EXECUTIVE SUMMARY - ENFORCEMENT MATTER
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DOCKET NO.: 2009-0129-AIR-E  TCEQ ID: RN102495884  CASE NO.: 37094

RESPONDENT NAME: ConocoPhillips Company

ORDER TYPE:

X 1660 AGREED ORDER

__FINDINGS AGREED ORDER

__FINDINGS ORDER FOLLOWING
SOAH HEARING

__FINDINGS DEFAULT ORDER __SHUTDOWN ORDER __IMMINENT AND SUBSTANTIAL
ENDANGERMENT ORDER

__AMENDED ORDER __EMERGENCY ORDER

CASE TYPE:

X AIR __MULTI-MEDIA {check all that apply) __INDUSTRIAL AND HAZARDOUS
WASTE

__PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY __PETROLEUM STORAGE TANKS __OCCUPATIONAL CERTIFICATION

| WATER QUALITY _ SEWAGE SLUDGE __ UNDERGROUND INJECTION

CONTROL

__ MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE __RADIOACTIVE WASTE __DRY CLEANER REGISTRATION

SMALL BUSINESS: Yes

CONTACTS AND MAJTLING LIST:
TCEQ Attorney/SEP Coordinator: Mr. Phillip Hampsten, SEP Coordinator, Enforcement Division, MC 219, (512) 239-6732
TCEQ Enforcement Coordinator: Mr. Terry Murphy, Enforcement Division, Enforcement Team 4, MC 149, (512) 239-5025; Ms.
Cari-Michel La Caille, Enforcement Division, MC 219, (512) 239-1387
Respondent: Mr. Andrew Stow, Environmental Manager, ConocoPhillips Company, P.O. Box 271, Borger, Texas 79008
Mr. Brian K. Lever, Refinery Manager, ConocoPhillips Company, P.O. Box 271, Borger, Texas 79008
Respondent’s Attorney: Not represented by counsel on this enforcement matter

TYPE OF QPERATION: Petroleum refinery

No

SITE WHERE VIOLATION(S) OCCURRED: Borger Refinery, Spur 19 North, Borger, Hutchinson County

OTHER SIGNIFICANT MATTERS: There arc no complaints. There is one additional pending enforcement action regarding this facility
location, Docket No. 2009-1156-AIR-E.

INTERESTED PARTIES: No one other than the ED and the Respondent has expressed an interest in this matter.

COMMENTS RECEIVED: The Texas Register comment period expired on October 26, 2009, No comments were received.
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RESPONDENT NAME: ConocoPhillips Company
DOCKET NO.: 2009-0129-A]IR-E

Page 2 of 7

VIOLATION SUMMARY CHART:

VIOLATION INFORMATION

PENALTY CONSIDERATIONS

CORRECTIVE ACTIONS
TAKEN/REQUIRED

Type of Investigation:
___ Complaint
_X Routine
___ Enforcement Follow-up
___Records Review

Date(s) of Complaints Relating to this
Case: None

Date of Investigation Relating to this
Case: October 7, 2008 and April 24, 2009

Date of NOV/NOE Relating to this Case:
January 16 and May 26, 2009 (NOE)

Background Facts: This was a routine
investigation.

AIR

1) Failure to comply with permitted
emissions limits. Specifically, during an
emissions event on June 1, 2008, a tube
failure occurred on Boiler 2.4 causing a
steam system upset impacting most of the
Plant: the gas oil hydrodesulfurizer
hydrocarbons ("GOHDS HC") Flare
(Emissions Point Number [“EPN"]
66FL12), the Cat Flare (EPN GOFL3), Unit
40 Fluid Catalytic Cracking Unit
(“FCCU") (EPN 40PI), Unit 34 Sulfur
Recovery Unit (“SRU") Incinerator (EPN
34113, and Unit 43 SRU (EPN 4311)
emitted 5,882 pounds ("Ibs") of sulfur
dioxide {"50,"}, 3,986 lbs of volatile
organic compounds ("VOC"), 14,777 1bs
of carbon monoxide ("CO"), 323 lbs of
nitrogen oxides ("NOx"), 2,000 lbs of
particulate maiter (“PM™), 128 tbs of
ammonia, 107 lbs of hydrogen sulfide
("H,8™), 0.046 1b of lead, 0.4 b of nickel,
and experienced 79% opacity overa 13.5
hour period. Since these emissions could
have been avoided by better design and/or
operational practices, the emissions are not
subject to an affirmative defense under 30
TEX, ADMIN. CoDE § 101.222(b)(1-11) [30
TEX. ADMIN. CODE §§ 116.715(a),
116.715(c)(7), [11.111(a)(1), and
101.20(3), New Source Review Flexible
Air Permit ("NSRFAP") No. 9868A/PSD-
TX-102M6, Special Conditions ("SC") 1
and 23, and TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE
§ 382.085(1)].

Total Assessed: $304,126

Total Deférred: $60,825
X Expedited Settlement

__Financial Inability to Pay
SEP Conditional Gffset: $121,650
Total Pald to General Revenue: $121,651

Site Compliance History Classification
__High _X Average _ _ Poor

Person Compliance History Classification
__High _X Average __ Poor

Major Sourcet _ X Yes ___No

Applicable Penalty Policy: September 2002

Corrective Actions Taken:

The Executive Director recognizes that the
Respondent has implemented the
following corrective measures at the Plant:

a) On September 22, 2008, installed a new
boiler as an additional steam supply source
designed to prevent a reoccurrence of the
emissions event that oceurred on June |1,
2008;

b) By September 26, 2008, developed a
one point lesson on the importance of
amine reflux purge, used it to train
operators on the importance of the purge
stream, and issued instructions to not
block it in, in order to prevent a
reoccurrence of the emissions event

that occurred on June 29, 2008;

¢) By July 20, 2008, initiated daily
sampling of the hydrogen source for purity
and hydrocarbon content, increased
frequency of carbon filter replacement on
the hydrogen systeny, and increased
frequency of draining of the stripper
accumulator fo prevent the hydrocarbon
buildup, in order to prevent the
reaccurrence of the emissions event that
occurred on July 19, 2008;

d) By October 20, 2008, updated standard
operating procedures, other unit
procedures, and reviewed them for
aceuracy, in order to prevent the
reoccurrence of the emissions event

that occurred on July 29, 2008;

€) By November 21, 2008, submitted
notifications to the Amarillo Regional
Office of the TCEQ, pursuant to 30 TEX.
ADMIN. CODE § 106.533, for remediation
activities at:

i. Patton Creek;

ii, Area 1;

iii. Area 4;

iv. HP-7;

v. Jackson's Hole;
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RESPONDENT NAME: ConocoPhillips Company Page 3 of 7

DOCKET NO.: 2009-0129-AIR-E

2) Failure to comply with permitted
emissions [imits. Specifically, during an
emissions event on June 29, 2008,
hydrocarbon contamination of the Central
Still Amine Absorber caused a shut down,
and the Unit 34 SRU Incinerator (EPN
3411 emitted 464 1bs of SO, 175 Ibs of
H,8, 2.1 Ibs of NOx, and 0.55 Ib of CO
over a 34 minute period. Since these
emissions could have been avoided by
better design and/or operational practices,
the emissions are not subject to an
affirmative defense under 30 TEX, ADMIN,
CoDg § 101.222(b)(1-11) [30 TEX. ADMIN.
Cone §§ 116.715(a}, 116.715(c)(7), and
101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-
102M6, SC 1, and TeEX. HEALTH & SAFETY
COoDE § 382.085(b)].

3) Failure to comply with permitted
emissions limits. Specifically, during an
emissions event on July 19, 2008, the Unit
34 Tail Gas Treatment Unit stripper
foamed, causing a unit shut down, and the
Unit 34 SRU Incinerator (EPN 3411}
emitted 716 Ibs of SO,, 7.62 1bs of H,S,
1.53 Ibs of NOx, and 0.38 |b of CO over a
23 minute period. Since these emissions
could have been avoided by better design
and/dr operational practices, the emissions
are not subject to an affirmative defense
under 30 TEX. ADMIN, CODE §
101.222(b)(1-11) [30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE
§§ 116.715(a), 116.715(c)(7), and
101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 5868A/PSD-TX-
102M6, SC 1, and TeX. HEALTH & SAFETY
CoDE § 382.085(b)].

4} Failure to comply with permitted
emissions limits. Specifically, during an
emissions event on July 29, 2008, flaring
occurred at the atmospheric residual
desulfurization ("ARDS") Flare (EPN
G6FL12) due to a pressure increase in the
first stage suction scrubber in the Flash
Gas Compressor in Unit 41, and the flare
emitted 639 1bs of SO, 7 Ibs of H,S, 0.86
b of NOy, 1.03 Ibs of CO, and 3.37 Ibs of
VOC over a 20 minute period. Since these
emissions could have been avoided by
better design and/or operational practices,
the cmissions are not subject {o an
affirmative defensc under 30 Tix. ADMIN.
CopEt § 101,.222(b)(1-11) [30 TEX. ADMIN.
Cont §§ 116.715(a), 116.715(c)(7), and
101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-
102M6, SC 1, and TeX. HEALTH & SAFETY
ConE § 382.085(b)].

5) Failure to notify the Amarillo Regional
Office of the TCEQ prior to initiating

vi. Old Canyon Dam;
vil, Lot 7; and
viii. Old Caustic Pond.

f) On December 1, 2008, completed
equipment improvements and submitted
the required documents to authorize
continued remediation activities at the
Plant's Area 3;

g) By May 9, 2008, completed a review of
the bversight and adequacy of instrument
functioning, in order to prevent the
reoccurrence of the failure to instrument
monitor the Non-Corrosive Flare's pilot
flame on December 22, 2007, March 3,
May 7, and May 8, 2008;

h) By October 31, 2008, completed
additional training and procedural
improvements designed to prevent the
reoccurtence of operating flares with
visible emissions;

i} By June 13, 2008, completed equipment
improvements and procedural training
designed to prevent the reoccwirence of
operating the SRU Tail Gas Incinerator
with visible emissions;

j) By November 13, 2007, instituted a
practice of providing startup notices to
TCEQ when flame temperature cannot be
maintained during startup, in order to
prevent the reoccurrence of Unit 43 A's
Thermal Reactor not maintaining the
required flame and temperature on
November 12, 2007;

k) By April 24, 2008, instituted a practice
of providing startup notices to TCEQ
when maintenance work requires the SRU
43 gulfur pit's vapor collection system to
be bypassed, in order to address the vapor
collection system not being operational on
January 2 and April 9, 2008;

1) By March 10, 2008, re-evaluated the
fuel gas system, and as a result of that
evaluation, set points (e.g., flowrates and
pressure limits) were established and
oversight/management (balance) of

the fuel gas system was assigned to one
operating area, in order to prevent the
reoccurrence of the fuel gas H,S
exceedances that ocowred on August 9,
2007 and March 9;

m) Shut down, repaired, and retested
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RESPONDENT NAME: ConocoPhillips Company Page 4 of 7

DOCKET NO.: 2009-0129-AIR-E

remediation activities. Specifically, the
Respondent began the operation of a soil
and groundwater remediation system at the
Plant's Patton Creek area without notifying
the Amarillo Regional Office [30 TeX.
ADMIN. CopE § 106.533(7)(1)(B) and TkX.
HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b)].

6) Failure to notify the Amarillo Regional
Office of the TCEQ prior to initiating
remediation activities, Specifically, the
Respondent began the operation of a sail
and groundwater remediation system at the
Plant’s Area 1 (also known as North Coble)
without notifying the Amarillo Regienal
Office [30 TEX. ADMIN, CODE §
106.533()(1)(B) and TEx. HEALTH &
SareTY CoODE § 382.085(b)].

