A.  The 24-inch walkway is included for where
they start out is from the belt roller—from the
ropes, the steel ropes that holds the belt conveyor
out 24 inches.  The accumulations of the coal
was partially into the 24 inches from the belt.
I wouldn't say it was all the way out to the rim
or I wouldn't say it was away onto the other side.
If I had of, I would have put it in my citation.
Q.  Now, to the extent that it only extended from
the ropes onto the walkway, that by itself,
without the accumulation under the belt, would
you have cited that significant and substantial?
A.  If it had been just from the ropes into the
walkway, no, ma'am, if it hadn't had the hot rollers
there or the hot—
Q.  So your primary concern was the danger of fire?
A.  Yes, ma'am.  If it had been into the walkway
itself, it would have been non-S&S, it would have
been just the possibility of a person going by
there, stumbling, tripping, causing an injury to
his body in some form.
Q.  Earlier on, you mentioned figures from eight
to thirty people who were exposed to the danger
exhibited in this significant and substantial
violation.  Those thirty people that you mentioned
are primarily people who would have been in danger
because of a fire or explosion?
A.  Yes, ma'am.
Q.  It would not have been 30 people who would have
been endangered by walking that walkway?
A.  No, ma'am, it was possibly two people.  It
would only be about two people that would be down
through that walkway.  Like I said, it would be
on each shift, two people on the first shift.  If
possible, the men that was working in that neighborhood,
if they could have a person working along the belts
to clean up, he would be on that side.  The examiner,
if he was on that side, it could possibly be him.
Q.  But at the time of the citation, it was probably
how many people?
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