the main north coal conveyor belt starting at the No. 1 belt
drive unit and extending inby to the head roller of the 3rd
east belt unit for approximately 205 crosscuts.  Inspector
Melvin's citation does not specify or explain any conditions
supporting the conclusion that the cited travelway was not
maintained clear for at least 24 inches wide in the cited
area.
When asked to explain the circumstances under which he
issued Citation No. 2200849, Inspector Melvin replied "there
was something there that concerned me and portions of it
was walkways and just portions of it there would be an
accumulation."  He also alluded to certain roof falls which
had occurred, and which were timbered over or marked out
by the belt examiners (Tr. 29-30).
When asked to explain the circumstances under which he
No. 2299849,' Inspector Melvin stated "again they would have
falls, the roof falls, * * * and I couldn't tell you off
hand how many crosscuts out there, about halfway down through
there they have falls" (Tr. 30).  He  also alluded to some
bad top, and the fact that when bad is encountered "they are
supposed to either cross over or under that belt" (Tr. 31).
Inspector Melvin conceded that he failed to detail
the conditions he observed in his citations, and he agreed
that this should have been done (Tr. 31).  He explained
that since "company people and union people" travel with
him on his inspections, he assumes they know what he has
in mind, and he stated that "we all see this and we don't
take it offhand that somebody is going to read the citation
that don't know what we are talking about" (Tr. 31).  When
asked whether or not the respondent knew what the inspector
was citing, counsel stated "I would imagine a company person,
walking around with them, was able to determine exactly what
was disturbing the inspector" (Tr. 32).  During a bench colloquy
regarding the question of specificity of the citations,
petitioner's counsel stated "well, they understood what it
was" {Tr. 47).
Section 104 (a) of the Act requires an inspector to issue
a citation with reasonable promptness when he believes that
a mine operator has violated the Act, or any mandatory health
or safety standard promulgated under the Act.  The law also
requires an inspector to state and describe in writing with
particularity the nature of the violation.  I construe this
statutory language as a condition precedent to any citation,
and an inspector is obligated to at least specify on the face
of his citation the specific condition or practice that he
observes which leads him to believe that a mine operator
has violated the law.
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