7} Failure to have authorization to operate
a source of air emissions. Specifically, the
Respondent began the operation of a soil
and groundwater remediation system at the
Plant's Area 3 without notice or
authotization. Emissions data
subsequently submitted by the Respondent
on November 21, 2008, in connection with
attemipting to claim Permit by Rule
authorization for the systerm, established-
that emissions were above those authorized
by Permit by Rule [30 TEx. ADMIN. CODE
§ 116.110(a) and TeEX. HEALTH & SAFETY
Conk §§ 382.085(b) and 382.0518(a}].

8) Failure to notify the Amarillo Regional
Office of the TCEQ prior to initiating
remediation activities, Specifically, the
Respondent began the operation of a soil
and groundwater remediation system at the
Plant's Area 4 without notifying the
Amarillo Regional Office [30 TEX. ADMI,
CoDE § 106.533()(1)(B) and TeX. HEALTH
& SareTY CODE § 382,085(b)].

9) Failure to notify the Amarillo Regional
Office of the TCEQ prior to-initiating
remediation activities. Specifically, the
Respondent began the operation of a soil
and groumdwater remediation system at the
Plant's HP-7 remediation site without
notifying the Amarillo Regional Office [30
TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 106.533(j)(1)(B) and
Tex. HEALTH & SaraTY CODE §
382.085(b)).

10) Failure to notify the Amarillo Regional
Office of the TCEQ prior to initiating
remediation activities. Specifically, the
Respondent began the operation of a soil
and groundwater remediation system at the
Plant's Jackson's Hole remediation site
without notifying the Amarillo Regional

Engine 47 in Unit 12 (EPN 12E7). The
retest, performed December 18, 2007,
demonstrated compliance with NOy limits;

n) By April 28, 2008, made a decision to
reduce or eliminate the stockpiling of
coke, and for occasions when stockpiling
is unavoidable, purchased laboratory
equipment and provided for an accelerated
sampling process designed to prevent the
failure to take samples, as well as to ensure
the proper moisture content of the
stockpiles;

o) Adjusted the Unit 29 FCCU catalyst
regenerator and retested it on March 26,
2008. The test showed the unit compliant
with its PM emissions limit; and

p) On May 22, 2009, submitted a plan for
corrective actions that address the
emissions event that occurred on January
17, 2009.

Ordering Provisions:

1) The Order will require the Respondent
to implement and complete a
Supplemental Environmental Project
(SEP). (Sec SEP Attachment A.)

2} The Order will also require the
Respondent to:

a) By March 1, 2012, complete the
corrective actions outlined in the May 22,
2009 submittal, in order to address the
causes that led to the emissions event that
occutred on January 17, 2009; and

by By March 15, 2012, submit written
certification that provides detailed
supporting documentation including
photographs, receipts, and/or other records
to demonstrate compliance with Ordering
Provision No. 2.a.
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Office [30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE §
106.533(j)(1)(B) and TeEX. HEALTH &
SArETY CoODE § 382.085(b)].

11) Failure to notify the Amarillo Regicnal
Office of the TCEQ prior to initiating
remediation activities. Specifically, the
Respondent began the operation of a soil
and groundwater remediation system at the
Plant's Old Canyon Dam (also known as
Area 3A) without notifying the Amarillo
Regional Office [30 TeX. ADMIN. CODE §
1060.5333(X1)(B) and Tex. HEALTH &
SareTy CODE § 382.085(b)].

12) Failure to notify the Amarillo Regional
Office of the TCEQ prior to initiating
remediation activities. Specifically, the
Respondent began the operation of a soil
and groundwater remediation system at the
Plant's Lot 7 remediation site without
notifying the Amarillo Regional Office {30
TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 106.533()(1)(B) and
TeX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE §
382.085(b)].

13) Failure to notify the Amarillo Regional
Office of the TCEQ prior to initiating
remediation activities, Specifically, the
Respondent began the operation of a soil
and groundwater remediation system at the
Plant's Old Caustic Pond remediation site
without notifying the Amarillo Regional
Office [30 Tex. ADMIN. CODE §
106.533(j)(1){B) and TEX, HEALTH &
SareTY CODE § 382.085(b)].

14) Failure to maintain instrument
monitoring of the flare pilot flame.
Specifically, the Non-Corrosive Flare's
{EPN G6FL4) pilot flame was not
monitored by instrument on the following
dates: December 22, 2007, March 3, May
7, and May 8, 2008 [30 Tex. ADMIN. CODE
§§ 116.715(a) and 101.20(3), NSRFAP
No. 9868A/PSD-TX-102M6, SC 2B, and
TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE §
382.085(b)).

15) Failure to operate flares with no visible
emission, except for periods not to exceed
a total of five minutes during any two
consecutive hours, Specifically, those
conditions were exceeded at the 100M
Sour Water Treater Brine Flare Pit (EPN
66FL10) on March 13, 2008, at the ARDS
Emergency Sulfur Flare (EPN 66FL13) on
May 23, 2008, and at the Natural Gas
Liquids Non-Corrosive Flare (EPN 66FL4)
on March 7 and June 16, 2008 [30 TEx.
ADMIN. CODE §§ 116.715(a) and
101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-
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RESPONDENT NAME: ConocoPhillips Company Page 6 of 7
DOCKET NO.: 2009-0129-AIR-E

102M6, SC 2C, and Tex. HEALTH &
SArETY CoDE § 382.085(b)).

16} Failure to operate the SRU Tail Gas
Incinerator with no visible emissions,
except for uncombined steam. Specifically,
visible emissions were observed from the
SRU Unit 43 incinerator stack on January
11 and April 2, 2008 [30 TEX. ADMIN.
Cobk §§ 116.715(a) and 101.20(3),
NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-102M6, SC
10, and Tex. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE §
382.085(b)].

17) Failure to operate the SRU thermal
reactor at all times with a stable flame and
to maintain the flame temperature at not
less than 2,000 degrees Fahrenheit.

| Specifically, Unit 43 A's Thermal Reactor
did not maintain the required flame and
temperature on November 12, 2007 [30
TEX, ADMIN, CODE §§ 116.715(a) and
101.20(3}, NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-
102M6, SC 11, and TEX. HEALTH &
SAFETY CoDE § 382.085(b)}.

18) Failure to maintain the SRU 43 sulfur
pit connecied to a vapor collection system
which routes the recovered vapots back
into the process. Specifically, the SRU
Unit 43 vapor collection system was not
operational on January 2 and April 9, 2008
[30 TEx. AnmIN. CoDE §§ 116.715(a) and
101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868 A/PSD-TX-
102M86, SC 14, and Tex. HEALTH &
SareTy Copi § 382.085(b)].

19) Failure to limit the fuel gas used to fire
all of the Plant's heaters, boilers, and TGIs
to a short term H,S concentration of no
more than 162 parts per million volume. .
Specifically, the fuel gas exceeded that
concentration on August 9, 2007 and
March 9, 2008 [30 Tex. ADMIN. CODE §§
116.715(=) and 101.20(3), NSRFAP No.
98G8A/PSD-TX-102M6, SC 28, and Tex.
HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b)].

20) Failure to limit NOx emissions from an
engine. Specifically, Engine 47 in Unit 12
(EPN 12E7), a White Superior engine,
failed the NOx emissions limit of 2.0
grams per horsepower hour during a stack
test on October 2, 2007 [30 TEX. ADMIN.
CopE §§ 116.715(a), 116.715(c)(7), and
101.20¢3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-
102M6, SC 41, and TEX. HEALTH &
SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b)).

21) Failure to ensure that a minimum coke
moisture content of G percent by weight
was maintained during coke handling and
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storage operations. Specifically, 60
samples taken between December 3, 2007
and December 23, 2008 showed moisture
content between 0.7 and 5.95% [30 Tex.
ADMIN, CODE §§ 116.715(a) and
101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-
102M6, SC 55, and TEx. HEALTH &
SareTY CODE § 382.085(b)].

22) Failure to take samples and perform
moisture analyses of coke piles.
Specifically, the Respondent failed to do
the sampling and analyses on the following
dates: November 27, December 13,
December 21, December 23, and
December 27, 2007, January 30, February
4, April 21, and April 26, 2008 {30 Tex.
Apmin. CoDE §§ 116.715(a) and
101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-
102M6, SC 59B, and Tex. HEALTH &
SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b)].

23) Failure to limit PM emissions from the
Unit 29 FCCU catalyst regenerator to no
more than 1.0 kilograms per megagram
(2.0 Ib/ton). Specifically, a test conducted
on December 6, 2007 showed that limit
was exceeded [30 Tex. ADMIN. CODE §
101.20(1), 40 CoDE OF FEDERAL
REGULATIONS § 60.102(a)(1), and TEX.
HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b)].

24) Failure to cotmply with permitted
emissions limits. Specifically, during an
emissions event on January 17, 2009,
contaminated amine caused a temperature
excursion and shut-down of the SRU 34
Feed Heater due to faulty level transmitters
and the design of the level gauges, which
made it difficult for Plant operations to see
the actual level of the absorbers. This
condition, in turn, resulted in the following
unauthorized emissions from the SRU
incinerator (EPN 34I1): 0.38 Ib of CO,
7.62 lbs of H,S, 1.53 lbs of NOy, and 683
Ibs of SO, over a 28 minute period. Since
these emissions could have been avoided
by better design and/or operational
practices, the emissions are not subject to
an affirmative defense under 30 Tex.
ADMIN. CoDE § 10£.222(b){(1-11) [30 Tex.
Apmm. CopE §§ 116.715(a),
116,715(c)(7), 111.111(a)1), and
101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-
102M6, SC 1 and 23, and Tex. HEALTH &
SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b)].
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Attachment A
Docket Namber: 2009-0129-AIR-E

SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECT

Respondent: ConocoPhillips Company
Penalty Amount: Two Hundred Forty-Three Thousand Three Hundred One
Dollars ($243,301)
SEP Offset Amount: One Hundred Twenty-One Thousand Six Hundred Fifty
' Dollars ($121,650)
Type of SEI': Pre-approved
Third-Party Recipient: Texas PTA - Clean School Bus Program
Location of SEP: Texas Air Quality Control Region 211

The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (“TCEQ”) agrees to offset a portion of the administrative
Penalty Amount assessed in this Agreed Order for the Respondent to coniribute to a Supplemental
Environmental Project (“SEP”). The offset is equal to the SEP Offset Amount set forth above and is
conditioned upon completion of the project in accordance with the terms of this Attachment A,

1. Project Description
A, Project

The Respondent shall contribute the SEP Offset Amount to the Third-Party Recipient named above. The
contribution will be to Texas PTA for the Clean School Bus Program in Hutchinson County as set forth inan
agreement between the Third-Party Recipient and the TCEQ. Specifically, the coniribution will be used to
reimburse local school districts for the cost of the following activities to reduce emissions: 1) replacing older
diesel buses with alternative fuelled or ¢lean diesel buses; or 2) retrofitting older diesel buses with new, cleaner
technology. All dollars contributed will be used solely for the direct cost of the project and no pertion will be
spent on administrative costs. The SEP will be done in accordance with all federal, state and local
environmental laws and regulations.

The Respondent certifies that it has no prior commitment to make this contribution and that it is being done
solely in an effort to settle this enforcement action.

B. Environmental Benefit

This SEP will provide a discernible environmental benefit by reducing particulate emissions on buses by more
than 90% below today’s level and reducing hydrocarbons below measurement capability.

C. Minimum Expenditure
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ConocoPhillips Company
Agreed Order - Attachment A

The Respondent shall coniribute at least the SEP Offset Amount to the Third-Party Recipient and comply with
all other provisions of this SEP.

