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U.S. Deportment
of Transportation
Pipeline and
Hazardous MaterialS :
Admlnl..utk;n

Mr. R. Alan Englehart
Vice President, Engineering Operations
Texas Gas Transmissions, LLC
P.O. Box 20008
Oweosboro, KY 42301

RE: CPF No. 2-2005-1006

Dear Mr. Englebart :

Enclosed is the Final Order issued by the Associate Administrator for Pipeline
above-referenced case. It makes findings of violation and
acknowledge receipt of Texas Gas Transmission's, payment dated
$5,000 as payment for the civil penalty assessed for Item 3.
automatically upon payment of the balance of the total civil penalty.
constitutes service of that document \mdcr 49 C.F.R. § 190.5.

Enclosure

Mr. Jeffrey B. McMaine, Manager, Pipeline Safety and Integrity, Texas Gas

Ms. Linda Daugherty, Director, OPS Southern Region
~:

~TIFIHD MAn. -RE'n 1RNRECEIP' I REO~TED
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Sincerely,

d- 1~~2..-~--
James Reynolds
Pipeline Compliance

SafetyOffice of



PlnLINE AND

Tl:XAS GAS TRANSMISSION, L~

Respoadeat.
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ReIpOndClltrespolld ed to the Notice by 1etta' d8ted April 6, 2OOS (Re8pOn8e). ReIpOIldCllt
one of the allegations of violation, offered infonnation to explain the allegations and
infonnation ~aning the co"«;~ve Kbooa it bas tKaL R~odmt a1IO paid the prop
penalty for Item 3 of the Notice and requested mitigabon of the PJ'OIJC.ct civil patalty fOi
the Notice. Respondent did not request a bearing. and therefore bu waived the right to I

u.~~

RelJX)ildent did oot contest the alleged violation of §192.491(c), in
Accordingly, I find that Respondent violated 49 C.F .R. Parts 192, U mo
Notice:

49 C.F .R-§ 192.491(c}- failme to maintain areccxd OfCKh test, survey, oriDlP«: bon
required by this subpart in sufficient detail to demonstrate the adequxy of corrosion
CODtn)I meIIIUa or 1baI a COnt)Iive condition ~ DOt exilt, as RespolMlellt did oot
have recorda for the 200 I and 2002 almual surveys for the subject tats 00 the WGS

line.
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fmding of violation will be
against Respondent.

This
taken

Colltnted

Item 4 of the Notice alleged that Respondent
sections of pipeline in Class 3 locations
JefTersontown, Kentucky. At the time of the
and the Main Une System (MLS) 26" No.

response, Respondent advised
finding of violation inappropriate.

1962. The area ffersontown

b1 its
.

Respondent's statement is correct that there is no history
JefT~ntown 8" tie-over line and the Main
requirement to comply with 49 C.F .R. § 192.625(b should been I

when it performed the required class location study and the area
Respondent acknowledged that the absence of any notation I
inspections does not equal compliance. Accordingly, I find that I
§192.625 (b) (1) and (3), as Respondent failed to odorize its JefJersontown
Main line System (MLS) 26" No.2 line which are in Class 3 locations.

2

priorofJa18e in any subsequent enforcement

violated
which did not

inspection. Respondent
line which are in Class

mstory

OPS



Under 49 V.S.C. § 60122, Respondent is subject to a civil
violation for exh day of the violation up to a maximum
violations.

49 U.S.C. § 60122 and 49 C.F.R. § 190.225
penalty, I consider the following criteria: nature, circumstances,
of Rcspondent's cujpability, history of Rcspondent's prior offenses,
penalty, good faith by Respondent in attempting to achieve compliance,
ability to continue in business, and such other matters as justice may require.
a total civil peIJalty of$15,OOO for violation of 49 CFR Part 192.

The Notice proposed for Item 3 a civil penalty of 55,000 for violation
Respondent failed to maintain a record of its 2001 and 2002 annual :
its WGB line. Federal regulations require that each operator maintaIn
or inspection required by this subpart in sufficient detail to demonstrate
control meumes or that a corl'Osive condition does not exist. Responden,
violation or the civil penalty. Accotdingly, having reviewed the record
assessment criteria, I assess Respondent a civil penalty of 55,000,

The Notice proposed for Item 4 a civil penalty
as Respondent failed to odorize two (2) sections8" tie-over line and the MIS 26" No.2 line. .

but argued that the safety concerns resulting
safetyprecautions undertaken which extend beyond thosethe Respondent's efforts and tnIsts that --

Respondent bas taken ~tive
compliance. In fact, Respondent
26" No.2 line. The Jeffersontown
looping the MLS 36-inch Abandonmg
No.2 with the 8-inch
reviewed the record, COnsIdered
assess Respondent a civil penalty

Con'ective action for Items I, 2, S, 6,
warned Respondent that it should takeapploprl ate corrective action to correct the items
The Notice did not propose a civil penalty or

,
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presented information in its response showing that it has addressed the
again warned that if OPS finds a violation in a subsequent inspection,
taken.

and conditionsThe'terms

Ger8'd
dministrator

for Pipeline Safety

4

cited items.
enforcement

are effective on receipt0 f this F ina1 Old«
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