 {a) {31 in the last 2 years. 

See Con1inUallorl Fann (MSHA Fann 7000.381 

8. Sedion 
OIACI 

No Loke~ltood Unlikely 

C Part/SeCbOn of 
Tille 30 C~I'C 

Reasonably Ukely ., 

75. !506(a)(J) 

Hoghty Likely Occurrad 

No Lost Wol1cdays lost WDikdaya Or RatnCied Duty 

Yes ., 

11 NeQiigenc:e (check one) "~ Nane 

12. Type of Action I 04{ a) 

14 Initial Acloon 
A o.non 8. orcer C Safllguard 

15. Ansa or Equipment 

18 Termonatoon Due I A. Dote -Yr 

Secllonii-T-Aclian -

No D Number of Peraons Afflicted; 

8 . Low C. Moderate D. High " 

13. Type of ISSUinCe (cl1eck one) Cll8bon " Order 

D. Written Notice 

Ia Tme (24 Hr Cloclc) 

E Citation/ 
Order Number 

F Daled 

Fatal ., 

009 

Mo Da Yr 

17 AcllOntoTennon11111 A method for monitoring gas concentrations is provided at the 
refuge alternative. 

MSHA Fann 70C . 1ol1lle 5..,.1 8--Reguii(Oiy Enb0SRW11 F..,_ I'd oi1He.lhe Smd lluslnou Adml,.._ hH 
es-a Nab0n11 Smlll a- and AQncuiiUnl Regldlloly Ombucloman and 10 Regoonot F- BoordtiO ,_ ~..,.,...,... """"*- IIDCIUI- agency 
en-leliona. Tho Omlluclman onnudjo--~-=----aglftty'l r-10 llftalll>u- "-_,IOCIOIIIMeftlon lha 
...--.ofMSHA . ...,.may ... I~EG-FAIR (1.&81·734-3247), or-N0-01 Smll au..-~. Olllolofllle "•-Ombud-n. <10113111 
S~swt. sw MC 2120. W8llllt1glcn. oc ;zo.1e. Plule - · - . INiyournoM.,No• """""*"-me~ ,..,_,..,ony_ngtllSyoumay ,...., """""""' 
one ngh110- Clllliono ono pt01101111 ,.,..,_and-• '-lnll-,.. F--Sfttv ancs "-,._ c-
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(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

District COALD-2 Field Office 

Mine Citation/Order 

-8 Cand1h0n or Pr~ctoce 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability ~ 
Kittanning, PA I Mine ID L _ 

U.S. Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

J Date 

(Contrador) 

8a. Wt1t1en Notice ( 1 03g) 

Combust1ble ~aterial, loose coal a~d coal dust, was allowed to accumulate on 
the 1 Butt Rcoms, MMU OCl-3 sectio~. The affected ared was crosscut #3 to #4 
(SS•l3101). The combustible material was approx. 0 to 12 inches in depth by 3 
to 18 inches in width by approximately 20 feet in length. The coal was dry 
throughout the entire accumulation. 

This w1ll be th~ tenth issuance of 15.400 in the l ast two years. 

11. Negligence (chedl one) 

B. Sedion 
of ACI 

No Likehhood 

NO·lOS1 Workdays 

Yes '<' No · 

Unlikely 

C Part/Section of 
T•lle 30 CFR 

Reasonat>ly L.kely . .,. 

Lost Wolltdllys Or Reslllcled Duty 

A None B. low C. Moderate .,.. 

S"' ConllnUOt""' Form (MSIIA Form 7000.lal 

75.400 

Occurl1!d 

• Pemtanenll} Olsabhng Fatal .,., 

0. Number of Persona Affected: 007 

E. Reckless DISrEgard 

12. Type of Action I O~(a) 13. Type or Issuance (c:heck one) Citabon '.I Orde• . Safeguard Wrttten Nobce · 

14. lnillaiACiiOn 
A. C•tatoon . 8 Ortllr 

15 Area or Equ•pmen1 

16 Temuna110n Oue 

C Safeguard :.. . 0 . Written Nohce 

8 rune (24 Hr Ooclcl 

E. Cilatianl 
Order Number 

F Dated Mo Da Yr 

17 Actton 10 Tenntnate The accumulation of coal and coal fines were cleaned up and the 
area was rock dusted. 

18. 

of Inspection 

~ 
.c:: 