2. Performance Schedule

Within 30 days after the effective date of this Agreed Order, the Respondent must contribute the SEP Offset
Amount to the Third-Party Recipient. The Respondent shall mail a copy of the Agreed Order with the
contribution to:

Texas Congress of Parents and Teachers dba Texas PTA
Clean School Bus Program

Suzy Swan, Director of Finance

408 West 11" Street

Austin, Texas 78707

3. Records and Reporting

Concurrent with the payment of the SEP Offset Amount, the Respondent shall provide the TCEQ SEP
Coordinator with a copy of the check and transmittal letter indicating full payment of the SEP Offset Amount
to the Third-Party Recipient. The Respondent shall mail a copy of the check and transmittal letter to:

Enforcement Division

Attention: SEP Coordinator, MC 219

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

4, Failure to Fully Perform

If the Respondent does not perform its obligations under this SEP in any way, including full expenditure of the
SEP Offset Amount and submittal of the required reporting described in Section 3 above, the Executive
Director may require immediate payment of all or part of the SEP Offset Amount.

In the event of incomplete performance, the Respondent shall include on the check the docket number of this
Agreed Order and a note that it is for reimbursement of a SEP. The Respondent shall make the payment for
the amount due to “Texas Commission on Environmental Quality” and mail it to:

Litigation Division :
Attention: SEP Coordinator, MC 175
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13088
Austin, Texas 78711-3087

5. Publicity
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ConocoPhillips Company
Agreed Order - Attacliment A

Any public statements concerning this SEP made by or on behalf of the Respondent must include a clear
statement that the project was performed as part of the settlement of an enforcement action brought by the
TCEQ. Such statements include advertising, public relations, and press releases.

6. Clean Texas Program

The Respondent shall not include this SEP in any application made to TCEQ under the "Clean Texas" (or any
successor) program(s). Similarly, the Respondent may not seek recognition for this contribution in any other
state or federal regulatory program.

7. Other SEPs by TCEQ or Other Agencies

The SEP identified in this Agreed Order has not been, and shall not be, included as a SEP for the Respondent
under any other Agreed Order negotiated with the TCEQ or any other agency of the state or federal
government.
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Penalty Calculation Worksheet (PCW)

Policy Ravision 2 (September 2002}

PCW Revislon October 30, 2008

».n:nm

Asgfgned |

: 20-)an-2009 1

7-Jul:2009 ¢

EPA Due[ 13:0cl:2009 |

" Respdwh dent
Reg. Ent. Ref. No.
Facility/Site Region

'ConocaF’hllllps Caonipany

RN1D2495884 . .

1-Amarillo.

| MajorlMinor SourceIMajor

EanCase ID No.
Docket No.

Media Program(s)
Multi-Media

37094

No. of Violations |24

2009-0129-AIR-E

Order Type|1660 .

Alr -

Government/Non-Profit|No -

Enf. Coordinator Terry Murphy '

Admin. Penalty $ Limit Minimum $0 Maximum

EC's Team [ERforcement Team 4
$10,000 I

Notes

Penalty Calcula’non Section

$86,100

$209,223

The penalty was- enhanced by ten: NOVs for same Qr: slmllar wolatmns
wo NOVs for-dissimilar vilations; six 1660+slyle agreed:orders, and |
one findings agreed order; one EPA agreed order-without a denial of |

liability, and one EPAfinal judgment with a: denialof ligbility. The
penalty was reduced by:seven NOAs-and two.DOVs. -

$0
$20,900
nefit: : $37,285
Tatal EB Amounts *Capped af the Total EB § Amount
Approx, Cost of Compliance
$311,708
Notes
$311,708
$304,128
! -$60,825
Reduces the Final Assessed Penally by lhe indicted percentage. {Enternumber onfy e.9. 20 for 20% reduc!fon ,l

Notes Deferra] offered for expedlted settiement

$243,301
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£ 28-Jan-2009 F2009-0129-AIR-E
ConocoPhillips Company ' Policy Revision 2 {September 2002)
237094 PCW Revision October 30, 2008 ;
. RN102495884

Enf. Coordinator: Terry Murphy
~ Compliance History Worksheet

_Component Number of... E_nterNumbérH
|Written NOVs with same or similar violations as those in the current enforcement action ' 10 50
NOVs (number of NOVs meeling criteria) B ' °
Other written NOVs .2 4%
Any agreed final enforcement orders containing a denial of liability {(number of orders 6 120%
meeting criteria) a
Orders  [Any adjudicated final enforcement orders, agreed final enforcement orders without a denialf
of liability, or default orders of this state or the federal government, or any final prohibitory] 2 50%

emergency orders issued by the commission

Any non-adjudicated finat court judgments or consent decrees confaining a denial of liability
of this state or the federal government (number of judgements or consent decrees meeting 1 30%
Judgments [criferia)
and Consent

Any adjudicated final court judgments and default judgments, or non-adjudicated final courtf .

Decrees:
. judgments or consent decrees withoul a denial of liability, of this state or the federal o] 0%
gavernment '
Convictions |Any criminal convictions of this state or the federal government (rumber of counts) 0 0%
Emissions |Chronic excessive emissions events {(number of evenis) il 0%

Letters notifying the executive director of an intended audit conducted under the Texas
Environmental, Health, and Safety Audit Privilege Act, 74th Legislature, 1995 (number of| B S 7%
audits for which notices were submilted) :

Audits
Disclosures of violations under the Texas Environmental, Health, and Safety Audit Privilege 2 4%
Act, 74th Legislature, 1995 (humber of audits for which viclations were disclosed) : °
Pfeasé En-fer Yes or No

Environmental management systems in place for one year or mare . No 0%
Voluntary on-site compliance assessments conducted by the executive director under a- ”No 0%
] - : \ b

Other special assistance program
Participation in a voluntary polfution reduction program No 0%
|Early compliance with, or offer of a product that meets future state or federal government} - '.N‘O'. ) Q%
: h L0} (]

environmentai requirements

Adjustment Percentage {Subtotal 2) [ 243%

[ Average Performer | Adjustment Percentage (Subtotal 7} [__ 0%

. The penalty was enhanced by ten NOVs for same or similar viclations, twa NOVs for disgimilar violations,

Compliance | six 1660-style agreed orders, and-ohie findings agreed order; one EPA agreed order without a denial of

"r'jStt‘"V liabllity, and one EPA final judgment with & denial of liability. The penalty. was reduced by seven NOAs and
otes | two DOV, _

Total Adjustment Percentage (Subtotals 2, 3, £ 7) | 243%
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-Screening Date: 28-Jan-2009 : i 2009-0129-AIR-E
ConocoPhillips Company Policy Revision 2 (Seplember zooz)
PLW Revision Colober 30, 2008

Viotation Numberjj- -
Rule Cite(s) 80 Tex-Admin. Code §§ T16.715{a), 118.75(c)(7), T+1.171(2){1), and 101.20(3), New
. ‘Source Review:Flexible Air Permit("NSRFAP"). No. 9868A/PSD-TX-102MB, Special |

- Condifions ("SG") 1 and 23, and Tex. Heslth & Safety:Code § 882:085(5) :

Failad to cemply with permilted-emissions:limits, as:documented during an investigation;
condusted on October 7, 2008, Spedifically, during-an:emissions eveiit on June 1, 2008;
atube failure‘eccurrad-on Beller 2.4 causing.a steam system upsetimpacting mosiof ;
the-Plant: the:gas. cil-hydrodesulfurizer hydrocarbons:("GOHDS HGC") Flare [Emissicns.
Point Number {"EPN"} 86FL12), the TatFlare:(EPN 66FL3}, Unit 40-Fluld Catalytic |
Gracking Unit ('FGEU") (EPN 40PI); Unit 34 Sulfur Recovery Unit:"SRU") Ihzinerator |
Violation Descriptiong (EPN.3411), and Linft43 SRY (EPN 4814)-efitted 5,882 pounds:(bs")-of suifur dioxide |
- (*S02"),i3,986 s of volatile organic.compounds:('VOG"), 14,777 Ibs.of ca:bon
monoxide { GOM,:323 [bs of: nifrogen-gxides {"NOX"), 2,000 Ibs of particulaie matter...
-(“PM"), 128 1bsof ammonia, 167 Ibs of hydrogen sulfide {("H25", 0:046'Ib of lead, 04 Jb
.of nickel, and:éxpetienced 79% epacityover 8 13:5 ‘our period. Since these emisslons
" could:have been avoided by better deslgn andfer operational practices, the-emissions. .
are not:subject to an affirmative defense under30 Tex. Admin. Code §-1 01.‘222(bj(j-1~1}:

Base Penalty| $10,000

Release Ma]or Moderale Minor
Actuallf - s ] )

Poténtial | | ] j

Falsnr cat#or

| SRR | R Percent

Percent

Matrix Human health or the. euvlronment was. exposed 1o szgnlr cantamaunts-of pollutants pot. exceedlr)g
leve]s protectwe of-human:hesith or: enwronrnental receptors

T $5,000]

$5,000

Number of violation days

Violation Base Penalty $5,000

] $1,250

Extraordinary|l’
Ordinary| % :
NIA I (mark with x)
Notes The Respnndent retumed o compliance on September 22
. 2008, -and-the NOE is dated January 186, 2009,
Violation Subtotal $3,750
ic Benefit (EBJfor this violatio

Estimated EB Amount| $6850] Violation Final Penalty Total] 317,454
its) $10,000
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Buildings
Other {as needed)
Englneering/construction
Land

Record Keeping System
Training/Sampling
Remediation/DIsposal
Parmit Costs

Gther {as needed)

Notes for DELAYED costs

Disposal

Perscnnel
Inspection/Reporting/Sampling
Suppliesfequipment

Financial Assurance [2]
ONE-TIME aveided costs [3]
Cther {as needed)

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx, Cost of Compllance

Edﬁlpment

$30.000 1-Jun-2608 22-5ep-2008 '0:31 i $31 $619. : $650

0.00 $0
0.00 30
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00:: $0
0.00 9 $0
- 0.00 | 30

| Estimated costs to provide for an alternate, back-up source of steam. The Dale Required is the date of fhe-event,
and-the.Finaf Date is the date the-Respondent installed the- back-up bailer.

~ANNUALIZE [1]:avolded costs’before entefing ftem
0.00
0:00
0:00-
jl .00
0.00
0.00
0.00 [

$650]

| $30,000]
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Viclation Number|j-
Rule Cite(s}ff- -

Violation Description(f

Aol
Potentiail

£ 2009-0129-AIR-E )
Poliey Revisien 2 (Seplember 2002}
PCW Revision Octeber 30, 2008

30 Tex. Admin, Gode:§§116.715(a), 16; 715(e)(7), and:101.20(8), NSRFAP No.. -
QBSBNPSD-TX 102MS 8C1, -and Tex,. Health &: Safety Ccde 5382, OES(b)

Falled to.comply-with-permitted emiissions: ||mns as dommented dunng ani |nves1lgat|an
ccndueted on Ogtober 7, 2008, -Specifically, dur|ng an.efmissions event.on Jupe 29, 2008,
" hydrocarbon contamination of the:Central Stil Amine Absorber caused a-shut down an
the Unit 34 SRU incinerator (EPN-34/1} emitted 464 bs of 802, 475.1bs of H2S, 2.1 tbs'of
. NOx, and 0.556 of CO-over 2 34 minute: perlod Since these emigsions couldhavebeen:
" qvoided by hetter design.andfor operational practices, fhe-emisslons-are figt subjgctto.an.
affirmative defense under 30 Tex Adrr.un Coda§ 101 222(!:)(1 11)

Release

Base Penalty[ $10,000

Major . Minor

Mcderate

Percent

_ Major  Mod

S - | Percent

Matrix
Notes

Human hea!th or the enwronmem was- exposed 1o inS|gn[f' cant amounts of pollutants not exceeding Ievels

- protective-of human| heaith or enwronmental recep!ors

mark only one
with an X

7,500

Number of violation days

Vliolation Base Penalty $2,600}

Extracidinary i

Ordinary X
N/A | kmark with x)

Notas| TheRespondent returned to-compliance onSeplember 26,
i 2008, -and the NOE isdlated.danuary 18, 2009, .

