
UNITED STATES lcNVIIWNMlcNTAL I'ROTI•X:TION AGENCY 
H.EGION 6, 1445 ROSS AVENUE, DALLAS, TEXAS 75202-2733 

EXI'EIHTED SI'CC SETTLEMENT AGI~EI•:MICNT 

DOCKET NO.·CWA,06-201 5-43!8 ----.,.---.----. -----' 

On:_ t'c;bruw:y 20 2_012 

f\t:_ Kru_1m11c Oil Conll2®Y_,_}.t~-An1his J JoaglaqQ _lA:ast:s 
J~nk )3 __ :Jltcry. South 2l::J st wcsLAYYJJUC,--r3nstowLT[cCk 
County, OK, 74010. Owned or opcratedl)y: KniinmCDIT 
f~~~:{zr~1~tp P. __ Q_. __ D_Qx 74( _, __I~rm~~o_w oK--_~_)JJJTQ 

An authorized re/Jrcscntativc of the United States 
Environmental Pro cction Agency (EPA) conducted an 
inspecti911 to, determine compliance with the. Spi]l 
PreventiOn, Control and Countermeasure (SPCC) 
regulations promulg_<:~tcd at 40 CFR Part 112 under Section 
3ll(j) oftbe Clean \Vater Act (33 USC § I 321 GJ) (!he Act), 
and found that Respondent had violated regulations 
implementing Section 311 (j) of the Act by failing to com/1ly 
\'Vith the regulations as noted on the attaci1cd SP ~C 
INSPECTION FINDINGS ALLECJED VIOLATIONS AND 
PROPOSED PENALTY FORM (Form), which is hereby 
mcorporated hy reference. 

attorney's ICes. costs and an additional quarterly 11onraymcnt 
penalty pursuant to Section 311 (b)(6)(H) ofthcAct, 33 CSC 
~ 1321 (b )(6/(H). ln <_.tny such C~)llcctton action, the validity, 
amount am appropnatcncss oi the pcnahy agreed to herem 
shall not he :-.ub)cel to review. · 

If H.cspondent docs not sign <md return this Expedited 
Settlement as presented withm 30 days of the c.l<itc of its 
receipt, the proposed Expedited SeHicmcnt is withdn1\Vl1 
without prCJlidJce to bPA's ability to file any other 
eni"Orcement action for the violations 1dentified in the Form. 

After this Expedited Settlement becomes effective, EPA will 
take no further action against the Rcspondctlt j-()r the 
violations of the SPCC regulations described in the Form. 
However, EPA docs not waive any rights to take anv 
enforcement action for any other past, present. or fi.JturC 
violations hy the Respondent of the SPCC regulations or of 
any other federal statute or regulations. By its first 
signature, EPA ratifies the InspectiOn Findings and Alleged 
VIOlations set forth in the Form. 

This Expedited Settlement is binding on the parties signing 
below, and is effective upon EPA's filing oft he document 
\Vith the Regionali-Iearing Clerk. 

The parties arc authorized to enter into this Expedited 
Settlement under the authority vested in the Administrator of 
EPA by Section 311 (b) (6) (l3)(i) of the Act, 33 USC 
§ 1321 (b] (6) (11) (i) as amended by the Oil Pollution Act of ., -. 
I 990, anc b~ 40 CJ< k § 22. I 3(b ). The parties enter into this AP!'ROVI:D BY bPA: 
Expedited Scti!cment in order to settle the civil violations 
described in the l'orm for a penalty of$2 925.00. ~ (lf}. • . 0. ih ~ 1_J