M:.ittA rocm · OYIMJn' of the Sm•U &us.ne" R~ C"forccmcnt f111rnas .-c. o1 199G. trtr ~moll Cb.•ncasAd""n.tv•tton Nil 
6&.801~ • NaboNI !:lirMI awa.neaa .,'101,....,. . ..,,. "~-, ...>tnbuclsrnAn .md tO RetO"'el Fauneas Bc.erdaiO r.cerve ~~~from 5m-'1 Dullnn.MS lbOut federal agency 
"""""""'ln11C110nl Tile Omt.-...n -ly •••uotoo_enl_. and ratll oiCII ~~ rtspctnll-10 small lkiSIIIOU W you WISh 10 comment on U.. 
•niOtcernent aa.ono of MSHA. rou rnayQJt 1·881-REG-fAIR 1'~88-73o0.3247). 01 wnta the Omlludsm"" at Smal llus"*l Adm""SifiiUOII. 011ce ol""' '"""""" Omoud...,..., 400 l<d 
Stteel SW MC 2120 Wnhlntton. OC 2a.16 PtHte ,..ote. ~~. mat'J(U'nont IOfiN!'•commeftlwnn !he OmDuCJaman rs anaoottontoany on.rr•gnts ttNmaynave. u'Ch.la1ng 
tile nght 10 conte•l cn.bOns and ~ pen•tbn •nd oblaln • neanng oefore me Feder•l Mine Safety •NS Heahf'l; R • .,.., Com""uon 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) 
(6)(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

Disbict COALD-2 Field Office 

Mme Citation/Order 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability 
Kittanning, PA I Mine ID 

U.S. Deoartment of labor 
Mine Safety and Health Adm1n1!>tration 

J 
Date 

(Contractor) 

The spnnkler system, wh .: ch provides fire protection fo r the 1-Butt drlve and 
belt , was not set up and maintained properly in accordance with the Nat i onal 
F1re Protect i on Associat ~ on. Severa ! of the sprinkler heads were arrange in 
such a manner t hat if activated the water spray pattern would miss the i r 
lntended t arget. Also, under sized water hose that suppl1 e s waLer t o the 
sprinkler designated to protect the belt starter box did not have the capac i ty 
to supply the proper GPM flow required by the natlor. a l f i re code. 

This will. be t he fir .•H. i ss11?1nr.e nf 1"> .1 101-7 in the i.~:'H 1. wo yP.i!r :". 

9 VIOlatiOn 

8 lniUI'f or Illness IXIUIII rea
sonab be expected ~ be 

~.; . :i'IJMicant and Subltanbal· 

11 Negligence (cilecl< one) 

8 Sect1on 
of Act 

C Pat11Sect10n of 
Tale30CFR 

No Likeli~ood Unlil<ely _!{: Reasonably Ld<ely - · 

No LOSI Wo11daya losl Wol1<days Or RestriCied Duty 

Yes No .j, 

A None ·- B. Law ,_ C. MOderate -1.. 0 High 

75 .1101-7 

Occurred 

Permanently Disabling 

0 Number ol Persons Alfectacl. 

e Reckless Disregard 

Falal ., 

002 

12 Ttpe of AC%1011 I 04(a) 13 Type ol!ssuanoa (CIIedt one) CM~Jon "'- Order Safeguard WritlenNolic:e t--

t4. lnl~<~l Acllon 
A. C4atloll B Older c sareg..ard 

15 A«ea or Equ!pment 

16 Termination Due I A. Oa-' 

Sedlor m-Ttmutlol- AciiOn 1 

17. ActiOn to Terrnlnate 

0 Written Not~ ; J 

E. CilaiiOnl 
OrdetNumbtr 

FOaled Mo Da Yr 

L!_s_r_~ __ <_2_4_H_,_o_~ __ ~--~~~~~~~~~~~-----------------------------------

MSI \A :orm '10 ottnc S'!\01 ~ 1'\~ Cn#orolment F•~ ACI Of tHS, the £mel! 8ullne1roS Aclnw'\IWObOn hU 

eslltl.,hed aN '"" olnd 10 R~ Foorness 8oWliS 10 ,_...., ......,.,,. - smotl bullrleSSeS ._, !eatral agency 
enfcn:>onlel'll ·lctiOnS The 011'11l1011m1J1 annually lvllullei-IICiiV!Utl lr<l rares eiCII IJ~et~C}"I lespotiSI...,IIeSI IC small l>us!ni!SS. rt you -h to COIIIMenl on L•e 
onl<>rcornti'IIIC1!0nS CJf MSHA. you '"""COli 1-8U-REG-FAIR (1-88e-7Jo4-~2•7). Of -llle OIToi>Ydsman at SmolluSUIMS Adm;n;srr;tllon. o..-... ol N NII!Otll Oml>udsmon. <09 lod 
SUMt. SW MC 2120. WasiVtiQIDn. DC 20018 P ..... natt. nowevw. llllt ...... ngottoftle •""""'*" -tt• Ornl>lldSman 11•n _...,It> •"1 utne<,..,.. you may ...... oncJuoi"'V 
tne ngt1 :o conr.al cnaDOns ind f)fDPOMC l)8llatlJes and OIMin • l'lunng Defore 1M ;:aoerat MUll Safety .,o Hea:ltn ReVIeW Comm•s.&~on 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