Violation Subtota!{ $1,875
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laved Gosts
Equlpment
Bulldings . : . 0.00 $0 $0
Other (as needed) $2,000 29-Jun-2008 [ 26-Sep-2008 ) 0.24 . %2 $34
Englneeringfconstruction Q.00 $0: $0:
Land ¢ 0.00 $0 $0
Record Keeplng System j " . 0,00 $0 $0 -
TralningiSampfing - - Q00 [ $0: $0-
Remediation/Dispesal || . . 0.00 30 $0
Permit Costs ] _ - . 0.00 $0.. 0
Other {as neadad) : : 0.00 $0: $0

~ Estimated costs to provide additional persennel training, The Bate Required is the-date of the-event, and the
Final Date is the: date: the-additonal training was completed.

Notes for DELAYED costs

-ANNUALIZE [1] avoided costs hafore enterng: itaii: (6%

Dlsposal . e - 0,00 $0

Personne! . - . - 0.00 $0:
Inspection/Reparting/Sampling ] 0.08 30
Suppliesiequlpment P 000 | $0:

Financlal Assurance [2] . - 0,00 $0
ONE-TIME avolded costs [3] 1B . 0.00 $0:
Other {as needed) [ : ~ . 000 $0

Notes for AVOIDED costs

sa4]

Approx. Cost of CompHance ! $2,00U|
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Violation Number|

< Terry Murphy

= 2000-0129-AIR-E

Poiicy Revision 2 (September 2002}
PCW Revision Qclober 30, 2008

Rule Cite(s),

30 Tex. Admin. Code§§ 116.715(a), 116:745(6)(7), and 101.20(3), NSRFAP No:
9868A/PSD-TX-102MB, 5C {,.and Tex. -Health;&-Sa‘fe.ty Code § 382,085(b)

Viclation Description

Failad to compiy with.permitied. emissiuns limits, a8 douumented durlng dn ihvestigation |
conducted-on Ottober 7, 2008: Speclf‘caliy, diring an: emlssmns ‘event-en.hily 19, 2008;
-the Unit 34 Tail Gas Treatmient Unit stiipper foamed, causmg aunit:shut-down; and the
Uriit 34 SRU Incinerater (EPN 34iy-emitted 716 1bs of S02, 7.62'bs:0f H25, 1.55bsof
“NO%, -and-0.38b of CO aver a'23 minute pefied, ‘Since these emissions: oould have been:
-avoided by better design and/or operstiohal-practices, the émissions arenot subject o an’

affirmative defense under 30 Tex, Admin. Code § 101,222(b)(t-11). -

Base Penalty£ $10,000

g

Release Major Moderate Minor
Actuall] ] X
Potentiall_ T Percent

Maderate  Minor

[ 3 | Parcent

Human health

orthe enwronment was exposedfo’ |n5|gn|f canL amounts of; pollutants not exceedmg levels
protective of human health Qr- enwronmental receptors '

mark only ane
witir an x

SAdfuskmentl  $7.500]
$2,500

[Number of violation days

Violation Base Penaltyi $2,500

Estimated

Extraordinary

Before Mo NOV1o DPRPE&memem Offer

Ordinary] X i e T
NZA| ) J(mark with x)

The Respondent returned to cempllance of.July20, 2008, anti

Notes the NOE is dated Janiiary 16, 2009.

Violation Subtotal $1.875|

EB Amount| $1]

Violation Final Penalty Total} $9,504
This viclation Final Assessed Penalty (adjusted for I]mlts)l $9,504
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elayed
Buildings  |i . H . .
Other (as needed) [ $5,000 19-Jul-2008 20-Jul-2008 0.00 50
Engineering/construction [ - j 0,00 | . i)
Land |: 0.00 G
Record Keeping Sysiem - 0.00 4]
Tralning/Sampling || j : 0.00 | _$0- -
Remedlation/Disposal | . ] 0.00 $0
Permit Costs 0.00 | $0
Other {as needed) 0.00 | 50

Estimated costs to analyze and.instltute.Emprov:ed'managemenf bracti‘ces. The Date Required-is the date of tite
event, and the Final'Data Is the datethe-Respondent implemented: the improved practices.

Notes for DELAYED cosis

NNUAEIZE [1] avoided tostsibefara entering item (except forangdineavoidedicosts)y +
Disposal . 000 %0 . $0 $0
Personnel 0,00 | 50 - $0 $0
Inspactfen/Reporting/Sampling J0:.00 ) $0: R 50
Suppliesfequlpment . + 0,00 | 30 - %0 $0

Financial Assurance [2] . . . D.00 | $0 i $0 S $0
ONE-TIME avoided costs [3] ] - 0:00 | 0 $0 $0
Other (as needed) . ] e 0.00 L 40 %0

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx. Cost of Compllance $5,000| 31 I
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Screening Date 28-Jan-2000 ' i HPECW |
Pelicy Revision 2 (September 2002)
PCW Revision Qclober 30, 2008

Rule Cite(s)(|

30 Tex. Admin. Gode §§118:715(a), 118.715(6)(7), and 101.20(3), NSRFAP No. -
8888AIPSD-TX-102M8, SC 1;and Tex, Health & Safsty Code.§ 382.005(b)

Failed t‘o-comply-with;permitted emi‘ssl_ons]imits, 'as doc_’ume_nied-c{u'ring;an investigation |

conducted-en-Ogtober 7, 2008, Spedifically, dutinig-an emissions event on July 29,.2008, |
flaring occurred at the atmospheric resldual destiffurization ("ARDS") Flare (EPN B6FL12):
due to a-pressure increasg in the first stage-suction serubber in-the Flash-Gas Compressor|

ih Unit 41, and-the flare emitted 63%-1bs of- 802, 7 {bs-of H2S, 0,85.1b of NOX, 103 Ibs of |
CO, and 3,37 Ibs of VQE over-a20:minute penod Sincerthese emissions could have been
avmded by-better:design and/r-operational-practices; tha-emissicns are not subject to an-
: affirmative: defense under 30 Tex Admin Cotle-§ 101, 222(b)(1-1 1.

Violation Description

Base Penalty $10,000

Release Major Moderate Minor
Actuall] e

Potentiall I . Percent

Falsification Major Moderate Minor

[ [ —— Percent

Matrix Human health or the enwronment was: exposed to. Insmmr cant amcunts of; pollutants not exceeding levels
Notes . protective of human health or environmental receptors

GEpekdisthent §7.500]
I $2,500

Number of Violation Events| Number of violafion days

mark only one
with an x

Violation Base Penalty $2,500

One.guarerly event is recommended, based cn .1heduiy:2é_l, 2008-emissions event.

Barore NQV NOV lo EDPRP/Salllament Offer

B Cony

e

Exraordinary| . . - f .
ordinary

MN/A . (marﬁ w;ith Qc}

The Respandent retumad to-comiplianca:by October 20, 2008,

Notes andithe NOE s dated.January 16, 2009,

Violation Subtotal 31,875

Estimated EB Amount| $84} Violation Final Penalty Total 59,504

This violation Final Assessed Penalty (adjusted for Ilmlts)| $9,504
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Bulldings
GCther {as needed)
Engineeringfeonstruction
Land

Record Keeping System
Training/Sampling
Remediation/Dispasal
Permit Costs

Other {as needed)

Notes for DELAYED costs

Parsonnel
Inspectlon/Reporting/Sampling
Supplies/equipraent

Financial Assuranca [2]
ONE-TIME avelded costs [3]
Other {as needed)

Nates for AVOIDED costs

Approx. Cost of Compllance

onocoPhillips Company

. Ev’qulﬁme'nt'

$4,000: 20-Jul-2008 20:0ct-2008 0.23 $3 $64
j - 0.00 $0 $0

0.00 30 $0

0.00 $0 $0

|- 0.00- 30 $0

0.00 $0 $0

0.00 $0 $0

- 0.00 30 $0

Estimated. costs-to implement improved eperational procedures. The:Bate Required is the date ofthe event, and
the Final Date Is- the date the- Respondant completed the improvements,

NNUALIZE [1] avoided costs before 6

$4,000] $64]
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: 28-Jan-2009 009-0129-AIR-E : e
onccoPhillips Company ) Policy Revislon 2 {Sepfember 2002)
PG Ravislon Octobsr 30, 2008

Violation Nﬁi:ﬁber_ ;
Rule CHEISN 30 Tex, Admin, Code § 106.533()(1)(Byand Tex, Health-& Safety Code §:362.085(5)

Failed to figtify the Amarillo Reglonal Officg:of the TGEQ prior to initiating remediation
. activities. ‘Spacifically, the‘Respondent-began the operation of a-soil:and groundwater |
remedistion. system at the Plant's Patton-Creek area without nolifying the Amarillo Regional
Office, ag-dacumented durlng:an-investigation-.conducted-on October 7, 2008,

Violation Description

L Human Health Vatrix =

=
i

Base Penaltyl $10,000

Harm
Release Major Moderate Minor
Actual|[ ; ] |
Potentiall = Percent

Mcderate

] I Percent

~-TFhe Respond.eht failedto cqmplywlth"mo.% ofthe rule.

jistaest]_  $7,500|
13

s oty it
Number of Violation Events 1 | Number of violation days
mark only one [———~——:
with an x Violation Base Penalty{ $2,500

o

ot pb s e R

T ww‘__j $625

Extraordinary ]
Ordinary X 4 )
N[ Tkmari wit 0
Notes The R’espon‘dent returned .to-ciomﬁliance oniNovember 24,
2008, andthe NOE is dated January 16, 2009,

Violation Subtotal $1,875

Estimated EE Amount| $13,455] Violation Final Penalty Total] $9,504]

tsmlwé _ $9,504

_This violati




Page 2 of 2, 10/8/2009, H:\Agreed Orders\ConccoPhillipsCompany-2009-0129-AIR-E\PCW 7-7-09.x1s

Equipment
Bulldings
Other {as needed)
Engineering/construction
Land

Record Keeping System
TrainingfSampling
Remediation/Disposal
Permlt Costs

Other {as needed)

Notes for DELAYED costs

Disposal

Persannel
Inspection/Reporting/Sampling
Suppllesleguipment

Flnanctal Assurance [2]
ONE-TIME avolded costs {3}
Other [as needed)

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx. Cost of Compliance

0.00 $0-,
- 0:00 30
0.00 0:
0.0e 0
0.00 0
0.00 0
. 000 30
$4,000 1-Jan-1993 Z3-Nov-2008._|| 15:90:|. $3,180
0.00 |: 30

Estirhatad-csts ta prepare nofification and-suppor_ting_-d'ecumentatio.n to start remediation. activities. The Date
Required is:the date the system began operating, ahd-the Fihal Date Is the date the Respandentsubmitted

documentation to support on-going activities at-the site o the Regional Office:

Xeaptiotanetime

: 0.0¢ $0- $0: $0
$2.000 1-Jan-2004 21-Nav-2008 4.89 $489: $9,786 $10,276 -
. 0.0¢ 30 30 30

i 0.00 | 30 30 30
g;00 $0 30 $0
0.00 |. 30 $0 50
0:00 30 $0 §0

. Estimated-costs 1o proikid'e-for increased environmental compliance eversight for all of the remediatidn._silés-
-(Violations 5 - #3). The'Date:Required is the date the first of the remediation violations began, and:the Final Date

“is the date the Respendent provided for the-additional oversight.

