
REFINING COMPANY 

August 15,2007 

Certified Mail: 7006 0100 0002 9205 2123 

Mr. R.M. Seeley 
Director, Southwest Region 
PHMSA 
8701 S. Geesner Road 
Suite 1110 
Houston, TX 77074 

RE: RESPONSE TO CPF NO. 4-2007-5024M 

Dear Mr. Seeley: 

Please consider this letter Ciniza Pipe Line Company's (Ciniza) response to CPF No. 4-2007- 
5024M: Notice of Amendment dated August 2,2007. 

Please find attached the specific issues outlined in your letter CPF No. 4-2007-5024M presented 
in chronological order. 

Ciniza fully understands and appreciates the importance of its Pipeline lntegrity Management 
Program and will continue to work to improve the program. Ciniza is committed to dedicating the 
necessary resources to the Pipeline Integrity Management Program to ensure the safety of the 
public, employees and the protection of the environment. 

Should you have any questions or concerns regarding this letter or any other matters, please 
don't hesitate to contact me at 505-632-4044. We look forward to working in partnership with the 
Office of Pipeline Safety to ensure the continued integrity and safe operation of our pipeline 

Ciniza Pipe Line Co. 
General Manager 
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REFINING COMPANY 

Attachments: 

a GeoFields Liquid HCAAAnalysis-Technology Overview 

16-in HCA Impact Results 

CinizaIGiant BAP 
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REFINING COMPANY 

Attachment I - Response to CPF No. 4-2007-5024M 

Ciniza submits the following written explanations and information regardins the 
alleqations and herebv seeks withdrawal of the notice proposinq amendment. 

ltem 1: 

Ciniza must identify and document the associated Jal to Risti 16-in Giant Pipeline segments that impact HCAs in their 
IMP. The CinizalGiant pipeline segment was removed from the RAP in August 2005, and CinizalGiant notified 
PHMSA of this action. CinizalGiant provided a copy of this notification to the inspection team during the inspection. 
The 16-in pipeline is currently in the process of being brought into service. 

Out of Service pipelines that could affect HCAs must be identified in the RAP, but Ciniza can defer baseline 
assessment or reassessment until the pipeline is returned to service. The regulations do not define "idle" pipe, 
however, PHMSA understands "idle" pipe as pipe not currently being used to move hazardous liquid that could be 
piut back in service at a future date. This idle pipe may include in-service pipe (e.g, contains hazardous liquids but is 
currently static or unused) or out-of-service pipe which may contain non hazardous fluids. All idle pipe is subject to 
the requirements of Part 195. PHMSA will accept deferral of certain activities required by the IM rule, but will require, 
at a minimum, determining whether any portions of the idle lines lie within an HCA. 

Giant Pipeline has performed HCA impact analysis for the 16-in Jal to Bisti Pipeline using the 
GeoFields HCAA process. This type of overland spread analysis is detailed in the attached 
"GeoFields Liquids HCAA Analysis-Technology Overview". This analysis had been 
performed, documented and implemented into the Ciniza IMP prior to the PHMSA inspection 
on Dec. 4-7, 2006. Ciniza's understanding was that the audit would not cover Giant Pipeline, 
which operates under a different ID# than Ciniza Pipeline. Therefore the BAP that was 
provided to the inspectors did not reflect the 16-in Jal to Bisti Pipeline (Ciniza Pipeline only). 
However, during the course of the audit, Ciniza did review the results of the 16-in HCA impact 
analysis and combined CinizalGiant BAP with the PHMSA inspection team. This issue was 
discussed in detail during the exit interview, and deemed to be not applicable once it was 
determined that the 16-in HCA analysis was completed and documented in the IMPIBAP. 

Since the audit, the configuration of the 16-in changed slightly (EFRD placementltype) which 
required that the HCA impact analysis be performed again (prior to commissioning). The 
results of that HCA impact analysis are attached, along with the most recent version of the 
combined CinizalGiant BAP. 

ltem 2: 

No further action required per PHMSA comment in CPF No. 4-2007-5024M. 
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