District COALD-2 Field Office 

Mine Citation/Order 

1 Date llllllillllllll 
~ -6 Mind .... 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability -
Kittanning, PA I Mine ID [ 

U.S. Deoartment of Labor 
Mme Safety and Health Admtn1stral1on 

Date 

3 CilaltOnl -
Older Number 

-----+5~0~-ra-tor----~----(-
1 Miut=ID - (ConlractOI) 

8 Cond4oon "'Pra<;~tea Sa Wrtlten Not.:. ( t03g) 

!ldequate quar::iinq was not pr·ovideu 1.o prevent a person from coming in c<mtact 
wi:h both sides of the tandem drive pul l eys o r the 1- Butt Belt drtve. When 
measured, the exposed area measured approx i mately 10 inct:es by 20 inches on 
the ~Learance s1de ot the belt dr1ve a nd approx1matPiy U to lU 1nch exposect 
area on the tigh t s1de of the belt drive . 

This will be the second 1ssuance of 15.1722(b) in t he last t wo years. 

9 Violahon 

8 Injury or dtness oould rea
sonably be expected Ia be. 

c Sognoncant ana SuDs:anual~ 

11 Negligem;e (Cileck 01181 

8 Sactoon 
or Act 

C PatVSection ol 
n1e JOCFR 

No loketihoad i Unlikely Reasonably Likely ~ 

No lost Wortcdays lost Wottcdays Or Restnded Duty 

No 

A. None 8 . low C MOderate ~· 0 H111h 

S!e Con1Jnu.a11ot> F01m (MSHA Fomt 100G-3•) 

75.1722(b) 

Highly Ukely Occurred 

Permanently Dosabhng ., 

U. Numoer 01 l'ersons Anectea. 001 

E. Redt.less Otsr~ard 

12. Type at Action l04(a) 13 Type at Issuance (check one) Crtlltion ~ Orcleo Safeguard Wronen Notice 

1•. lnllla! ACIJOn 
A r.o,.!inn A Om"' C Sale!Juard 

15, /lvea or Equipment 

16 Termonelion Due I A. Dale - Yr 

Secbaiii··TernMaiiOIIAcllon 

I B lone (24 Hr Clock) 

E Cilaloonl 
Or<I..,.Nnmller 

-
F oared Mo Qa Yr 

11 A~lontoTermlnare Adequate guarding was installed and securely mounted to the 1-
Butt belt dri\·e. 

18. Terminated I A . Dale Mo Da Yr I B. Tome t2• Hr ClOck 

19 T!'J)e or lnspectoon 
(actovoty code) 

20. Event Number -22. Sgnat:2-

EOI A 
21 Promary or MrU 

23. AA Numbet 

MSHAfonn 7r -aa of VIc $mall 0u31ncM Re-gutelOI'W' [nforc:etnenl Flllfr\C'N ,tct Of l~M. lhc 5"'811 814ncN t\ctm.t'IIIVta"on hilS 

eltableJWtd ~ ~---· .... - · _ _ sman and 10 Reg.ONI F'.atmeas Boards &o fecetYI' commenb from im&ll bu$1nesseslbou1 fedll!fal agency .-r ac:110ns The Omi>JOsmln aroroually ev-enlorcoemenladMioes """..," eiiCII agenqto r-.eness 10 smal """"".. H IOU-'> 10 a>~~~me~~r on.,. 
.,.,._,, ac:110n1 of I.ISHA,JOU rr~ayc.oii1-888-II£G-fAIR IHI88-l'34·32•7), 01 "'"'" ... Qtroudoman aiSNII Busoneu """'"''",."""· OtiiOI alfle Net«• Ombudsman. •ot ltd 
Slreet. SW UC 2120. Wutun;tof' DC 20411 PiNw ,., howewet" that your nghiiO ftfe • GOt"'mef11 "'""' 1he OT!buGIINin '' tn aoGDon Ill any oU'\el riQhiS VC... may hi~ tnc.lud1ng 
1f'le nght 10 contet.t CIUit..ona and p~ pe~ ana «na.n a neanno betcwe the F edefal Mine s.tetv and ~talltl A:ey1ew Comm1sson 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

District COALD-2 Field Office 

M1ne C1lation/Order 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability ~ 

Kittanning,PA I MineiD L-

U.S. Department of labor 
Mine Safely and Health Adm.mstrauon 

J 
Date 

(ContraCior) 

8~. Wnnen Notice (10Jg) 

The record of the results of the pre-shift exam 
flight on 4/6/10 and 4/7/10 had the wrong dates 
qntered showed the exam was pcrfor~cd on 5/6/10 
entrie~ ma.de in the pre- ~J hift exam book was not 

performec on the 1-butl belt 
entered. The dates that were 
~nd 5/1/10. Alco, two of the 
signed by the t::<.Jmi.-.er. 

