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Mr. Barry Pearl
Preaidalt
Texa EaItem Pnxtucta Pipeline Company
2929 AIlm PRway
P.O. Box 2521
HousIon. TCXM m52-2521

RE: CPF No. 4-2002-~

Dear Mr. Pearl:

Enclosed is the ~ Directing Amendment issued by the Aaociate Administrator for
Pipeline Safety in the above-referenced case. The Order firKla. that )'OU have addressed the
inadequxiea in )'Our proccdlD'el that w~ cited in the Notice of Amendment. Your receipt of the
Order Directing AmelMimmt constitutes service oftbat document under 49 C.F.R. § 190.5.

This enforcement action is now clOled.

Enclosure

cc: 88b1ra Carroll
V ice President
Environmental, Health aIM! Safety
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Sincerely,

~ 1t1 J am~ Reyno Ids

Pipeline Comp~ Relistry
Office of Pipeline Safety



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT A 11ON
RESEARCH AND SPECIAL PROGRAMS ADMJNISTRA 110N

OFFICE OF PIPEUNE SAFETY
WASHINGTON, DC 20590

In the Matter of

Tex. Eutem Products Pipeline Company

R "

On Fcbru.-y 25-26,2002, punuant to 49 V.S.C. § 60117, i.~~!tatiVel oftbe Southwest aDd
Western Regions, Office of Pipeline Safety (OPS), inspected Texas Eutem Products Pipeline
COIDp8DY'1 (Respondent's) integrity managanalt JXOII'8n 8t RellXJlKleltt's facility in H~
Tex... AI a result of the inspection, the SouthWeltan Relional Dira:1or, OPS, illUCd to
Relpondent, by letter dated May 13, 2002, a Notice of Amendment (NOA). The NOA alleged
i~uxiea in RespO1~cnrl integrity managaDeDt IXO8r8ID 8M! 1JI'opa1cd to require Img.1l-uait
of R~pOIxtent's procedures to comply with the requiremalts of 49 C.F.R. § 195.452(b).

RelpCMxla1t ~xIcd to the NOA by letter dated JOM 13, 2002. ReIpOI1dent did not contest the
NOA and did not request a bearing. consequently Respondent waived its right to one.

The NOA alleged that Respolxient'. segment identification procaiurel did not consider spill
migration via overland transports or waterways. Respondent explained that it had updated its
intClrity IDlllagemeDt program to identify high coDaeqUalCe 8eII that could be affected through
overland conveyIIM:eI and submitted the ~scd procedures. The Southwestern Region ~ewed
the revised procedures. In November 2004, the Region confirmed that Respondent had implemented
the 1mC2MSed ploced~. Accordingly, I find that ReIpOI1deDt'. original integrity ln88IeIIlent
program procedures u described in the NOA ~in idequate to ~ safe~ ation ofiupi peline
system. However, bued on the results of the Region' 8 review, I find that Respondent has corrected
the idaltified inadeqUKies. Rapondalt need not take my further' action with ~ to the matten

in this case.

The terms atxI CO!nditions
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CPF No. 4-2002-S009M

ORDER DIRECTING AMENDMENT

8C effective upon receipt.Amendmentof tbia Order ~g
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