$6,000]

$13,455]
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ate: 28-Jan-2000 =
fCOnDCOPhIllipS Company Poiicy Revision 2 (Seplember 2602)
$ 37094 PCW Revision Oclober 30, 2008

] ETerry Murphy
5
Rule CHte(S)| a0Téx Admin. Gode:§ 106.53()(1)(B)-and Tex. Heallh & Safsty Gode'§.382:085(1)

Failetito notify the Amarillo Regional Office of the TCEQ prier foinitiating Temediation
activiies. Specifically, the- Respondent bagan the operation of 2 soil-and groundwater.
Violation Description|:remediation system atthe:Plant's Area 1 {also known-as North Coble)-without.natifying:the
Armarillo Regional ‘Cffice, as documented during an‘investigation-conducted on October?,
2008, oot N

Release Moderate Minor

Actualll~

Potentialll _ i : Percent

Major

e

= R e
Major Moderate Minor

x I ! I Percent

The Respendent failed o comply with 100% of the:rule; -

SAdjstmenyf 7,500}
[ $2,500
e

Number of violation days

maik only one
with an x

Viclation Base Penaltyj $2,500]

Extraordinary ||

Ordinary X
N/A Ji{mark with x)
Notes Tha Respondent returned to complianza on Ngvembe.h’?ﬁ .

2008, :and the NOE js-dated-Januayy 16, 2009;

Violation Subtotal $1,875

/ titorLimit:Test-— =
Estimated EB Amount| $3,780] Violatlon Final Penalty Total| $9,504
$6,504]

This violation Final Assessed Penalty (adjusted for limits)
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Equlpment
Buildings
Other {as neaded)
Enginearing/construction
Land

Record Keeping System
Tralning/Sampling
RemediationiDIsposal
Permit Costs

Other {as needed)

Notes for DELAYED costs

Avoided:Cost

documentation {o support.on-geing-activitias at the site to the Regional Office.

0.00 $0: $0 $0:
- 0,00 -$0 30 $0
0:00 $0: $0 $0:
0,00 $0 B $0
- 0.00 30 _|EEEEaaEa e $0
0.00 30 i EE =y - §0
- 1 - ]i: 0.00 $0 S Estlg = 50
~ §4.000 — 1-Jan-1930 | 21-Nov-2008_ ||: 18.90 $3,780 - |EmEEdiamsa $3,78
[ o.00 $0- B 0
Estimated cests to-prepare notification: and supperting documentation: to start remediation-activities. The Date

Required is-tha-date the-system began operating, and.the Final Date is the date the Respendent submitted

Persennel
InspectloniReperting/Sampling
Suppliesfequipment

Financlal Assurance [2]
GNE-TIME avolded costs [3]
Other (as needed)

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx, Gost of Compllance

Disposal '

0.80 40
0.00 30 0
Fooo - $0 $0:
: 0.00 30 $0:
: C.00 30 : $0
. 0.00 50 $0:

I $4,000]

33,780
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gy

U

Matrix
‘Notes

S Environmental

cket NG 2009-0120-AIR-E

PO

Policy Revislon 2 (September 2002)
PCW Revislon Oofober 30, 2008

nmg D te: 26-Jan-2009

Terry Murphy

Violation Number[ 7 ]|

Violation Description conducted on-October 7, 2008, Emissions data.subsequentiy-submiltted by the

Rule Cite(S) 30 Tex. Admin, Gode § 116 11o(a) anit Tex. Health:& Safety Gode §§ 382 oas(b} afd
. 282:0618(a) .

“Failed fo-have authorlzatlon to-operate a-source of air-emissians, Speclﬂca]ly, the
-Respendent bagan the operatlen ‘ofia-soll and: groundwater remediaticn:aystem atthe
Plarit's Area 3 withotit natice or autharization, as-deétimented during An-nvestigation-

Respondant.on November 24, 2008, in-cornection with attempting 1o claim Permitby Rute
authorlzatlon for the system, established that emissions: were dbove: 1hose authorized lJy
Peimit: by Rule;

Base Penalty] $10,006]

o Harm
Release Major Moderate Minor
Actuall[ j -
Potential|_ Percent

Falsification Major Moderate

T 1 T 1 Porcent

The Respondent failed-ta:comply with 1.00%,0{. fhe: fule, .

\jistiient] $7,500]

mark only one
with an x

Violation Base Penaity! $5,000

Two monlhly events ara recommendecé from the |nvestigat|0r1 date (October T, 2008) 1o the date the
‘Respondent returned to- compllance {December 1, 2008)..

[ 25.0%k

Tafore NOY_ NOV to EDPRF/Setllement Offer
Exraordinay [
Ordinary X ]| e
N/A, H(mark with x)

Notes Tha! Respondent returned to- Gumpllance on December 1, 2008
and ihe NOE is: dated Jarmary 18,2009

Violation Subtofal $3,750
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CenocoPhillips Company
37094

RN102495884

Agr

7

~1-Dec:2008._

Equipment 7-Oct-2008
Buildings
Other (as needed)
Engineering/construction
Land
Record Keeping System
Tralning!Sampling
Remedlation/Disposal
Pemilt Costs 34,000 #-0ct-2008 T-Dec-2008.

Other (as needed) |E . _ I

- Estimated costs to:prepare and submit documents.to. authorize on-going remediation activities and to provide
Notes for DELAYED costs || abatementequipmant. The Dale Required is the date of the investigation, and the Final Date Is the date the-.
Respondent completed equipment improvements and submitted the required authorization documents.

NNUALIZE Fi]-aveided costs:beforaentering item (except for.ongitirisi

Disposal _ L _ - 0,00 $0 $0

Personnel |- o ' 0.00 $0 ! $0
Inspection/Reporting/Sampling [ : 0.00 . %0 I $0
Suppliesfequipment ; 0.00 $0 $0

Financlal Assurance [2] |[ . 0:00 | $0 $0
ONE-TIME avoided costs [3]  |¢ . . . 0.00 - S0 ] $0-
Cther (as needed) || . . L 000 B 8C A 30

Notes for AVOIDED costs || Avolded costs are included ih-economit-benefit for violation-ho, 5.

Bpprox. Cost of Campllance $6,500I $57I
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ate 28-Jan-2000 009-0129-AIR-E _
pondent: ConoccPhillips Company Policy Revision 2 (September 2602}
: PCW Revision Oclober 30, 2068

Violation Number]]

Rule Cite(S)}-— 3 Fe. Aduin. Gode:§:106:533()(1)(B) 4nd Tex. Heslth’s Safety Code § 382:085(b)

. - ‘Failed {o-notify the Amarlllo:Regicnal-Offica-af the FCEQ:prior fo Inftiating.remediation
aciivities. ‘Specifically, the Respondent began the-operation-of a scil.and groundwater
remedlatwn system.atthe Plant's. Area 4 without nofifying the Amarillo. Regional Office, ay
" documenited during: an Investigation- conducted onOctlobear 7, 2008.

Violation Description|.

Base Penaity ——¥10000

Release Major -
Actuall

Po%entialll - i Percent 0%

Moderate Minor

AT

S e 3 . S e e
Major Moderate Minor

T T Percent

The Respondent failed to cornply with 100% of;the'rme.

djustment] $7,500]
] $2,500

MNumber of violation days

mark only one
with an x

Violation Base Penalty] $2,500

One sirigle svent Is recormended based ..'Oh"tij_e.eone'gjotice not provided.

Befors NOV ~ NOV &
Extracrdinary(| J|
Ordinary|  ~x ]|
NfAE. - . "(markwnhx]
Notes Ths Respandent returned to comphance -0n: November 21,
2008, and the NOEjs-dated:January 16, 2000,
Violation Subtotal $1,875

Estimated EB Amount| $3,780] Violation Final Penalty Total| $9,504

[ $6,504
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£
Equipment
Bulidings
Other {as needed)
Engineering/construction
L.and

Record Keeping System
Tralning/Sampling
Remedlation/DIsposal
Permit Costs

Other {as needed)

Notes for DELAYED costs

Disposal

Personnel
Inspection/Reporting/Sampling
Suppiesfequipment

Financlal Assurance [2}
ONE-TIME avoided costs [3}
Other {as neaded}

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx, Cost of Compilance

0.00

0.00

0.0 |

0.00 1

0.00

.00

(0,00 ¢

0.00 |

$4,000

1-Jan-1990 Z1-Nov-2008 1| 18.90

0.00

Estimated costs to prepare-notification and stpporting documentation to-start remediation. aciivities, The Date
Required is-the date. the system began.operating; and the Final Date is the date the-Respondent: submitted

documentation:to-support on-going-activities at the site to the Regional Office.

SANNUALIZE {1] avoided costs.before entering item (exceptforion

0.00 $0- 0 0
Q.00 - %0 ! Q- 0
0.00 50 : 0 - Q
0.00 50 - $0 ]
0.00 $0. . $0 30
000 | 0 | 306 30
0.00 $0 “$0 0
Avoided costs areincluded in economic:benefit for viokation:no, 5.
$4,000] $3,780]
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Policy Revislon 2 (Seplembsr 2002)
FPCW Revision Oclober 30, 2008

RN102495884
Air
itor: Torry Murphy

o B
Rule Cite(s) . ~307Tex, Admin, Code§ 1'965.533.(!'3 1)(B)-and Tex. Health & Safety Code§ 852:085(b) —‘

" ‘Failed {0 notify the Amarillo:Regional Office af the TCEQ - prier o inifiating remediation. |
- activities. Specifically, the Respendent’began the operation.of a scil and groundwater
remediation system at the Flant's: HP-7 remediation site without:notifying the'Amarillo |

" Regltnal Office, as documented during-an investigation conducted on October 7, 2008, |

Violation Description

Base Penalty $10,000

Release Major Moderate Minot
Actuall - N
Potential]

Major _Moderats

[ x| 1

I Percent

The Respondent fai_l'er;ift:o compiywith 100% of the rL_i|e..7: L

$2,500

Number of Violation Events Number of viclation days

mark only cne
with an x

Violation Base Penalty $2,500

One single-event s recommended:based, on the one notice not providéd.

Befora NOV  NOV o EDPRF'.'SeltTer;\éni Offer

- $625

Extraordinary I ) i ]
Ordinary, % i ] ) ]
N/A Ilimark with x}
Not The Respohdent returnado:corpliance on Noveriber 24;
otes 2008, and the HOE is:dated danuary 16, 2008
Violation Subtotal $1,875]

AL

Violation Final Penalty Total§ $9,504]
j imits) $9.504]

sed Penait:
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Equipment
Buildings
Other [as needed)
Englneering/constructlon
Land

Record Keaping Systam
Tralning/Sampling
Remedlatlon/Disposal
Permit Costs

Other (as needed)

Notes for DELAYED costs

cnacoPhillips Company
7094

L 3
[ 0.00 [ $0:
[ -0.00. $0:
[ 0.00_ $0
[ 0.00 | $0:
L 0,00 $0
i 00| . $o
- - ‘ 0.00 $0-

34000 ][ 7-Oct2008 | 21-Mov-2008 ] 0.12 $25
0.00 $0.