1
-rJ 

This, ~ctllcmcnt is subject to the fOIIOwmgterms· an~- ·~ r~ Date: _BlLj_lS____ 
condrtwns: "1J)("" R na'-l"d"D""'. ~C;"'r-'o"'ss':,l"a"'n~d=~'--
EPA finds the Respondent is suQject to the SPCC 
regulations, which arc published at40 CFR Part 112, and has 
violated the regulations as further described in the Form. The 
Respondent admits he/she is subject to 40 CFR Part 112 and 
that EPA has jurisdiction over the Respondent and the 
Respondent's · conduct as described in the Form. 
Respondent docs not contest the Inspection Findings, and 
waives any objections it may have to EPA' s jurisdiction. 
The Resp(mdcilt consenl<; to the assessment of ihc penalty 
stated above. Respondent certifies, subject to civil nnd 
criminal /Jcnalties for making a false submission to the 
United Sates Government. tliat the violations have been 
corrected and Respondent l-ias sent a ce1iificd check in the 
amount of 
$_2,925.~0, paJ'able to the "Environmental Protection 
Agency, .. to: "l SEPA, Fines & Penalties, P.O. Box 979077, 
St. Louis, MO 63197-9000 "and Respondent has noted on 
the penalty \)ayment check "'~pill Fund-311" and the docket 
number oi-t 1is case, "fWA-!!.9.~20 l5-4.3.L8 .. " 

Failure by the Respondent to pay the penalty assessed by the 
Final Order in full by its due date may subject Respondent to 
a civil action to collect the assessed pcriahy, plus interest, 

Associate DireC-tor 
Prevention and Response Branch 
Superfund Division 

APPROVED BY RESPONDENT: 

Name(print): Jo h~ f. f<n,;MMe­

Title(_print): ?o..rfner 

c7 A f. t----natc• 
Sign~-1 
Estimated cost for correcting the violation(s) is ~_21 ~o~-' 

IT IS SO ORDERED: 



Spill P revention Coni rol and ( ountcrrn<'asun: lnsp··ctiou 
Findings, Alleged Vi olat ion~ , il lld P1·opo~cd Penal(~ Forni 

(Note: Do not usc this ronn ifthcre i-; no secondary conLain111enl) 

Titcse findings, Alleged Violations and Penalties arc issued by EPA Region 6 under the authority vested in the Administrator of EPA by 
Section 3ll(b)(6)(B)(l) of the Clean Water Act, as amended by the Oil Pollution /\ct of l990. 

Company Name Docket Number: 

I .Krumme Oil Company, LLP I CWA-06-2015-4318 

facility Name Date 

Anthis Hoagland Leases Tank Battery 1 2/2012015 

Address Inspection Number 

I P. 0. Box 749 I FY-INSJ>-SPCC-OK-2015-00050 

City: Inspectors Name: 

I Brostow I Tom McKay 

State: Zip Code: EPA Approving Official: 

I OK 1 740 10 I Donald P. Smith 

Contact: Enforcement Contacts: 

I Mr. Jay Krumme (9 I 8) 367-5562 I Misty Ward (214)665-6418 

Summary of Findings 

(Onshore Oil Production Facilities) 

GENERAL TOPICS: 112.3(a),(d),(e) ; 112.5(a), (b), (c); 112.7 (a), (b), (c), (d) 
(When the SPCC Plan review pena lty exceeds $ 1,500.00 enter only the maximum allowable of $ 1,500.00.) 

D No Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasure Plan- 1 12.3 ......... ............ ............................ .......................... $1,500.00 

D Plan not certified by a professional engineer- l12.3(d) ............................................................................................ 450.00 

• Certification lacks one or more required elements- 1 12.3(d)(l} ......... ............................................................... ...... I 00.00 

D No management approval of plan- 112. 7 ....................................................................... ........................................... 450.00 

D Plan not maintained on site (if facility is manned at least 4 hrs/day) or not available for review- J/2.3(e)(1) ........ 300.00 

• No evidence of five-year review of plan by owner/operator- 1 12.5(b) ................................. ...................................... 75.00 

• No plan amendment(s) if the facility has had a change in: design, construction, operation, 
or maintenance which affects the facility's discharge potential- !12.5(a) .............. .......... .......................................... 75.00 

D Amendment(s) not certified by a professional engineer- I 1 2. 5(c) ........................................................... ................. L50.00 
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Pian docs not discus~ a!t~:rnativc cnv ironmcntal pwlect ion to SPCC rcqu ircnwnts- I J 2. ?(u){ 2) . :?00 0(1 

Plan has inadequate or no facility diagram- I J.?.?(a)(3) ... . ........... 75.00 

Inadequate or no lislillg of type of oil and storage capacity layout of containers- 112. 7(a)(3)(i) . ··········· ........ 50.00 

