UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

i

‘.\\"E A5
Q_\s Qs-?b REGION 6, 1445 ROSS AVENUE, DALLAS, TEXAS 75202-2733
= - .
g M 3 EXPEDITED SPCC SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
%, &
%L .onoﬁ-é
If Respondent does not %}gjn and return this Expedited
DOCKET NO. CWA-06-2010-4324 Settlement as presented within 30 dafs of the date of its
receipt, the proposed Expedited Settlement s withdrawn
On:_December 29, 2009 without prejudice lo EPA’s ability to file any other

) enforcement action for the violations identified in the Form.
At:_ Pme C-1, North 3950 Road. Okmulgee, Okmulgce - _ ] .
County, OK, 74447, Owned or operated by:_Ronald R After this Expedited Settlement becomes cffective, EPA will
Duncan dba RLD Energy Company, Roule 2 Box 4, take no turgler action against thc Respondent for the
Okemah, OK 74859 {Respondenf).  wviolations of the SPCC regulations described in the Form.
_ However, EPA does not waive any rights to take any
: ] . . enforcement action for any other past, present, or futurc
An authorized rcpresentative of the Uniled Statcs violations by the Respondent of the SPCC regulations or of
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) conducted an any other federal statute or regulations. " By its first
inspection to determine compliance with the Spill %gnature; EPA ratifies the Inspection Findings and Alleged
‘Prevention, Confrol and Countermcasure SPCC) Violations set forth in the Form. _
o s Waier Act (5 US.C. 5 135100 (the

ol the Clcan water Act A (the ' ited Sett is binding on the partics signing
Act b o T Kespondest had vilaed resliions i edied Stlement v biing on he parics gning
- implementing Scction 311(3) of the Act by failing to comglé “th the Resional He: ey Clork
with the regulations as noted on the aitached SP wiih the Reglonal icaring LICTX.

INSPECTION FINDINGS, ALLEGED VIOLATIONS AND
PROPOSED PENALTY FORM (Form), which is hereby APPROVED BY EPA:

incorporated by reference.

The pariies arc authorized to enter into (his Bxpedited ,Q\, %m‘/ yfdtb Date: & /16//0

Seitlement undor the authority vested in the Administrator of /N1 "X Hansen
EPA by Section 311(b) (6) ( 3 g)bofthe Act, 33 U.S.C. Acting Associate Direct
'8 1321(]:3 (6) t&B)C(E , as amende 1ythe Oil Pollution Actof £}CtE Associale Lirector

1990, and by 40'CFR § 22.13(b). The partics cnter into this Prevention and Response Branch

Expedited Settlement in order fo settlc the civil violations Superfund Division

described in the Form for a penalty of $600.00. '

3'51111% ﬁsigglcment Is subject to the following lerms and APPROVED BY RESPONDENT:

; lomns:

EPA finds the Respondent is subject to the SPCC vame (print): Fonale B.Duwcan

regulations, which are published at 40 CFR Part 112, and his : .

vilated the o ul_ationgJ as further described in the Form, The  Title (print): &pun f—‘:?./ C‘ng

%esp%%(}enﬁ admits }aqfshe is subj e:(t:}t1 to éO CFI%Part 1 13 11}1}(1 /

that EPA has jurisdiction over the Respondent and the '

Respondent’s conduct as described in the Form. Respondent M’Q@W s Dale: 3.~ ¥-24¢¢0

~does not contest the Inspection Findings, and waives any Signapure '

1(%{b]ectmé)s it may thaaile to EPA’ts. tt}llrlsdlctli;m. ['l;hg oo |
éspondent consets to the assessment of the penalty slate . . o eTat B f

_ aboge.. Respondent certifies, subject to civi and tgl’iminal Estimated cost for correcting the violation(s) is $50¢ < |
enalties for making a false submission o the United States o

‘Government, that the violations have been corrected and
Respondent has sent a certified check in the amount of
$600.00, payable to the “Environmental Protection Agency,’
~ 10: “USEPA, Fines & Penalties, P.O. Box 979077, St. Louis,
MO 63197-6000,and Resgondent’ has noted on the penalty
ayment check “Spill Fund-311” and the docket number of
115 case, *CWA-06-2010-4324."

I

IT.IS SQ ORDERED:

AAM% m tezj&//_ 0,

i . “ Da
Samuel Cole ,_P-E- um NOID3Y ¥ d

“Upon signing and retuminﬁ this Expedited Settlement to Director ' w310 oNIgY I Ty O3

- EPA, IResponclent \gaw_es tﬁ Ii:»p otrltur‘gty forda hearing or Superfund Division .
appeal pursuant to dection of the Act, and consents {o ) -
EﬁyA's a%proval of the Expedited Settlement without further orerev.11feios Boi¥ s06; B w0110

notice. tERIE




Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasure Inspection
Findings, Alleged Violations, and Proposed Penalty Form

(Note: Do not use this form if there is no secondary containment)

These Findings, Alleged Violatiops and Penalties are issued by EPA Region 6 under the authority vested in the Administrator of EPA by