Estimated:costs to: prepa[‘e notification and supporting decumientation. The Date Required-is the-dateof the:

investigation, and the Finaf Date is the date the Respondent submitted: documentation tor support ongolng
activities-at the. site io the-Regional Office,

Hotes for AVOIDED costs

Approx, Cost of Compllance

NNUAEIZE 1) avolded cosisbefore EitaFIg: It

Disposal 0,00 |

Personnel i 0,00
Inspectlon/Reporting/Sampling (.00
Suppllestegulpment ' G.00

Flnancial Assurance [2] ;. 0.00
ONE-TIME avolded costs [3] - .00 |
Qther {as needed) : 0.00

$4,000]

$25]
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0::2009-0129-AIR-E

Policy Revision 2 {Seplember 2602)
PCW Revision October 30, 2008

siide: No;: RN102495884
[Statute}:

Violation Numberff - D~
Rule Cite(s){. ~ a01Tex, Admin, Code§ 106.533(3(1)(B) 8id.Tex, Health & Safety Code’§ 482.085(0) -

" ‘Failed to notify the Amarillo Regional Offics of the TEEQ prior to initiating remediation: |
- -activities, Specifically, the Respondent:beganthe dperation-of a soit:and groundwater .-
Viclation Deserlption||- “remediationsystem at the Plant's Jackson's Hole remedlation site:without notifying:the !
- Amarillo Regfonal Office, as documented during an-investigation.conducted on-October 7,;

: : 2008. S :

Base Penalty] $10,000]

Refease Major Moderate Minocr
Actuall
Potentiall]

Major Mederate Minor

X il | 1 Percent

" Falsification

The Raspendent failed-to comply with 100% of the:rule. .

e $7,500]

Number of Violation Events Number of violation days

maﬂ;’;’ﬁ"e SegUatter - ] R Violation Base Penalty $2,500

Extracrdinary [ v
Ordinary X
N/A (mark with x}
Notes The Respondentreturned tcs-g‘b‘rhpliénga ori-November 2,
2008,-and the NOE is dated- Jﬁanuary-ﬂs; 2009, -
Violation Subtotal $1,875

Estimated EB Amount]
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: onomi
pondent: GonocoPhillips Company

Bulldings - - 0,00 [ $0.

Other {as needed) : : 0:.00 30

Engineeringlconstruction . - - 0.00 $0

Land o [ 000 | 30

Record Keeplng System’ _ 0.00 | 30

Tralnin/Sampling . | 0.00 30

Remediation/Disposal i 0.00 J 30
Permit Costs ||’ $4.000 ) 1-Jan-2000 21-Nov-2008 1§ 8.890 $1.779

Other {as needed) ([ i 0,00: $0

Estimated costs to prepare notification and supporting decumentation to-start remediation activiles. The Date-
Notes for DELAYED costs Required is:the.date:the system began.operating, and the Final: Date is the date the Respondent subriitted
documentation to support on-going activities at the site to the:Regional Office.

NNUALIZE [1] avolded costs beforeenteriig tent (exceptfor:

Disposal 0,00 .50
Personnel . . : 0.00 $0
Inspection/Reparting/Sampling || ] 0.00 30
Suppliesfequipment | . : Q.00 30
Financiat Assurance [2] |[ I 0.00 $0
ONE-TIME avolded costs 3] | . : : 0.0 $0
Other {as needed) || . __ : 0.00 - $0--
Notes for AVOIDED costs | ' Avoided costs aré included:in eeconomic benefit for vielatien: no. 5.

Approx. Gost of Gompliance $4,000] $1.779]
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: 28-Jan-2008 009-0129-AlR-E

i

Policy Revision 2 (Seplember 2002)
PCW Revision Dotoher 30, 2008+

Rule Cite(8) 50 Tex, Admin. Code:§ 708:523()(1)(B) and Tex, Heallh & Safely Code’s 382.085(5)

Failled to notify the Amarillo.Regional Dffice:of the TCEQ prier to initiating remediation.

~ activifies. Specifically, the Responderit-hegan the-operation of a soil and groundwater

Violation Description|  remerliation system at:the Plant's:Old Ganyon Dam {also:known as Arga:34) without

notifying the Amarlllo:Reglonal Office, as-documeanted:during an investigation-conducted ory
. s _ -October 7,2008. © | ’

Harm
Release Major Moderate Minor
Actuall ] I
Potentlalf] i N R ] Percent

Minor

[ 1 Percent

Major Moderate
T

TheRespondeni failéd to. comply with 100% of the'rule.” - -

——— : . S Adjstent]  57,500]
| $2,500

48 JNumber of violation days

e e
Number of Viclation Events;

v

mark only one
with an x

Violation Base Penalty $2,500

Cne single ewen'tis-rét:ommer’:'c"iecii','}tu'aéts’:c’ildnE the orie:nctice:not:provided.

Befare NOV_ NOV to EDPRF/Satllement Offer

[ $625

Extracrdinary j JI_
Crdinary X ][
NIA = E-”(markwith x)

The:Respondent rettimed to-compliance-on-Movember 21,

Notes 2008, .and:the NQOE ‘s dated January 18, 2009,

Violation Subtotal $1,875

SR

R S

Estimated EB Amount| $3,780} Violation Final Penaity Totat| $9,504

l $9,504

This viclation Flnal Assessed Penaity (adjusted for limits)
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ConacoPhillips Company
37084

RN102495884

Air

11

0,00

Bulldings

Other {as needed)

Englneering/construction

Land

Record Keeping System

Tralning/Sampling

Remeadiation/Disposal

Other {as needed)

Estirnated: costs to prepare hotification: and supporting _ciocur"rientation to start remediation activities. The Dater
Notes for DELAYED costs | Required is the-date the system began-operating, and the Final Date is-the date-the Respondent submitted
documentation to support oh-going- dctivities at the site-to.the Regional Office.

0.00 50 $0
0.00. $0 B0
0.00 30 0
©.00 50 B 0
000 | $0 £0
- 0.00 50 e 0

: i : | 0.00 $0 1] 3 $0

Permit Gosts  [__§4,000 1-Jan-1990_|[_21-Nov-2008 || 18.90 $3,780 e $3,780
; : ' £0.00 50 Haaae 0 ‘

* “ANNUALIZE 1] avdidéd costs before’entering it (exceptior i

Disposal : . '0.00 %0

Personnel 0.00 50

Inspection/Reperting/Sampling _0.00 $0-
Suppllesiequipment 0.00 0

Financlal Assurance [2] 0.00 ¥
QONE-TIME avolded costs [3] 0.00 [¥]
Other {as needed) 0.00 [1e

Notes for AVOIDED costs " Avoided costs arefncluded in economie benefit for viotation.no, 5,

Approx. Cost of Compllance $4,00DJ

$3,780]
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: 2009-0128-AIR-E

Policy Revislon 2 {September 2002)
PCW Revision Qclober 30, 2008

Rule Gite{s)[-

Fex Adiin, Gotie § 108:533()(1)(B) and Tex; Haalth & Satety Code:§ 82086(h)

" Falled fo notifythe:Amaillo. Regional Office:dfihe FGEQ prior to Initiating remediation.
-aclivilles. Specifically, the Respondent began:the operation of a scil and-groundwater-
“remediationsystem at the Plant's Lot 7 remediation site without natitying the Amarillo |
- Reglonal Office, as documented-during aninivestigation-conducted on Octaber 7, 2008,

Violation Descriptionj

Base Penalty $10,000

Release Major Moderate Mincr
Actuall - '
Potential| - j I Percent 0%
mmaficMairix === Enlen
Falslf‘ catlon Major Moderate Minor
I 1 1 1 Percent

The Responderit fatled to co:rn'r_niy-Wit_h 106%-of the rule. -

DT —

mark only one
with an x

Violation Base Penalty $2,600

'Or_le s'ing-l'eeven't'i's recarnme'hded,?based‘on Ethe' one notice not:providad:

T

Befnre NOV NOV to EDF’HP.'SeuIernenl Offer

Extraordinary |
Ordinaryl| - x .
NZA|[ . (mark with x}
Notes The Respondent retarned to.compliance on Noverriber 24,
2008, and-the NOE jis-dated January 16, 2009,

Violation Subtotal 1,875
omicBeHeft (ER Stafutor

Estimated EB Amount| $1,579] Violation Final Penalty Total§ $9,504

This violation Final Assessed Penalty (adjusted for limits)
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Notes fer DELAYED costs

Disp
Personnal
Inspaction/Reparting/Sampling
Suppliesfequlpment

Financiat Assurance ]2}
QNE-TIME avelded costs ]3]
Other {as neededl)

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx, Cost of Compllance

0.00

B 0.00 30 30 $0-

Other (as needed} 0.00 30 . 30 $0

Engineeringlconstruction 0.0 30 30 0

Land .00 30 . EsEssiasrease $0

Record eeping System 0.00 30 B ZETifA 0
Training/Sampling 0.00 50 2 A ] 0

RemedlationiDlsposal . 0.00 00 B S 30
Permlt Costs $4,000: J-Jan-2001 21-Ngv-2008 7.89 | $1,679 & e §1,5679

Other (as needod} B . 0.00 $0 _EeEmesnasral Q

Estimaled cosis {0 prepare notification and supperting: documentation to start remediation activities: The Date
Required is.the-date the system began operating, and the-Final Date is the date the-Respondent submitted:

docurmentation to support on-going activities at the site to:the Regional Office.

ZANNUALIZE T1] avoidéd costs:before ientering ifer {exce

0.00 | $0 50 80
.00 . %C 30 $0
0.00 | $C: i $0 $0
.00 | $0: : 50 $0
0.00 $0 : $0 0
I 0,00 $0: i $0 $0
- 0004 30 _ 50 _$0
Avoided costs are included in econcmic benefit for violation no. 5;
$4,000] $1,579]
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g Date: 28-Jan-2009 3 009-0129-AIR-E
 ConocoPhillips Gompany Policy Revision 2 (September 2092)
PCW Revision Oclober 30, 2008

Vlolatlon Numher§ 13 5

Rule Cite(s) -5, ’!’:ex.‘,Admin._:Cddé-§'1:06.533(1](1)(3) and Tex, Health &-Safe

'o'dé5§:'73325085(b) .

‘Failed-ior notlfy the Amarillo ‘Regicnal Office:of the TCEQ. prlor o lnmatlng remedlatlon

. activities. Specifically, the Respandent began the-operafion of a seil-and:groundwater

Violation Description|| remediation system atthe Plant's Old ‘Caustic Pand remediation site: witholst: notifying the:

Amarillo Regionat Office, as.documented. during.an mvestlgation oonducied on October 7,
2008, . .

Base Penalty $10,000

Release Moderate Minor

Actual|

Potentiall| ] : Percent

5%““

Maijor

] i Percent

':'Thga Respondent failed to comiply with 100% ofthe ru['e_;; §

mark only one
with an x

[_woul

Befora NOV ~ NOV to EDPRP/Seltlement Offer

Extraordinaryf
Ordinary) =~ x
N/A Jl(mark with >
Notes The Respondent returned to complianze on ;Ns_;:ye.mb.é'r- 24,
2008, -angd-the NOE is dated January 18, 2008,

Violation Subtotal $1,875
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onocoPhillips Compary

Equipment
Buildings
Other (as needed)
Englneeringfconstruction
Land
Record Keeping System
Training/Sampling

Remedlation/Disposal . j

Permit Costs ||’ $4,000 1-Jan-1985 21:Noy-2008__JI 23.90.|
Other (as needed)  {: 0.00: |

- Estimated costs.to prepare notification and suppaoiting: documentation. Fhe Daté- Required is the date the system
Notes for DELAYED costs || began operating, and:the Finai Date is the date the Respondent submitted:doctumentation to- support on-going
: activities at the site to the Reglonal Office.

) Dlsposéi I OOO - $O : 50 ‘7 $0

Personnel [ 1 0.00 $0 $0 80

Inspection/ReportingiSampling | . . . - i 0.00 B0 $0 ]

Suppliesfequipment  J[: - . . : : 0,00. 50 : $0. 50

Financial Assurance [2] | . . . . 0.00 30 $0 0

ONE-TIME avolded costs [3] | : [ : 0.00 | ~_ 50 50 kili)

Other (as needed) [ 0,00 Fils] $0 . $0

Notes for AVOIDED costs . - Avojded costs are included:in economic benefit for vielation:no. 5. '

Apprax. Cost of Compllance $4=000| $4,?81|
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Screening Date: 28-Jan-2008 )¢ NO. 2009-0129-AIR-E r
Respondent: ConocoPhillips Gompany Poitcy Revision 2 rSaprember 2002)
: PCW Revision Qotober 30, 2008

Violation Number A4 ]
Rule Cite(s)||30: Tox.. Al

Falled to maintam instrument mon!ioring _fithe ﬂare pilot flame, Specn' cally. the Non-
Violation Description|| - GorrosiveFlare's:(EPN 88EL4}pilot flame was not moriitored by;instrument-on the
following dates: - December 22, 2007, March 3, May 7, and May 8, 2008.

