MEMO
To:      Scott Roberts
From: James P. Lamont
Date:   11-15-02
Subject: Signature on Final Report

By this letter I am officially advising you that I can not sign off on the “Governors Commission on Abandoned Mine Voids and Mine Safety” final report for the following reasons:

First, the report in my opinion, fails to address three very important issues that are needed to protect coal miners in the state of Pennsylvania.

1. It gives the clear appearance of removing the 500’ buffer next to abandoned mines, implemented by Governor Schweiker following the Quecreek accident. That 500’ distance added an extra margin of safety to prevent another Quecreek mine accident.  The Commission report replaced these enhanced protections for miners, with the pre existing 200’distance that was in effect at the time of the Quecreek accident.   

2.  Does not call for ending the practice of having miners drill into a block of coal for a distance of 20’ in advance.  This practice can leave the possibility of only a thin 10’ distance between the miners and  a lake of water or other inundation hazard.  The Commission report only encourages alternatives to that hazard.  Evidence however shows that drilling can and is being accomplished for thousands of feet in Pennsylvania coal mines. This long distance drilling can place miners in a safe location.
3. Fails to straight forwardly require or refer to a specific method of  physically validating and verifying the boundaries of the coal block to be mined and adjacent mine and voids.  The report appears to give too much reliance on mine maps (that, for a number of reasons can be faulty) and other unexplained evidence.
During the past week, commission members were flooded with many documents in a mad rush to complete this report.  The end result was a confusing document that  can be read and interrupted in different ways. With the Chairman leaving the country, leaving DEP in charge to finalize the document, I believe this left the Commission at a disadvantage in resolving some of the issues such as those in which I have raised.  

The Commission also did not have the opportunity to review and address the final reports from MSHA, or the State of which I raised concern about throughout the process.  In addition, the Commission also did not have the opportunity to talk with and question the mine operator from Black Wolf, and the opportunity to talk with the 9 miners involved in the accident was unfortunately declined.  The Commission on numerous times requested from the State an explanation, and interpretation of section 236 of the State Law.  This never did materialize.

The report referenced many good points that were addressed at  the public meetings.  It did not address, what went wrong at Quecreek.  There is much to be examined in the wake of the Quecreek accident.  While some questions have been answered, many have not.  I believe the States preliminary report did not depict the events that led to the accident at the Quecreek mine. For one thing, testimony from the miners on the events that took place prior to the accident contradicts the state preliminary report. 

 In closing, I do not feel comfortable placing my signature on a report that has such missing evidence and information that is fourth coming, and a report that does not address the solutions that are needed to  protect the miners in this state.

James P. Lamont

James P. Lamont