Section 31 1{b)(6)(B)}I) of the Clean Water Act, as amended by the Qi Pollution Act of 1990,

Company Name Idocket Number;

' [Ronald R Duncan dba RLD Energy Company } \fWA -06-2010-4324
Facility Name Date
Pine C-| J 12/29/2009
Address Inspection Number
Route 2 Box 4 : ] FY-INSP-10-4324
Citw: ' Inspectors Name:
Okemah | Tom McKay
State: Zap Code: EPA Approving Official:
OK 74859 4——} Donald P. Smith
Contact: _ Enforcement Contacts:

| Mr. Romnie Duncan (918) 623-0482 | [ etson Smith (214) 665-8489

Summary of Findings
(Onshore Oil Production Facilities)

GENERAL TOPICS: 112.3(a),(d),(c); 112.5(a), (b), (¢); 112.7 {a), (h), (c); (d}
{When the SPCC Plan review penalty cxceeds $1,000.00 enter only the minimum allowable of $1,000.00.)

Plan not certified by a professional €NgINeer- T2 3} .o ittt
No management approval of plan- 7127
Plan not maintained on site (applies if facility is manned at least four (4) hours per day)- 7712.3(e)(1 .coceeicne.

Plan not available fOr 1evIew= F12. 30001 oo ee e

WNo plan amendment(s) if the facility has had a change in: design, construction, operation,

00 0000000
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No evidence of five-year review of plan by owWner/operator- 772.5(B).......ccouvmiiciiieiriie it

or maintenance which affects the facility’s discharge poIEntiale £72.5¢@ ooemrioeeeeeesoeseeoeeeees e eeeee s erone
Amendment(s) not certified by a professional engineer- 772.5¢c)..........ccoveii oo e

Plan does not follow sequence of the rule and/or cross-referenee not provided- 7727 i

No Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasure Plan- 772 3. ecev e seeee e 3 1,000.00

L3000

100.00

100.00



HEEgN
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Plan does not discuss additional prdccduresfmelhodsfequipment not yet fully operational- 712.7....ccocoierre e 50.00
Plan does not discuss conformantce with SPCC reQUITEMENt= 772 7(@)(1) cvvervveoeveeemrerseresreossemseseserssensesessnersansnees 50.00
Plan does not discuss alternative environmentai protection to SPCC requirements- J72.7(a}(2} ..ccooveervivivrnrnn e, . 50,00

Plan has inadequate or no discussion of conformance with SPCC rules or applicable State
rules, reguiafions and guidelineS= 772,70 oo e ettt s s e ev e 50.00

Plan has inadequate or no facility diagram- 772 7¢u)(3)
Plan has madequale or no description of the physical layout of the facility- 712.7/@)(3}(i-vij ...coovecrercrevrccreinennn.. 100,00
Plan has madequate or no information and procedures for reporting a discharge- 172.7(a)(4) o.occcoec v, 100,00
Plan has inadequale or no description and procedures to use when a discharge may occur- 712.7(a)(5) .ocov v eeeeeeee.. 100.00
Inadequate or no prediction of equipment failure which could result in discharpes- 772.7(B) ..o 100,00

Plan docs not discuss and facility does not implement appropriate containment/diversionary structures/cquipment-
(ncluding UK tranSTer ArEASY F12.710) oottt ettt ea e ete e et aere s enena e as e e e ernre e e 106.00

Claiming nstallation of appropnate contamment/diversionary structures is impractical but:

Impracticability has not been clearly denoted & demonstrated ... e 400.00
NO cONtINGENCY PIAN- JIZ. 701} oo b b et e se st eme b rate s s srereosaatns oo 100.00
No written commitment of manpower, equipment, and materials- 772, 7(@2) coviiomeiieece e eeeeseer e 100.00

WRITTEN PROCEDURES AND INSPECTION RECORDS 112.7(e)

Inspections and tests required by 4¢ CFR Part 112 are not .in accordance with written
procedures developed for the facility- T72.7(8) . eeariiecrreiiie e e rrsse e ene et g e s seeemeeeanaeeeiees e e 50.00

Written procedures and/or a record of mspections and/or customary business records:
Are not signed by appropriate SUPETViSOT OF INSPECLOT- 77 2.7(8) .. viviricccirirereerisnemesiaeresrrrsesnecesermensoeenmsssinnsonsenns 9 0.00
Arc not kept withthe plan- 712708 oo e e sessesmrinncnne s e enenmeannacee D UL (H)

Are not mamtained for three YEArs-— JF2.7(e) ... senreie e ssie s rsmssssress s sresrsssssesrssnsesseemsemssssssscsnsseroessnas e J0.00

PERSONNEL TRAINING AND DISCHARGE PREVENTION PROCEDURES 112.7(f)

No training on the operationt and maintenance of equipment to prevent discharges- 712.7(6(1 cveevirencirncann,.. 30.00
No training on discharge procedure protocols- 712 7(0(1} i et as 50,00

No traming on the applicable pollution control laws, rules, and regulations- 172.7()(1) e eer oo 50.00
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No training on general facility Operations= 7J2. 7(1) ..ovooerreot e ettt saan s 50.00