Inadequate or no discharp;c prevention measures- 112. 7{!l)(J)(ii) .. 50.00 

Inadequate or no description of drainap,c controls- 1 12. 7(a)(3} (iii) 50.00 

Inadequate or rw description of countcnw:asmcs for disdwrgc discovery, response <llld cleanup-- I 1 l 7(a}(3}(it) ... 50.00 

Recovered materials not disposed orin accordance with !ega! requirements- 1 I 2. 7(a){3)(v) ..... .... 50.00 

No contact list & phone numbers h1ncspnnsc & reporting discharges- I !2.7(a)(3}(1'i) ....... " ............. . .. 50.00 

P!<m h<ts inadequate or no infOrmation and procedures for ruporting a discharge- 112. 7(o}(4) .................... . . ... 1 00.00 

Plan ·has inadequate or nn description and procedure~ to use when a discharge may occur- J 12. 7(aj()) . . . ...... 150.00 

Inadequate or no prediction of equipment 1~1ilure which could result in disclwrges- 1 12.7(h) ........ .................... . ISO 00 

Plan docs not discu~s and facility d()(:s not implement appropriah: coutaimnent!divcrsionary structures/cquipmcnt-
(including truck lransf~:r ar<.:as) 1 I 2. 7(c). .. . ·····-· ... . ... .... ...... ... . .......... ........ .. ... ........ ... . ............................... 400.00 

- l f claiming impracticability of nppropriatc containmcnt/di versionary structures: 

Impracticability has not been clearly denoted and demonstmted in plan- 112. 7(d) ....... . . ... I 00.00 

No contingency plan- 112. 7(d)(J) .. 150.00 

No written commitment ofmanpow<.Cr, equipment, and materials- 112. 7(d)(2) ........................................... . 150.00 

No periodic integrity and leak testing, if impracticability is claimed- JJ2.7(d) .. !50.00 

Plan has no or inadequate discussion of g.eneral requirements not already specified- 1!2 7(aj(lj .......................... 75.00 

QtJALIFJED FACILITY REQUIREMENTS: 112.(, 

0 Qualified Facility: No Self ccrtifica!ion- I 1 2.6(o) __ . 450.00 

0 Qualified Facility: Self certiflcation lacks required clements- 1 12.6(a} ... 

D QtuJ.lified Facility: Tcdmical amendments not certified- J12.6(b) . 

D Qualified Facility: Un-allowed tk·viations fl·om requirements- I f2_6(i) .. 

0 Qualified Facility: Environmental FquivalcrK\: Pr Impracticability not C\:riificd by PE- J 12.6(d) __ . 

.'\J'C("Inopll: l-"Y-JNSI'- 2 of5 v~'""" ~- 11/i(>WI(J'J 

100.00 

1511.00 

I 00.110 

350.00 



---] ]],, JlJ:u\ do,:s 11:1{ i1~<:lu(k i!L~]Kction:. '!lid test p!•X~dmcs in :lc,:(lrtlan<:l' Wlih -'10 ('l•l\ Pa1t l\2 

• !nspecliuns and tests 1equircd by AO C :Fl{ Part 112 are not in a<:cordancc with wriHcn 
procedures ckvclopcd for the fi1cil ity- I I 2. ?(c) 

O No lnspcclion records were available for review- 112. ?(e). 

• • 
WriHcn procedures :mel/or a recorcl of inspections and/or custonHIIY busines.s records: 

Arc not signed by appropriate supervisor or inspector- 117. 7(e) . ............. .. 

Are not maintained for three years- 1 12.7(t>) ..... 

