
STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION
215 PROFESSIONAL BUILDING

1036 QUARRIER STREET
CHARLESTON. WEST VIRGINIA 25301

ARCH A. MOORE. JR
Governor

TELEPHONE: 304·348·2616

March 5, 1986

Sandra K. Adams
3842 West Cheryl Drive
Phoenix, AZ 85021

Carol ine Coal Company
Box 281
Auxier, KY 41602

Ca rl McAfee, Esq.
1022 Park Avenue
Norton, VA 24273

RE: ES-280-75, Adams v Caroline Coal Company

Dear Ms. Adams, Mr. McAfee, and Executive Officer:

Herewith please find the Order of the WV Human Rights Commission in
the above-styled and numbered case of Sandra Kay Adams v Carol ine
Coal Company, ES-280-75.

Pursuant to Article 5, Section 4 of the WV Administrative Procedures
Act [WV Code, Chapter 29A, Article 5, Section 4] any party adversely
affected by this final Order may file a petition for judicial review in either
the Circuit Court of Kanawha County, WV, or the Circuit Court of the
County wherein the petitioner resides or does business, or with the judge
of either in vacation, within thirty (30) days of receipt of this Order. If
no appeal is filed by any party within (30) days, the Order is deemed
final.

Sincerely yourS

f-r=I~cuce.2s I~~7
Howard D. Kenn y
Executive Director

HDK/kpv/ j cp
Enclosure
CERTIFIED MAIL/REGISTERED RECEIPT REQUESTED.



BEFORE THE WEST VIRGINIA HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION

SANDRA KAY ADAMS,
COMPLAINANT,

v. ES-280-75

CAROLINE COAL COMPANY
RESPONDENT.

ORDER

Anne B. Charnock, Esquire, Hearing Examiner in the above-styled

matter I has received a Motion from Counsel for the Complainant asking

that this matter be closed and has recommended to the Commission that

it close this case and remove it from its docket.

The Commission, perceiving no reason not to follow the

recommendation of the Hearing Examiner! it is therefore ORDERED that

this case be closed for lack of a respondent and that it be stricken

from the docket.

Entered this ~ ~ day of ~~~~/Q,-r , 1986.



Como lainan t

BEFORE THE ~-JESTVIRGINIA HUMAN RIGHTS COHMI

SANDRA KAY ADAMS,

v.

CAROLINE COAL COMPANY,

Respondent

Rl~COHNENDATION

By letter dated the 7th day of June, 1985 (which is
attached hereto as Appendix A) counsel for Complainant asks that this
case be closed for lack of a respondent.

Furthermore$ counsel for Complainant spoke to this

Hearing Examiner via phone on the 30th day of September, 1985

and again requested that this case be closed.

And furthermore it appears that counsel for Complainant

has exercised due diligence to locate this Respondent without success.

Therefore this Hearing Examiner, perceiving no reason
not to allow this motion, reconnnends that the Commission close this case

and remove it from its docket.

DATE: II) --I
A~'Ul}Ur1:,ttlt.1jC/\.j1r'lAli

Hearing Examiner