This will be the third issuance o f 75 . . ) 60(f) in the last t wo years . 

9. Viol~toon 

8 lnju')' or Illness cculd rea
sonab be e<Pedeclto be. 

c . S.gnific:anl and Subslanlial 

11 Negligence (Chede one) 

B SediOR 
ot Acr 

C ParVSedlon of 
TKie JOCfR 

No Llkelohooel "- Unlikely Reasonably Likely 

No Losl Worl<daya _., lost Wootcdays Or RestriCted Duty 

Yes No " 

A. Non•! 1 Blow D HIQII 

See CoobroobOn Form (MSHA farm 700fl.3a) 

75 . .160(0 

H.ghly Likely Oca'"ed 

Permanently DISablutg Fatal 

D Nutrber of Persons Afleeled· 000 

E Reckless Disregard 

12. Type of Actoon 1 O.:(a) 13 Type of Issuance (CIIIIdt one) Cotatoon " Oro:ter Safeguard Wrollen Notice 

14. ln~ial Action 
A. Citation j 8 _ Order 

15. Area or Equ.pment 

16 Terminaloon Due 
AOatii-Yr 

"'saa.-..,..o-n-::111-~Te-rm-.,.---Adlan,-,l'---_; 

17. Adioft 10 Terminate 

D. Wntten Notoce 
E Clationl 

OrllerNumbe< 

B r.,. (:>4 Hr rJnr.Jo) -

L------== 

18 lerm•nated A Dale MoDa Vr II r,me (24 Hr ClOCk 

SecDoo 111-Aulo~Niecl Sys~M\ Oall 

19 Type oflnspee~oon 
~EOI 

~ - 21 Pnrraf\1 or Mill 

F Dated Mo Da Yr 

2; AR Number 

MSHA. Form 71 IS ol the Small Busl"esl RegutalOI"' Enforcement fillrneU A.::t of !t96. !tllt Small Busness AdmrniStrlbOn haS 
tSUtDr'SI'*i a I smen and 10 Regen• Fauness Soares to reut~te comment~ from small Dusmesses AtiOUt federl!ltg~cy 
~ .aaons. The Ombvdltnan ~ ev.auara enfofc.emen~ ~ rnct rates ucn ~ef'CV's ,espom.veneu to 511\atl tvs.ness If~ Mlh to ID"'Iment en U'le 
en"'""'"""' IC!Iona o1 1.4$~ ,ou may cd 1-818-REG·FAIR (1·1811-734·324 7). "'wnot!N Omoua•"'•" ao Smal Busnless Adtn1t111112110n. Ofke ol llle Na"""ll Omt>uds,.,., 409 3r<l 
SII'Mt. sw MC 2120. Wllftrr'9l0n, DC 20418 Ptease r-ote. nowe.,., tnat your "OM to fta.a CIJf1V'NI"C wrtn lhe Omaudsman 15 '"ua~ton 10 any oD'Ier ngnt& VOJ tnay htt..,• enchJalng 
o•e <>Ohllo contest ca.~ms and prooo54ICI penalbos andllbll111 a heanno oelore 111o F _,., ..,. Sat.~y and 1100111 Rev- c.,.,.,.,,., 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6) (b) (6)

District COALD-2 Field Office 

Mine Citation/Order 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability ~ 

Kittanning, PA I Mine lD L-

U.S. Oeparlment of LiiiJur 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

J Date 

(Conllador) 

8a Wnnen NOIIC8 ( 1 D3g) 

!'he roof aren where persons work or travel is not supported or oLlu~rwt :"ie 

c::ontr.olled to protect persons from hazards related to falls of roof. face ·H 
ribs in the ~1 Bel~. the affected area began at the 11 Belt tailp!ece and 
ex tended outby approximately five cross cuts {SS#l30011. Loose hanging rock 0 
t o five inches thick by several f eet in diameter was detected at several 
locations w1 t h in t he five crosscut area. 

This standard was cited 9 times in two years aL this mine. 