Base Penaltyl $10,000

ERraper

Harm
Release Major Moderate Minor

Actuall[” .~

Potentiallf | T AR Percent

O R R T WM i T
Falsification Major Moderate Minor

= | I ..iI'_ x| - Percent .

The-Respcindent failed rd-éorr]pgyw'iht Tess than 30% of the flare operatianal parameters,

$100

" [[Number of vialation days

mark only one
with.an x

Violation Base Penaltyl $100

One single everitis recommended based on: me December 22 2[}07 March 3 May 7,:and:May.-8, ZODB
molatrons )

R RO 525
Befora NOV  NOV to EDPRP/Settlement Offer
Extraordinarylf” .~~~ T T J
Ordinary % |
MAY - ] (mark w]lhx)

The Respcndent returned ko Dumpllance oy M y:rQ 2008 and
the: NOE Is dated danuary 16 2009

Notes

Violation Subtotal§ 375
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onocoPhillips Company
7094

N102495534

ir

Equipmen - i 0. |

Bulldings [~ 0.00

Othier {as needed} || : : : 0.00
Englneeringiconstruction ([ i : 0:00
Land — : 0.00_

Record Keeping System [ $1.000 . 22-Dec-2007 9-May-2008: 0.38
Tralning/Sampling || . ) ] : - 0,00
RemediaticnDispasal || : 0:00:
Permit Costs  [{ - 0.00

Other {as needex) . - 0:00

Notes For DELAYED cost :Estimaiedcosts to-revlew aversight and adequacy of instrument functioning. The:Date:Required is the-date of the:
oles for o8t I first menltoring instrument falluré, and the Final Date is the date the Respandent completed the review,

posal [ 00 | :
Personnel [ - : 0:00 | 30 30
Inspection/Reporting/Sampling [, - e B . 0.00 $0: $0:
Suppliestequipment [ : : D:D0. $0: 30
Financlal Assurance [2]  |[ 0:00 $0 Q
ONE-FIME avolded costs [3] [ : - 0.00 | - -$0: ; 30
Other {as needed) [ A - 0,00 | $0: . o pO

Notes for AVOIDED costs

$19]

Approx. Gost of Gompllance $1 .OOUl
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~-Screening Date: 28-Jan-2009 sxPocketND: 2009-012¢-AIR-E

Poficy Revisfon 2 (Sepfember 2002)
PCW Revision Ocfober 30, 2008

itor Terry Murphy
Vlofatlon Number 15

Rule Cite(sh{-ag Tai sdmin, Gode, § H16.716(:

cand 101 20(3),: NSRFAP No. > QBGBAIPSD T X- 102I‘u‘|6

Failed:to.operate flares-with nos wsib]e 'emissmns exceptior-periods not i, exceed a total o
five minutes during any:two Gonsecttive hours. Specifically, those conditions were
Violation Description} exceeded-atthe 100MSoirWater Treater:Brine-Flare Pit (EPN86FL10).on March 13,
2008, at the ARDS Emergency ‘Sulfur Flare.(EPN-66FL13) on-May 23, 2008, and atthe
Natural Gas Liguids Non-Cofrosive Flare(ERN-66F L4} on March 7:and dune 16, 2008.

Base Penalty $10,000

nhiehtal-Propery

Release Malor Moderate Minor
Actuallf R L X -
Potentiall{ B ' Percent

Falsn" ication Majorm Moderate Minor

B 1 I " F g Percent

Human health or the enwronment was: exposed to insignificant ¢ ameunts of; pollutants not exceeding leveis|
: " protective of hurart healih or enwrcmmental receptors

52,5001

Number of Violation Events Number of viclation days
matk only one T
with an x Viotation Base PenaltyE ,000

Four quazterly events are: recommended ‘onefor BPN 66FL10 one-for EPN HBFL13 and twa for ERN
68FL4

[ e D%jgg k-'c‘.irag

Befure NOvV NOVio EDFRPfSeltIement Offer

| $2,500

Extraordinary

Ordinary L .
N/A - (mark wuth x)

The: Respondent ratirned to- cumplrance onOclober 31, 2008,

Notes and the NOE [s-dated January 16,2009,

Violation Subtotal §7,5001

Econol it (EB}Horthis vislatior
Estimated EB Amount| $222] Violation Final Penalty Total $33,354
ts)[ _ $30,054]
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gquipment
Bulldings . j

Other {as needed) $5,600 13-Mar-2008 31-Oct=2008

Engineering/construction ) i -

Land

Record Keeping System

Training/Sampling

Remediatlon/Disposal

Permit Costs

Other (as neaded)

Estimated costs to provide for additional flare operaticmél'precedures. The Date-Required is-the-date of the first
Notes for DELAYED costs visible emissions-event, and.the Final Date is the date the Respondent completed. additional training .and
’ procedural improvements,

NNUALIZE [1] avoided costs-beforeentering item {except for:
. i 0.00 | __ %0
Personnel ] . . . 0.00 | 30
Inspection/Reporting/Sampling : j . ]| 0.00 | %0
Suppliesfeguipment . - L 0.00 | $0
Financial Assurance [2] A . B : . 0.00 | $0:
ONE-TIME avoided costs [3] : : | S J|_0.00 | $0
Other {as needed) || . : : : 0.00 $0:

Notas for AVOIDED costs

$229]

Approx. Cost of Compliance E $5,00D|
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L\?io!étlon Number|

: 2009-0129-AIR-E
Poficy Revisfon 2 (September 2602)
PCW Revision Qctober 30, 2008

Rule Cite(s}),

Violation Description]|

Falledto aperate the SRU: Taill: Gas Incmsrator Wifh vigible em[ssuons. ‘exceptfor
uncombined:steam. :Specifically, visible emlsslons ware observed from the SRU.Unit 43 .
mcinerator stack cn dafiuary 11 and-April:2, 2008, as documented-during an investigation

T ccarzducted «on October? ZUOB ’ :

Release

Base Penalty $10,000]

Minor

Major

Actual]

Moderate
- X

Potentiall|

N Falsnf catlon

Major Mederate Minor

|l ' | R If Percent

Human health.or the enwronment was exposed to: lnslgnlﬁcant amounis of poilutants not exceedmg

Ievels protectlve of human health or enwommental receptors

iolation'Even

mark only one
-witi an x

MRS 97,500]
[ $2,500]

~|[Number of violation days

Violation Base Penaltyf $2,500]

Extaordinary[— [
Ordinary L
N/A . | imark with x)
Notes The: Respondent returned 1o compllance on.June 13, 2008, and
the. NOE T dated January 18, 2008,

Betore NOV  NOV tc EDPRP/Settlement Offer

Violation Subtotal $1,875]

Estimated ER Amount] 5148] Violation Final Penalty Total $8,504

{ $8 504.7

This violation Final Assessed Penalty (adjusted for limits)
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Equlpment X

Buildings : : : : ~. 0.00 $0

‘Other [as needed)- ||~ 5000 - | 11-Jans2008 || 13-Jun-2008 _|{-0.42 - $7

Engineeringfeconstruction : : . 0.00 30

Land : : “g.00 30

Record Keeping System : f . : 0.00 $0

Tralning/Sampling || : j - |} 0.00. 50

Remedlation/DIsposal ] ' 3.00. 50
Permit Costs . : . . 000 ] 50 -

Cther (as needed) . | : 0.00 - §0

} Estimated:costs to provide for additional aquipmentim provémentsandgprocedural trainirig. The:Date Required s
Notes for DELAVED costs || the date of the first visible emissions event, and:the-Finat Date:is-the date the Respondent.completed the

improvemenits -and training. ) B

--ANNUALIZE T1];avolded costs before’enteringiitem:{except:forion

Disposal || : 0.00: ~ 30

Personnel [ N ; . 0.00 . 50

Inspection/Reporting/Sampling:  |[ L - 000 B¢

Suppliesiequipment || - A . i 0.00 i)

Financlal Assurance [2] - : : - 0.00: } - 0:

ONE-TIME avolded costs [3] |- : . 0.00 i $0-

Other {as neaded) [ L - 0.00 %0

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx. Cost of Compllance $5,000] $1 48|




%]
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 2009-0129-AIR-E L PeWE
Policy Revision 2 {Sepiember 2002)
PCW Revision Colober 39, 2008

Violation Number[[~

Rule Cite(s) 30-Tex Admin Code§§ 11633
- TTBEA, an Tex Health& }

45(d):and 101.20(3); NSRFAP No. 08BBA/PSD-TX-102M8;.
ety Code§ 382.085(8) : N

Falledto operate the SRU thermal reactor:at. all Ilmes with a_stable ﬂame anid o maintain

the flame-temperatureatnotless than 2,000 degrees Fahrenheit, Specifically, Uit 43 A's:
Thermal Reacter did hat-malfitain the required flaine and-temperature on Noverriber 12, . |
' ‘2007, 48 dacumented dunng an investlgatlon csonducted .on Ocidber 7, 2008. -

Violation Description

Base Pena]ty§ $10,000

Release  Major
Actuall - , ]l
Potential|| j Bl X Percent

Moderate

[ - N N Percent

FHI|U{E to malntaln a siable flame and approprlate temperature could expose ‘human health-or the
enwronment to: |nslgnlrcant amounts of- pol!utarlts not exc:eedmg levels: proiectwe of human healih -ar
: . en\n ironmental receptors :

Number of violation days

mark only one
with an x

Violation Base Penalty $1,000

Bafors NOV_ NOVto EDF‘RP.'SeltIementOffer -

Extraordinary ||

Ordinary X -
N/AI[- - : -(mafkwwthx)

The Resmndent retumed o compllance on:November 13,
2007, and the NOE is dated: January 16, 2009,

Notes|

Violation Subtotat $750
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onccoPhillips Gompany

quif -0.00 $0
Buildings -k ] 0.00¢ $0
Other (as needed]) $5,000 12=Noy-2007 13-Nov-2007 0.00 R 30
Englneeringiconstruction - ' j 0.00 $0:
Land 0.00 $0.
Record Keeplng System 0.00- $0: .
Training/Sampling : 0.00 | . 30
Remediation/Disposal || - 000 | - 30
Permit Gosts [, . 0.00: %0
Other (as needed) . 0.00 30

Estimated costs to provide for additional reactor operational 'proc'edwes. The:Date: Required:is the dale of the.
Hrame deficlency, and the Final Date is the date-the Respondentimplemented additional operational procedures.

Notes for DELAYED costs

- -ANNUALIZE[1]'avoided :cﬁsts’;ﬁéfoﬁtéZé’litéi'i['lgii'té'rlfl}(éi(ifebt}fb

Disposal -0.00 $0 50 50

Personnal . . __ : 0.00 30 ET 50
Inspection/Reporting/Sampling || . 0.00 %0 8] 1 $0
Suppllesfequipment | . : 0.00| - $0- | $0. . $0

Financial Assurance [2] - . . - 0.00 | _$0: : -$0 $0
ONE-TIME avoided costs [31 || : - 0.00 |- 30 . $0 %0
Other [as needed) | - 0.00 | - $0 50 50

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx. Cost of Compliance $5,000| $1 !
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Policy Revision 2 {Septembar 2002)
PCW Revision October 30, 2008

;200901 29-AIR-E

ur'\l.iuo!at.i'i:)un'Nﬁfhber

Rule Gite(s)|} 30 Tex Admin Code §§ 116:745(@).and 101:20(3), NSRFAR No. 9868AIPSD-TX-102M6,
D G o Tex: Healthi & Safety Code § 382; osa(b)

Falled to malntaln Hhie SR 43 sulfur plt cannected to avaporcollectien system which
" routes the recovered; Vapors: ackintoithe i process. Specifically, the SRU Unit 43 vapor
‘zollection-system was-nict-aperational on January 2:and April 9, 2008, as documented

Violation Description|}
: - during-aninvestigation conducted-on (_)_ct_ober’? 2008.

