
U .5. Deportment
of Transportation
Ptpeel n. and
HazardOus Mm.ftall
Administration

Mr. Randy Barnard
Vice President, Oper'ations
Williams Gas Pipeline
2800 Post Oak BouIevani
Hous~ TX 77056

Re: CPF No. 4-2003-1003M

Barnard:Dear Mr.

Enclosed is the Order Directing Amendment issued
Pipeline Safety in the above-referenced case. It makes
requires that you amend certain of your operations and
of the Order are completed, as determined I
action will be closed. Your receipt of the
document under 49 C.F.R. § 190.5.

Enclosure

Rod Seeley, Region Director
Southwest Region, OPS
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CERTIFIED MAn. -R ETURNR .BCEIPT REO UES TED
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by the Associate
findings of inadequate

Sincerely,

~ ;~"I
James Reynolds
Pipeline Compliance Registry
Office of Pipeline Safety



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
PIPELINE AND HAZARDOUS MATERIA I.S SAFETY ADMINISTRA nON

OFFICE OF PIPELINE SAFETY
WASHINGTON, DC 20590

In the Matter of

Williams(8 Pipeline

Respondent.

Between 1uly 16, 2001 and June
Office of Pipeline Safety (OPS)

28, 2002, pursuant to 49 V.S.C. § 60117, a
conducted an on-site pipeline safety

facilities and ~rds pertaining to its Texas Gas onshore and offshore
of Morgan City, Youngsville, Woodlawn, Offshore Gas,
Guthrie, and Sharon districts in Louisiana, and its Central natural
ofIndependcoce-Joplin, Alva, Edmond, and Blackwell districts
of the inspection, the Director, Southwest Region, OPS, issued espondent,
25, 2003, a Notice of Amendment (NOA). The NOA alleged inadequacies
operations and maintenance procedures and proposed to require amendment
procedures to comply with the requirements of 49 C.F.R. Part 192.

By letter dated April 28, 2003, Respondent responded to the
Respondent submitted written info rmation and explanations on Septem
was held via teleconference on September 16, 2003. After the hearing,
infonnation for the record on October 8,2003.

Item 1 of the NOA alleged that
because they were inconsistent
by radiographic non-destructive
applicable criteria. In its 1
regularly made cap and fill' .

the six month interval because
argued that it believed that the
qualify was an unnecessary

CPF No. 4-2003-1003M

ORDER DIRECfING AMENDMENT

Respo:Ddent

Respondent
with the requiremmt
testing. a complete weld

and ..

t. were

everywelders
must



API StaIMIard 11 04 which is iIM:OIp
API Standard 1104 defines a weld 8
the root bead is critical to .:hieviJ
proficiency for making the root pili
oniym aking cap aOO fill welds duriJ
to ~ualif>' a a8D'C dICiT ovcra1
11 04 evm suggesting that anythiDg
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which i:
defines

AmeI:vJ the proced~ for welder re-quaJifications to reflect the raruilmlmt
complete weld must be made and found Kceptable under applicable criteria in 011
welden to re-quaJiry every six months by radiographic non-deltnlCtive testing.

The Regional Director may extaMI
Respondent requeltl an extCD1ia2 in
extension.

Itan 2 of tile NOA Illegal that ReIpOIKIaIt'1 JXOCt
were inadequate in that they failed to provide speci!
fluid samples 81 to when the quantity of various
environment reKhed the applicable ttu'esholdl ,
meaaIra. With its respoose IIMt in subeequalt co
proc8ilDm fix' intana1 001.- u8ion OOu-lroI mooitoriD

conditions of this1betamaa
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0nIer Directing Amaxlment are effective upon receipt.



Failure to comply with this Order may result in the uaessment of civil penalties
per violation per day, or in the referral of die CaIe for j\Klicial enforcaDSlt

AdministratorAJIOCiIte
for Pipeline Safety
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