B Section 
of Ad 

A Injury 01 Illness (lias) (as) No Likehhood 1 Unlikely 

C. Pafi/SeciKln ol 
Tiii•JOCFR 

Reasonablv U<ely ., 

see Connnualion Form (MS~" Form 7tJ00.3a) 

75.::!02(8) 

Highly Likely Oc.cunecl 

a Injury or iPnes.s ooull; rer 
so•• be ••~.oc:llo be: No Lost W011cdays . Losl Workdays Or Restncted Duty Permanently Olsablong Fatal • ., 

C S•gn•ficant and Substantial. Yes"" No 0 Num:Mlr of Persons Alfected: 001 

11 Negligence (cheek one1 A None Blow C Modetale 0 Hagh ~ E. ReCkless Dasregard • 

12 Type of AeliOII 104(a) fl. T~pe of Issuance (died! one) C4abon ;;j Older · Safeguard . Wrinen NotJCe • 

t 4 lnilQJ Act•on 
A. Cilalion B Onle• 

15 Araa or EQuipment 

c safegu;lrd .. o Wntten Nola 
E Ci!allcW 

Onlef Numlll!t 
Mo Oa Vr 

16 Termination Due , .... Dote. Yr 

L!_a_r_rn_• __ <2_~_'_''_c_bd! __ ) _____ lllllll ~'-------------------------------------
Secllon II~·Temunataon A.-

17 AciJOn 10 Term~nare 

18 Term'""""'IA O•te MoOa Yr I . • B. T•ma (24 Hr CloCk 

tnspea•on 

~ 
~ 

>AS"" form 1C $mill llusaMSS ROll"•..,.., Eofor_,.m F...-...., ol ~~~ ""' Smll &o.uaesa Ad""""nlon lias 
esoalllolheela • a 10 Rogaonat f1<,... Boordl 11> rea~•e ..,.,.....,.from"""""'-'" oDGUttecleral aa-•cv 
enromernent ICIJDRI The o~n &nnually a'lalualK erumcenent aarv.ues and rates eact1 1gency1 responSiveness 10 small tiUSU"eH If you W'ISh to com."ft8nt on h 
eni0R2menl.,.,1 of MSHA. ""' may c.ll I .alia-REG-FAIR (I .allf.734-32>47J. 01 '''"" tile Ombucloman at Sono• --Adrn ... t..r-. 011\at of tile Nat""'•' Ombu<l""""' •ot 3fd 
Street SW MC 2120. WiiSlllniiOn. OC 20418 Ploose nole . ..... vet. In at rour fl!lllllo file a CCIMietll,..rt tile Clrnbuct>rnao as "' - 10 any oth•r "9"15 you may na.e "'<""'"'9 
the ~ Ia earnest 01111ans and Ol'tiPC)SICI QenaHII!s ana ~n a fteanng b!fate lhe Feoe.ral Mine Safety ~nd .;e;l'" R.ev;ew Comnus...cl'l 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6) (b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

District COALD-2 

M1ne C1tahonJOrder 

Section 1--VIOla bOn Data 

~ 
... To 

Field Office 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability -
Kittanning, PA I Mine ID [ 

U.S. Deoartment of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Admm1stra11on 

] Date [ .. 

~ - (Contrador) 
8 r.;onaot1on or 1-'racta Sa Written Notioa 1 10Jg) 

A record of ~he results of the pre-shift exams conducted an the mines Refuge 
Alternatives had not been recorded in the pre-Shl : t exam book. Confirmation 
that Ute exams were conducted was ven.tied oy the DTI beards located at tt:e 
Refuqe Alternatives. 

Thi:s will be 1.he first ~ ssudn-:: e :;;f 7!"1.360(() in rt:e last twc years. 

See Conllnuat10n Forni (MSHA Form 700G-3a) 

9 V1olatton 

8. Injury or 1llness could rea
!Onab!y be expecled to be: 

C S19mftcant and Substantial. 

t 1. Negligence (chec:ll one) 

8 Sect1on 
or Ad 

C. Part/See110n of 
IItie JOl:~K 

No LikelihOod Unl1kety _, Reasonably Ltkely 

No Lost Workdilys _, LOSI Workdil'l$ Or ReatnCied Duty 

Yes No ., 

A Nooe BLON C Moderate ., 0 Hogh 

75 . .l60( f) 

Highly Like!)" Occu~ 

Permaner.lly Dosabling Falal 

.o Number cf Persons Affected· 000 

E Reckless Disregard 

12. TypeofActiOII 104(a) 13. Type of Issuance (dlecll one) Citatoon ., Order Safeguard WnnenNotoce 

14 IMial ActiOn 
A. CitatiOn B. Oraer 

1 S. Area or Equ1pment 

c Sateguara o wnnen Nota 
E Cotation/ 

Oraer NumDer 

16 Termonabon Due I A Date • Yr Is T•me (24 Hr. Clock) -

Secoon 111-TennmllbOn Acbon 

F Dated 

17.ActoontoTerm:nate The mine management retrained the mine examiners on proper 
record keeping techniques. 