J12.?(e) .. 'h ()(I 

·······----···· 75.00 

---- .................. :?.()()_()() 

..75.00 

'"""""'" .......... 75_()(J 

PERSONNEL TRAINING AND DISCBAH.GE J'REVENTION PROCEDURES 112.7(f) 

D No training on 1he operation and maintenance of equipment to prevent disclwrgcs- 112. 1(/){1) 

0 No training on discharge pmc!.:dure protocols- 1 12.7{!){!) ... 

0 No training on the applicable pollution control laws, rules, and regulations- 112 7(f}{l). 

0 Training records not maintained for three years- J/2. 7(1) _ 

0 No training on the contents oft he SPCC Pian- I !2.7{!)(!). 

0 No designated person accountable for spill prevention- 1 !2. 7(()(2) 

0 Spilljl!'l:Vcntiou bridings arc not scheduled and conducted periodically- J I 2. '/(1)(3) 

............. 75.00 

. ..... 75.00 

.. 75.00 

75.00 

. ........ 75.00 

.......... 75.00 

.............. 75.00 

0 Plan has inadequate or no discussion of personnel and spill prevention procedures- 112. ?(f) ..... ............................ 75.00 

• 
0 

0 

0 

0 

FACILITY TANK CAR AND TANK TRUCK LOADING/UNLOADING 112.7(t) and/or (h-j) 

Inadequate containment for Loading Area (not consistent with l12.7(c)) - 1 J 2. 7{c) . .................. . . ..... 400.00 

Inadequate secondary conlaim1H:n1, and/or rack drainage does noi flow to 
catchment basin, treatment system, or quick drainage system- 112J(h}(1 _). ············· .................................... 750.00 

Containment system does not hold at least the maximum capacity of 
the largest single compai1ment of any tank car or tank truck- 1 12.7(11)(1) . ............. ,. ............. ,. ·············· 450.00 

There are no interlocked warning lights, or phy::ical barrier system, or warning signs, or vehicle brake 
interlock system to prevent vehicular departure before complete dic;conncct from 1ransfcr lines- 112. 7{h)(2). .. -.... 100.00 

There is no inspection of lowermost drain.s and all outlets prior to filling and departure 
of any tank car or tm1k truck- 1 J 2_7(h}(.i). ........ ............ . ............ - .............. . . .................................. JlO.OO 

0 Pbn hw. inadequate or no discussion of facility 1ank car and tank !ruck loading/unloading Jack· 112 7(!) .............. 75.00 

.)l'('C!no;p/1 FY-lN:)J'- 3 oi'S Vr>SI<lll 1., ! 1/iil/)(fO') 



0 F:u!un: !o pmvid..: an oil ~pill CUllllllgcncy plan ! !.? 7(k)(2j(n)(Aj __ I:,() 00 

0 No wriHcn commitment of manpower, equipment, and materials- I 12. l(k)(!j(ii)(flj .. !50.00 

OIL PROJ>UCTJON FACILITY DRAINAGE. J 12.9(h) 

0 Drains f-Or the secondmy containment systems at tank batteries and separation and central treating areas 
arc not dosed and sealed at all times except when uncontaminated rainwater is being: drained- I J 2.9(b}(J) ......... 600.00 

0 Prior to drainage of diked ar~~as, rainwater is not inspected, valves opened and rc~ealcd under 
responsible supervision and records kept of snchyvcnts- JIL9(b)(f) .................. ............ . ............................. 450.00 

0 Accumulated oil on the rainwater is not removed and rdunwd to storage or disposed of 
in accordance with legally approved methods- 11 2.Y{h)(l)... . ............................... :HW.OO 

D Field dr<linagc system (drainage ditches and road ditches), oillraps, sumps and/or skimmers arc not 
regularly inspected and/or oil is uot promptly removed- I J21J(bj(2) ···-<·····"- ........................... . 300.00 

0 Inadequate or no records maintained for dr:1inagc events- 1 1 2_7 ......................... . .. ................................... 75.00 

0 Plan has inadequate or no discussion or procedures for facility drainages- 112. 7(a)( I) ...... 75.00 

D 

D 
D 

• 
D 
D 
0 
D 

OIL PRODUCTION FACILITY BllLK STOH.AC.E CONTAINERS l12.9(c) 

Plan has inadequate or no risk analysis and/or evaluation of ficld-constmctcd aboveground 
tanks for brittle fracture- 112. 7(i) .......... ............ ........................ . ............. _ ................. 75.00 

Failure to conduct evaluation of field-constructed aboveground t~nks for brittle fracture- l I 2. 7(1)-- 300.00 