No training on the contents of the SPCC Plan- J72. 7001 1) .ot sss e mrarsac e R ..50.00
No designated person accountable for spill prevention- 712 7((2) oo e SO.GO
Spill prevention brietings are not scheduled and conducted periodically- 712 7(5(3) oocoreimrerercnrcconnieoeeeanecen. 50,00
Plan has inadequate or no discussion of personnel and spill prevention procedures............cooooevrccinnen. . 30.00

FACILITY TANK CAR AND TANK TRUCK LOADING/UNLOADING RACK 112.7(h}

[ U T R I R O

Inadequate secondary containment, and/or rack drainage does not flow to
catchment basin, treatment system, or quick drainage system- 772.7(A)(1). .ooooooomiiciiiiiin e 500.00

Containment system does not hold at least the maximum capacity of
the largest single compartment of any tank car or tank trock- 7712.7(R}1). oottt 300,00

‘There are no interlocked warning lights, or physical barrier system, or warning signs, or vehicle brake
interlock system to prevent vehicular departure before complete disconnect from transfer Iimes- 172.7¢)¢2;. ....... 200.00

There is no inspection of lowermost drains and all outlets prior to filling and departure
of any tank car or tank truCK- 772 713 o ociiiiiei et b e s ere e mae e, 100.00

Plan has inadequate or no discussion of facility tank car and tank truck loading/unloading rack................ccc.ccceee... 50.00

OIL PRODUCTION FACILITY DRAINAGE 112.9(b)

[]
L]
L]

Drains for the sccondary containment syslems at tank batterics and separation and central treating areas
are not closed and sealed at all times except when uncontaminated rainwater is being drained- 172.97b)(1} ..........400.00

Prior to drainage of diked areas, rammwater is not inspected, valves opened and rescaled under
responsible supervision and records kept of such cvents- 772905160 oo eioivie e aneeee e 30000

Accumulated oil on the rainwater is not removed and returned to storage or disposed of
mn accordance with legally approved methods- FI2.905)(1) coovviiciieiicrec e s 200.00

Field drainage system (drainage ditches and road ditches), ol traps, sumps and/or skimmers are not
regularly inspected and/or oil is not promptly removed- 772,92} ..o 200000

OIL PRODUCTION FACILITY BULK STORAGE CONTAINERS 112.9(c)

Plan has iradequate or no risk analysis and/or evaluation of field-constructed aboveground :
LANKS FOU BIIELLE FTACHURE- T2, 7(1) oot st e et e e et et ee et s st st eet e ee e e e e e ereemme e et s et e e b b ete s e maeeameasememenennta e 50.00

Container material and construction are not compatible with the oil stored and the .
CONAItIONS OF SEOTAZE- F72.9(C)(1) <o ivenieeeeee i e e et eb e o e emsbm b bbb n e bas b 360.00
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Size of secondary containment appears to be inadequate for containers and treating facilitics- 7/2.9(c)(2) ...........

Excessive vegelation which altects the integrity and/or walls of containment system are slightly

eroded OF BaAVE JOW AU€AS- 11 2. 0101 2) ettt ettt ettt e e e e b e s em s s e et e canm e e s ke amn e e

Dramage from undiked areas is not confined in a catchment basin or holding pnnd- 1!2.9(c:,’l(2)

Visual inspections of containers, foundation and supports are not conducted periodically

for deterioration and maintenance Reeds- 772 90CH3) co e eeeee et e R

Tank battery installations arc not in accordance with good engineering practice because

none of the following are present- 712 90cHd) ..ot e e s

(1) Adequate tank capacity to prevent tank overfill- 1/2.9(c}(#j(i), or

(2) Overtlow equalizing Jines between the tanks- 7172.9/¢)(4)(ii}, or

(3) Vacuum protection to prevent {ank collapse- 772.9(c)(4)(ii}, or

(4) High level alarms to gencrate and (ransmit an alarm signal where facilities are part of a.
computef control system- 712 97c)(4)(iv).

FACILITY TRANSFER OPERATIONS, OIL PRODUCTION FACILITY 112,%(1>)

500.00

206.00

400.00

300.00

300.00

O od 0O

Above ground valves and pipelines are not examined periodically on a scheduled basis for
general condition (includes items, such as: flange joints, valve glands 2™ bodies, drip pans,

pipelinc supports, blecder and gauge valves, polish rods/stuffing box,)- F12.9((1} oo,

Brine and saltwater disposal facilitics arc not examined often- 772902} .. coiiiiiii e

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

Nowline replacement}- 772 Galf3} ..o e ettt et e e ea et ese s e s et sa e s creaseane e srmeane e e _

Plan has imadequate or no discussion of il production facilities ..........cocvvrieiccirnnrc et

300.00

300.00

TOTAL $600.00
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Docket No. CWA-06-2010-4324

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 .3- 22— | 2010, 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: :

Copy by certified mail,
return receipt requested: NAME: Ronnie Duncan
ADDRESS: Route 2 Box 3-A
Okemah, OK 74859

\77/&%%4; Wb Mkl s
Frankie Markham
QOPA Enforcement Administrative Assistant