Mo Da Yr 

~SHA. Form 7000.3. Apr 01 (tHWCSJ lr1 an::orcbii1Ct! IMih tn. £1'0\11'1101'11 ol UMt Small BuA~MY A"'ttiiiU)ty Fnf~ F••'""* Act nl •HfS lhfll Sm;tU RIIM"P" AdmmiAR'•Mn fur. 
.. -I H<IIIDOa· Small a ......... lndAQrcullule RII\)UII1oly 0-and 10 RIIII(NJ F ....... Soord&IO-<!D<Tl~MniS lrorn small-- Ob0u11ec10<al
entorc.ernent actions The Ombudsman annuJIIy evah,,..es enlotalrnent KIM!Iet. and 111tt1 ead'l agency's resQOM&\"anUS 10 small buSineU II )Q.I WISh 10 comment on lf'le 
enlorcemont aciiOnl o1 MSHA. !IOU may .,.y 1-818·REG-FAIR ( t-81111-730-32•71. a - me OmDudornoo> at Smal l!usiMU Mrron11nll0n o«oco ol the Natielnal OmlluCSsman. •at 3• 
S11ee1. SW MC 2120 Waomngson DC ~1& Please IIOie. ,._ver that '/f>JI ng11110 f1le • commentWJIIIthe Omouclsmon IS 1n illdlll()n to any_, ngnts!'OU may have. li1CIUGing 
tne "'lh1IOCDniOSICIIBIIOnUf1d ~ pelli!ILeO .ncl OOialo 0 hUO"'I before,. Fe<ll!at -Safety an<! Hea!IIR .. Iew C.,..,....,., 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)(b) (6)

(b) (6)

District COALD-2 Field Office 

Mine C1tat1on/Ordcr 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability ~ 

Kittanning, p A I Mine ID L 

DRAFT 

J 
Date 

The sprinkler system, which provi~es fire protection for the C-Malns drive and 
~elt, was not set up and maintained properly. F~ve sprinkler heads were 
;overed wL~~ mud/~ludgc, ~he hea~ 3en3ing elc~ant3 were not vi~ible, entombed 
in a thick lcyer of debris . Several of the sprinkler heads were not atmed 
properly or were missing the dispersion appdratus (daisy), this condition 
"'cuJ.d limit the ,.;ater !!pray pattern ability to hit the intended tar."Jets. 

This will be the first issuance of 7~.1101-6 in the last two ye~rs. 

9 V10la!1011 B.Sec11011 
ofAcr 

C PartiSei:loon of 
Tille :lO CFR 75.1101-fl 

No LJkeJ•hood Unhkely .., Reasonably Likely H19hly Likely Ckcurrecl 

B InJUry or Illness c:ould rea· 
SDII&bly be expected ro be 

• 1. Negkgence <cn•dl one) 

No lost Woll<days 

Yes No .., 

A None Blow 

Losr Wor<.days Or Restnc:!ed Duty Pe:'manenUy Oisaohng 

0 Number of Persons Affected. 

C. Modefllte .., 

' 2 Type of ActiOn 104(a) 13 Type of Issuance (Chedl one) Cda!IOn .., Oroer Safeguanl . 

!4 IM~:ot! AdiOn 
A CllilltUII 

• 5 Area oo Equrpmerrt 

c saregu<~lll 

·s T•rrmnalion Due I ~~~~ Yr I 

E C~a!IOnl F Dated 
0 Wo~len Nollce OrUt=r Nl.I1WI 

·r ACIIOIItoTemunar• The water spn.nkler t:eads \vere cleaned, replaced and 
:eposlsitloned as r.eeded • 

Yr I B Tlll'le (24 Hr ClOck .. 

Fatal .., 

002 

Written Notrce 

Mo Oa Yr 

M:iiiA rorm 7000.3. Afil 00 (tewtaed} In ec:c;.ofQa"'CCC -'ltllhe plO'III~t of the &m8U Ekl!itneN RegiJ.aotY Enforc:ctncnl Fa11nest Ad oi14J!»&. tnc &mall ~ncoa.AdrrllnJ$113\JOn t\31 
eS1abhll!lld a Na!IONI Smoa BuSinen ano A9neuft111o RegulllOfY Oml>uCISman anc1 10 Rog~onar Faorlle1! Sollras 10 recerw. a>mmenllllrorn small ouscresses oDOut- agency 
lrf'\fofcement KbOftS Tl\e Ombudln"lan annul!ty ev.ruetet enfarcatnent ldMtM and ralft eac:ft agency, reiPQI\SIYII\HIIO sm1u tluSal1eSa If you ..,.., to cxwn!TM!'"t on tne 
Otlforc.omenl OCIIOill ol-.-may caN 1 .a118-REG-FAIR (l.jlll·734·32.71 01- ... Ombu<l....., .t SmaiBusoneu ActmonsUa-. Ofl\ce cl llle N-Ombudsman. 4011 3rc 
Strtte1, SW MC 2120. W•hU\gtOn. OC 20411 PJe.asenaw. hOWever.lhMyoungn\tor,le• c:ommem'llllll1h 1tw Ombudsman JS "'~100 tu~o~t~er raghtS~ ma.,·N_,. lnduG"'Q 
N nqht 10 o:M'\teSt CQUQnl anct pt"OpOieG peMitlft ana OCUJn • neanng betoce me F~ Mane Salet'y 1'\d Hea11h ReY!ew Cat•R"Mis!On 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)(b) (6)

