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Dcar \4r. Ilorcll:

[nclosed is the Final Oftler issusd n-y the Assi:rciate Admi*is**tor tbr Pipeline Safetf in the

abor.e,rel'*renced case. lt makes a findiag of violatiun aRd assesses a civil penalty lbr rlut

violation in thr. amount ol'$5.000. Your reccipt of lhe Final t)rder corrslitutr:s scrvics ol'that

docurncnl unrler 49 C.I;"R. $ 190.5.

I achrrowledge receipt oi', and accep1 1'our eheck in lhe anrount of $5.000, as pa)nlent in full oi'

the civil penaltl'assesse<l &gainst Unucal e*rporation in the Final Order. This case is norv closed

and no l'urrher enforcement acti<;n is contefiplaled rvith respect to the mattcrs inrolved in the

case. Thank yeiu fr::r your cgoperation in our joimt efTorl lo ensure pipe line satety.

Pipetine tlompliancs R*gistry
Ol'ficc of Pipelinc Safe4.

Enclosure
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Si-ncerely.

/ Grvendolyn e1. Hilt
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CPF No. 5-2000-501!In the lv{atter of
Unoeal Corporatirn.
Responcle*t"
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rINAL ORI}TR

On August 2 and 3, 2000, a representative of the Ofl'ice of Pipeline Sofety {OPS} conducted an on-
site pipeline sal'ety inspectir:n of Respondeni's facilitie* atld records in Kenai., ;\laska. As a result
of the inspection, the llirector, \\"estern R*gian. OPS" issued to Re$pondent. by letter dated
October 7, 2000. a Notioe r:rf Prohabie Violatian and Proposed Civil llenalty (Notice). I*
accordance with 49 C.F.R" $ 190.20?. the }rlotice proposed finding that Respondeflt had commitled
a viola:ic* of 49 C.F.R" S 1S5.56 and proposed assessing a civil penalty of $5.000 for the alleged
violation.

Respoadent responded to the Notice by lettt:r dated October 31. ?00$ (Response). Respr:ndent did
not rontest the allegcd violation and sutrmilted a check in the amuuni of the proposed eivil pcnalty
($5,000). waiving i'urther right to reslxrn<I" and authorizing slltry of this i;inal Order^

I:INDING OF VIOLATION

Respondent did not contest the alleged violation. Accordingly, I find that Respondent violated thc
foiiowing sectio* of 49 C.F.R. Part 195" as more fully described in the Notice I

49 C.F.R.. $ 195.5$(a) * {i:ilure to tirnely submit a safirty-rel*t*ri corulilion report.

I'his finding of violation will be ct'rnsidered a prior oflbn*e in any sutrsequent enfbrccment aetion
taken against Respondent. I assess a civil penalrv in the amornl $5.000. already paid by
Respondent.

WATNINC I]'i]M$

The Natice did not propose a civil penaity ibr ltem 2, hut rvarned Respondent that it should lake
appropriale corrective action. The infbrmatir;n that Respondent presented in its Respons{: shows
ihat Responderit has addressed the cited ite*ts. However. sho&ld a r.iolation come to the altention
af OPS in a subsequent inspection. enfbrcer:rent action rvill be taken.

*lAfi I 4 :{r*;

for Pipeline Safety

Darc Issued