Container material and construction are not compatible with the oil stored and the 
conditions of storage- J/2_ 9(c)( l) '"· .... . . ... . . .......... .... . . ..................... " .............................. " ........ """ ..... . .150.00 

Size of secondary containnlenl appears lo be inadequate for containers and treating facilit ics- 1 12.1J(c)(2). 750.00 

Exccs~ivc vegetation which affCds the integrity of the containment- 112. 9((._H2) ....... .. ........ 150.00 

Walls of containment system arc slightly eroded or have low areas- 1/2_9(£)(2) ........... . . )00.00 

Secondary containment matclials arc not sufficiently impervious to contain oil- I 12 9(c)(2) .................... 175.00 

Visual inspection~ of contnincrs, foundation and supports are 1101 conducted periodically 
for deterioration :md maintcnnm;c needs- 112. V(c)(3) ......... . ............................. .. . . .'150.00 

SJ'CC 111~1' II FY IN~!'- !J of S Vn>ltJII 2_ ll/11,/.:00'! 



J{nr'L iJ<llrcry m-,;laii<Jll\llJ'; ;u\~ IHl! ill <!Cnli,bnce. wilh 1'/'\ld c.!l)',l ",.,,ill', :•:::,·11n: l>;,:(-:lu ,c 

llOilC d!"!hc f(lllowm!' :trc pr·l~~·'-:111-- I J) <J((:j(I}. 

(I) A·kqu<>te umk c<>pr"lly '" prcvuullauk owillll J 12'!uJ'J•i, <H 
(7.) ( lvnllow \'qualizing !inc~ bctweenlhl.' t:mks- i 1.: '){c}(l)(u), o1· 

(1) va,;umn prokction to prevent lank collapse-/Jl.9(c)('l}{iil, !II' 
(4) Jligh level alarmS tO generate and !nJ!lS!Ili! an aJmm signal WIH.:rc ntciJitiCS a!'C par! of a 

computer control system- J 12. 9(L'}(4 ){il'}. 

• Plan has inadequate or no discussion of hulk storage tanks- I I 2. 7(a){J} ..... 75.00 

D 

D 

• 
• 

FACILITY TRANSFER OPERATIONS, OIL l'ROJ>llCTION FACILITY J12.9(D) 

/\hove ground valves and pipelines arc not examined periodically on a scheduled basis for 
general condition (includes items, such as: flange joints, valve glands 2"d bodic:;, drip pans, 
pipeline suppor1s, bleeder and gauge valves, polish rods/stuffing box.)- 1 12.9(t0(1). 

Brine and salt,vater disposal facilities nre not examined oil en- I 12. 9(d}(2) ..... 

lnadelJUate or no flowline maintenance program (includes: examination, corrosion protection, 

" " ,, " .. 450.00 

. .. 450.00 

flowline replacement)- I J2.9(d){3) ........... ................ ......... .. . ........................... . , "450.00 

Plan has inadequate or uo discussion of oil production facilities- I I 2. 7(a)( I). .. . ._ ......... _ _. ............. ._ .... 7).00 

0 Plan docs not include a signed copy of the Certification of the Applicability oft he Substantial Harm Criteria per tlO 
CFR Part- 1 12.20(e) ........................... ................ ............ ........ ........ ............ . ............... 150.00 
(Do nut usc tl!is if FRP subject, go to traditional cnfm<.T!lll~n!) 

TOTAL $292S.OO 

SP( '( Imp.//_ FY--INSI'- 5 of5 V<'iSl<ll\2, llfl(>iJ.(J{I'l 



Docket No. CWA-06-2015-4318 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that the original and one copy of the foregoing "Consent Agreement and 
Final Order,"" issued pursuant to 40 C.F.R. 22.13(b), was filed on 7- ;z , 2015, with 
the Regional Hearing Clerk, U.S. EPA Region 6, 1445 Ross Avenue, Dallas, TX 75202-
2733; and that on the same date a copy of the same was sent to the following, in the 
manner specified below: 

NAME: Jay Krumme 
ADDRESS: P. 0. Box 749 

Brostow, OK 74010 

J/?10~ /lt_~""' < 

Frankie Markham 
OPA Enforcement Administrative Assistant 