District COALD-2 

Mine C1tat1on/Order 

.. To -

Field Office 

United States Department of labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability -
Kittanning, PA I Mine ID [ 

DRAFT 

J Date 

(Conlractor) 

G l..onoouon m l'rlldJC& 8a Written NO!iU 1 1 D3gl 

The exposed main drive belts and pulleys {Landem) on the C-Main belt drive was 
not quarded to prevent miners from coming in contact wit1 the pinch points. A 
belt cross over/under access point was installed in close proximity Lo the 
Landem drive pulleys . This condition places miners near the tandem pulleys. A 
m:.ner travaled t:hr.ouqh this area while the i.n;;pection was in progress The 
exposed area measured approx.22 inches X 36 inches. 

This will be t!"le second issuance of 75.1722 {a) in tt:e last t.wo years. 

9 Voolaloon 

10. Gravoty 

B. Section 
oiAcl 

A. InJury or Jllness (has) (1$)" No LokeHhood 

8. InJury 0< ~lneu coUd rea
sonably be expecle:l 10 oe: 

C Sognoficant and Sutstantoal 

No Lost Workdays 

Yes ., No 

Unlikely 

C Part/Sectoon of 
r41e 30CFR 

Reasonably Lokely ., 

LDSI Woll<days Or Restrocled 0uty 

11 Negligence (cnec:JI ore) A None Blow c MDdenHe ., D Hig~ 

See Conbnuabon Farm (USHA Farm 7000-la) 

75 17n(a) 

Hoghly Likely Occurred 

Permanently O.sabl!ng Fatal ., 

0 Number of Persons Affected 001 

E Reckless Oosregard 

12. Type of ACioon 104(nl 13 Type of lssuanoa (cheek onel Cotaloon ., Order Safeguard Written Nobce 

14 lnotoal Actoon 
A. C~a1oon B. Order C Sofevuerd 0 . Written NotiCe 

15. Area or Equopment 

16 T erminatoon Due 

17 Actoon 10 Tennonate 

I 8 Tome (24 Hr Cloclo 

ECIIa!ionl 
Ordor Number 

-I 

F Dated Mo Oa Y• 

MSHA Form 7000·3. Aproe trtviM'l) In ac:::cor4ilnat Wtlh ll'e pr~ of 1tN Srn.i&IIIW~t~nc:sa. Rt:VYitfbiy fnMW~,_ll Fa1u~Acl. ul 19M, lhw S.rai!i118u»tt~AUr•a~~u•liUI•I~~D 
eslal>i•shed • Na..,al Smoi Buoo-. and Agnc.onure ~egu"""'Y Ombu4siNn...., 10 AflloOnal Foor- Barlrcts 10 re<eove....,.,.... ~""' .....,1 lloosoneo-- ,_.,_.,. 
8101o<oement actoono The Onbu4srftato annually.,.,_·- ICIMII .. aNI rallS eaciiiQ<!f'CY'• respon11- to......, DUslnHI « yau _, 10 ....,_,.on me 
--. ac:t'"'""' MSHA. ,.... ....., c:.w 1-888-AEG-FAIR (1-IS8-13C-J247), 01 "'"" ""'OmDurlamln 11 SrNon BusoiMIU """""111r111o0n. 0t11oe ollhrl NaloOf'aJ Omllud""'""· •09 3nl 
SU<e!. SW MC 2120. Wastongton. DC 20.1& Pie ... flOle , ,_lie<. N1 yournghoto""' a ....,enl- 1he OmiiUO.,...n •s '" aod•oon lo a"'t otl>lr ngrns- may na,. . .nclud•ng 
the ngnt 10 contoso 01111toons and propoleG penoooes - obl.,n a heanng Detore 11rt Fodelll Mo~~e Satoly and I"IUIIII Re•- Com..,~soon 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)

United States-Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability 

District COAL D-2 I Field Office I Kittanning I Mine ID [. ] Date ~.--~____....~] 

All electric face equipment, which is taken into or used inby the last open crosscut, was not maintained in 
permissible condition. The #1 scoop, SN 482-1731, located in the F1 Rooms section, had two loose bolts in 
the plane joint cover of the breaker box and one loose bolt in the plane joint cover of the main control panel. 
When measured with a gauge, there was no gap exceeding .004 inches between the cover and the box of 
either paneL Methane readings at the faces of the F1 Rooms section were 0.0%. This is the 13th violation of 
75.503 at this mine in the last two years. 

