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Federal M ne Safety and Heal th Revi ew Conm ssi on
O fice of Adm nistrative Law Judges

LANSALOT A. OLGUN N, Conpl ai nt of Discrimnation
COVPLAI NANT
Docket No. WEST 82-125- DM
V.
Pinto Valley M ne
Cl TI ES SERVI CE COVPANY,
| NSPI RATI ON CONSCLI DATED
COPPER COVPANY,
RESPONDENTS

DECI SI ON

Appear ances: David F. Gomez, Esquire, Phoenix, Arizona, for the
conpl ai nant E. W Hack, Esquire, Tulsa, Cklahoma,
for the respondent Cities Service Conpany Jon E
Petti bone, Esquire, Phoenix, Arizona, for the
respondent I nspiration Consolidate Copper Conpany

Bef or e: Judge Koutras
Statement of the Proceedi ngs

This is a discrimnation proceeding initiated by the
conpl ai nant agai nst the respondents pursuant to section 105(c) of
the Federal M ne Safety and Health Act of 1977, charging the
respondents with unlawful discrimnation. M. dguin alleged
that the respondents retaliated agai nst himby term nating and
refusing to hire himbecause of certain safety conplaints he nmade
to MSHA

Respondents filed answers to the conplaint denying the
al l egations of discrimnation, and after extensive pretrial
di scovery, and several pretrial interlocutory rulings and an
appeal , the matter was scheduled for a hearing on the nerits on
Phoeni x, Arizona, March 2, 1983. The hearing was conti nued and
cancel l ed after the parties advised ne that they had reached a
settlenent, and by notions filed with me on March 10 and 14,
1983, the parties now nove for approval of the settlenent and
di sm ssal of the case
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Di scussi on

The joint notion for approval of the settlenment in this case
is executed by counsel for all parties, including the conplainant
Lansal ot A. dguin, by and through his attorney. The settlenent
proposals reflect that M. A guin has entered into separate
settl enent agreenents with each of the named respondents, and the
parties state that the settlenment is intended to settle and
di spose of any and all clainms arising out of M. A guin's
di scrimnation cases filed in the captioned dockets. Upon
approval of the settlenent, the parties jointly nove for a
di sm ssal of this matter.

The ternms of the settlenment agreements executed by the
parties are included with the notions, and they are a matter of
record. The parties state that in order to put this matter to
rest and to avoid additional litigation time and expense, and
upon approval of the settlenment proposal, the named respondents
will each pay to the conplainant the sumof $1,000 in ful
settlenent of their respective disputes.

Concl usi on

After full consideration of all of the pleadings filed by
the parties in this matter, including the terns of the
settlenent, | conclude and find that the settlenent disposition
is a reasonable resolution of the disputes and that approval of
same is in the public interest.

CORDER

In view of the foregoing, the notion for approval of the
settlenent IS GRANTED, the settlement IS APPROVED, and upon ful
conpliance with the ternms thereof, this matter 1S D SM SSED.

Ceorge A. Koutras
Admi ni strative Law Judge