Considering the number of times this was cited, a higher degree of negligence should have been considered. 
An occurrence related to permissibility would also be likely to affect more than 1 person. 

t;ons1aenng tne nu111Ut:1 u• lnnc~ ....................... , ...... ,. •• _. --.. · __ . 

MinelD Citation I Issued Type 30CFR S&S Likely Injury Affected Negligence - - 104(a) 75.204(C){1) y RL PO 1 Low Citation 

There were five fully grouted 42 inch resin roof bolts installed in the intersection of the #3 Lo-Lo Belt entry, 
just inby the Lo-Lo belt tail, MMU 004-0, F1 Butt Rooms, that the bearing plates were not installed firmly to 
the roof line. When minimal pressure was applied the bearing plates could be spun easily. The Eimco 
continuous miner and the Long Airdox MBC were tramming through this area. This will be the first issuance 
of 75.204(c)(1) in the last two years. 

A citation for inadequate examinations should have also been considered. 
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(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

District COALD-2 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability 

Field omce Ki- I Mme ID ~ 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability 

District COAL D-2 I Fkld Offire I !Gttanning MU>e lD ~ 

. ~- -L.- • •• ., ... - · ·- '""-"""" .. 

distance between personnel doors in permanent stoppings, used to separate the belt conveyor 
taullaa4eWClY from the return air course, was more than 300 feet in a seam height below 48 inches. The 

required door between #3 and #2 heading, in 1 North East Main, located one crosscut inby ss 11092, in #3 
heading, was gobbed and impassable. This is the 2nd violation of 75.333(c)(1) at this mine in the past two 
years. 

MineiD Citation J Issued Type 30CFR S&S likely Injury Affected Negligence - - 104(a} 75.517 N UL FTL 1 Mod Citation 

Power wires and cables were not insulated adequately and fully protected. The outer conduit of the size 
6, 480 volt, cable, supplying electrical power to the #20, 30 HP, pump had separated from the switch box 
connector, exposing the insulated inner wires. The exposed area measured approximately one half inch. 
The pump is located along the tight side of the 2 West Beltline, in the #3 entry and was immediately 
removed from service by the operator. This is the thirteenth violation of 75.517 at this mine in the past two 
years. 

Considering the number of times this was cited, a higher degree of negligence should have been 
considered. 

Issued 30CFR Negligence 

Mnn 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

District 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability 

COAL D-2 Field Offke I Kittanning I Mine 1D c-
:;. 

The distance between personnel doors, installed in permanent stoppings constructed after November 15, 
1992, permitting travel between aircourses, was more than 300 feet in a seam height below 48 inches. The 
distance between personnel doors in 1st North West Mains, crosscut 38 and 45 was approximately 420 
feet. These doors are to permit travel between the primary and secondary escapewaysThis is the third 
violation of 75.333(c)1 at this mine in the past two years .. 

The #4 twin boom Fletcher roof bolting machine, sin 2006023, operating on the 1-Butt rooms MMU-002 
section was not being maintained in safe operating condition. A cross member plate that was welded on 
the back of the ATRS support bracket assembly was broke completely off. The Assistant to the Mine 
Foreman, Rick Beers immediately removed this roof bolter from service. Within the last two years this 
section of the law has been cited 13 times. 

Considering the number of times this was cited, a higher degree of negligence should have been 
considered. 

The #18 Marmon Research mantrip (sin 3728-27) located in the pit charging bay was not maintained in 
a safe operating condition. The Look-a-head-system when tested did not work. The tram pedal was left 
in the on position and the panic bar (emergency shut down system) was tested, when the panic bar was 
reset with the tram pedal in the on position the mantrip started to move in high tram. The mine mechanic 
immediately removed this mantrip from service. This is the 14th time this section of the law has been 
cited within the last two years. 

Considering the number of times this was cited, a higher degree of negligence should have been 
considered. The number of persons affected does not reflect that this is a mantrip. 
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(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

Disbict 

United States Department of Labor 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Office of Accountability 

COAL D-2 I Field Offke I Kittanrung I Mine ID r- J Date c-
The water sprinkler (required for firefighting) system installed to protect the I Butt belt-conveyor drive was 
not installed and maintained in accordance with Sections 75.1101-7 through 75.1101-11. Both branch 
lines were installed above the top belt instead of one branch line positioned above the top belt and one 
installed between the top and bottom belt, as required by 75.1101-S(b). Also, no sprinkler was installed 
above the electrical control (starter box), as required by 75.11 01-S(a).This mine operator has not been 
cited for violations of this standard at this mine in the last two years. 

The waterline installed parallel to the F Butt belt conveyor was not equipped with firehose outlets with 
valves at 300-foot intervals. The distance from the firehose outlet just outby Survey Spad No.967 to the 
firehose outlet near Survey Spad No.928 was approximately 500 feet. This mine operator has not been 
cited for violations of this standard at this mine in the last two years. 
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