Base Penalty} $10,000

Release
Actual||
Potential[ .~

Maijor Moderate

Minor

Percent

Falsification  Major Moderate

[ , I S | Percent

Matrix Failure to abate- emlssions from the SRU: could expose human health orme enwronment 1o significant
Motes ‘amounts of poli utants noi exceedlng levels protectlve of human health or enwronmemal recepters

e L §7.500]
[ $2,500]

mark-only ong |
with an x

m‘ '

Before NOV NOV ta EDPRFP/Satllement Offar

Extraorginary ||
Ordinary X :
Niag (markwﬂh x)
Notes]| | The: Respnndent returned ey comphance oh Apni 24, 2008, and

the NOE s-dafed-danuary 16, 2009,

Violatlon Subtotal $3;750|

Estimated EB Amount| 5108} Violatlon Final Penailty Total $17,454

This violation Final Assessed Penalty (adjusted for Ilmits}§ $17 454
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onocaPhillips Company

Equlpment )
Bulldings

Other (as neaded) $5.000 2-Jan-2008 24-Apr-2008
Engineering/construction i | o
Land §

Recard Keeping System
Tralning!$ampling
Rermediation/Disposak
Permit Costs

Other {as neaded)

Estimated costs ta provide for additional 'SRU-v_ap_or recovery operational-oversight. ‘The Date Required:is the:
Motes for DELAYED costs  [{ date of the first failure to have the vapor recovery systen operational, and the Final Date is the date the )
Respondent provided the additional operational oversight.

NNUALIZE [1] avolded Costs before entering 1tem (oXCopt.

" Disposal 000 [ 30 . $0 $0
Personnel . . ] i 000 [ - &0 - 50 $0:
Inspection/Reporting/Sampling . : . - ; Q.00 | . 50 Q0 $0:
Suppliesfequipment R .00 30 0 $0
Financlzl Assurance [2] . - . __ll.0.00 $0 30 $0:
GONE-TIME avolded costs [3] - 0.00 50 4] %0
Other {as needed) L . gop |- g0 30 %0
NMates for AVOIDED costs
+ Approx. Cost of Gompllance | $5,000] $108]
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creening Date 28-Jan-2009

Poficy Revision 2 (Sepfember 2002,1
PCW Ravision Oclober 30, 2008

"' Viol Vatﬂion Number 19 )

Rule Clte(s)

101 20(3) NSRFAP No; BB65AIPSD-TX 102M5
{th &Sarety Goda§ 382.088() . - .

Fal!ed to limit the fuel gas used to =% Plant's heaters, boIEers and- TGls to-a. shorl
term H2S conceniratianof ng more than-162:parts per miillien volume. Specﬂ" cally, thefuel
gas exceeded that concentratlorr oh Augusi 9,.2007:and March 8, 2008 as documenieci

durlng an mvesugahon conducted on October? 2008 ;

Violation Desctiption

Base Penaltyf $10,000

Release
Actuall[-
Potentiall

Major " Moderate

mFaIéiﬁcalion Major Moderate

[ | | R SR Percent

Human heatth- orthe enviranment was exposed to insignificant: amounts of polluiants nat exceadlng Ievels
. protective-of human health ol enwronmentai receptors

: $2,500]

mark only ona
with an x

: B
Before NGOV NGOV ta EDPRP/Seltlement Offer

Extracrdinary T
Ordinary|| - RN
N/A|[ o |[rnark with x)
Not The: Respondent returned to campllance I:|y Mazch: 10 2008,
otes - andthe NOE:is daﬂed January 46, 2009
Violation Subtotal $3,750]
= Statitory LimitTest= =

Estimated EB Amount] $41] Violation Final Penalty Total $17,454
This violation Final Assessed Penalg (adjusled for limits)
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Bulldings

Other (as needed)
Englneering/construction
Land

Record Keeplng System
TralningiSampling
Remediation/Disposal
Permlt Costs

Gther {as needed)

Notes for DELAYED costs

Personnel
Inspection/Reporting/Sampling
Suppliesfequlpment

Financial Assurance [2]
QNE-TIME avoided costs [3]
Other (as needed)

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx. Cost of Gompllance

0.00 $0 30 $0
: 0.00 $0 U $0
$1,000: 9-Alg-2007 _10-Mar-2008 - || 0.59 $2 $39 541
: 0.00 30
0.00 30
G.co $0
0.00 $0
0.00. 30 .
0.00 $0
0.00 $0

Estimated-costs to provide for additional:fuel gas H2S concentraticn oversight. The Date Required:is the date of
the first H2S exceedance, and the Final-Date-is the date: the Respondent provided the additional oversight.

tering item (exce

NNUALIZE [1}:avoided:costs:before e pt:for one-time:avoidéd:cost
! i 0.00 $0: : 30 - 30
It 0.00 $0 $Q $0
L 0.00 $0 $0 $0
I 0.00 $0: $0 $0
1 0.00 - §0: - %0 30
T 0.00- - $0: §0 30
i "0.00 _$0: 50 _$0

1,000

$41]
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. -Screening Date. 28-Jan-2008 : ke 009-0%29-AIR-E W
; ConocoPhiIlips Company Policy Revision 2 {September 2002)
FCW Revision Ocfober 30, 2008

Violation Number

Rule Cite(s)| .

d101.20(3), NSRFAP No.
afety Cude § 382.085(b}

Falled to limit:NOx: emissmns from: an engme Speclﬁcaliy, Engine a474nUnit-42; (EPN
o 12E7), a'White Superiorengine; Taited the NOX: emissions [imit.6£:2,0 grams per horse-
Viclation Description power hour during a stack test on Qctober 2, 2007, as docurmented durmg antnvestgation

conducied on Octeber 7 2008 :

Base Penalty $10,000]

Release Major Moderate Minor -
Aactall T . T % ...

Potential] . | Percent

= RS &
Falsﬁcaﬂon Major Moderate Minor

- I N |  Percent

Hurnan health or the environment was. exposed to inslgmf cant amuunts of poliutants not exceedmg fevels:
proiective of: human health or envi!onmental receptors,

ma:,f;:f;?;;ne o Violation Base Penalty] $2,500:

l $626

Befora NOV NGV to EDP

Extraordinary
Ordinary] x| R
NiA " ][(mark it )
Notes The Respondentretumed o comphance on December 18, 2007
andithe NOE Js dated January 16 2009

Violation Subtotal $1,875)

B R ]

Estimated EB Amount| $74] Viotation Final Penalty Total $9,604]
$9 504

This violation Final Assessed Penalty (adjusted for limits)
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Equipme -0.00 50
Bulldings : : 0.00 - 50
Other {as needed) $5,000 2-0ct-2007 18-Dec-2007" ]| 0.24 54
Engineering/construction . i L. .00 . 50
Land .00 50
Record Keeplng System i 0.00- 1 $0

Tralning/Sampling :0.00 50 -
Remediation/Disposal || - il : . 0.00 . 50
Permit Costs ] 1 : 0.00 30
' Other {as needed) - 0 0.00 50

Estirrated costs to make engine adjustments and refest. The Dale-Required:is'the date of the faifed test, and'the
Final Dateis the date the-Respendent retumed to.compliance.

MNotes for DELAYED costs

. ANNUALIZE 1] avoided costs bofore entenng jiem |excepLior.on

0.00 . SO

Personnel : ] 000 | .- 5O
Inspection/Reporting/Sampling - . 0.00 $0
Suppllesiequipment . . 000, $0:

Financlal Assurance [2] N - - |f-0.00 50

ONE-TIME avolded costs [3] . : : : : 0.00 [ $0:-
Other (as needed) [ A 0.00; $0:

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx. Cost of Compllance I $5!00|J| $74I
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Bocket NG 2000-0129-AIRE

Date: 28.Jan-2000

Policy Revision 2 (September 2002)
PCW Revision Oclober 30, 2008

Vlolatlon Number

Rule Cite(s)| 30 Tex Admin, Coda §§ 116:715(a):and 101,20(3), NSRFAP: No. 9868A/PSD-TX- 102M8,
SC: 86, and Tex. Hea[th & Safety Code §:382.085(h)

Failed fo-ensure-that a mlnsmum coke monsture cantent of 6:percent by:weightwas
maintained during-coke handling -and-storagé-operations. ‘Specifically, 80 samples-taken.
between:December 3, 2007 and Beceniber23, 2008 showed moisture content between 0.7
and-5.95%, as documented during ar.invesfigation conducted-on Cctober 7, 2008,

Base Penalty " 5T0000]

Violation Description

Release Moderate
Actual[

Potentiall[

Major

Minor

Percent

uFaIsiﬂc:ation Major Moderate Minor

C T T Percent

The faiiure to minimize-emissions from- coke handlmg and storage could result inthe exposure of human.
health- or the-environmenitto significant-amounts of poliutants:not exceeding levels proiectlve of human
health-or environmental receptors. . ’ . . "

Mafrix
Notes

Aditstivent____ $7,500)
$2,500

Number of Violation Events Number of violation days

mark only ona
witfi an x

X ] Violation Base Penalty $10,000

“Fatir quarlerty avents are recommended for Visltions during the following quarters: Decemiser 2007
- thretigh February 2008, March-through May 2008, ‘September through November 2008, and: December :

'2008:

$2,500
Extraordinary{ ] R
Ordinaryf  x e
Nl [mark with %)
Notes ‘The Respondent returned gied comp!iance en.Aprl 26, 2008, and
oled the NOE is-dated danuary 16, 2009.

Violation Subtotal 57,500

3 SHa LTSS
Estimated EB Amount| $147] Viotation Flnal Penalty Totat $33,354

This violatlon Final Assessed Penalty {adjusted for limits)
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onocolPhillips Compény

t " 0:00 .
Buildings [ . 0.00 $0 $0
Other (as needed) [[__$5.000 27-Noy-2007 | _28-Apr-2008 |} 6.42 | 3140 $147
Enginearinglconstruction |- i 0.00 30 $0
Land : | 0.00 e = $0-
Record Keeplng System . 0.00: | it 2 $0
Trainingi$ampling i : 6.00 | H 30
Remedlation/Disposal - i : . -0:.00 0
Permit Costs || 0.00: ‘ i $0 -
Other (as needed) [ j ) j 0.00 30 B n/aiEi 0

- Estimated-costs to provide for additional coke pile-emissions control eversight. The Date Required'is the date of
the first sanpling violatien (see Violation 22). The delayed economic benefits and: corrective actions for both

Notes for DELAYED costs _ Violations 21 and 22 are concomitant), and the Final Date is the date:the Respondentimplemented corractive-

acfions.
& NNUALIZE [1J:avoided:costs biefore entering:
sposal - 0.00
Personnel : ] I _ 0.00
Inspection/ReportingfSampling .~ . - 0.00
Suppliestaquipment  {[ ) . . ] . 0.00 |
Financial Assurance [2] : = 000 |,
ONE-TIME avolded costs [3] : 3 . 0,00

Other {as needad} . : . . . 0:00 |

Nales for AVOIDED costs

$147]

Approx. Cost of Compllance $5.000I
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8-Jan-2009 009-0129-AlR-E
onocoPhillips Company Folicy Revision 2 (September 2002}
PCW Revision Qctober 30, 2008

Rule Cite{s)| BO‘Tex Admin. Gode §§ 118.715(a) and101:20(3); NSRFAP No. S868AIPSD-TX- 102M6
SC 598, and Tex Health & Safely Code § 382.085(b) o

) Failed to take sam ples and-perform mojsture analyses of coke piles.. Specificaily, the
‘Respondent falled to do the sampling-and anslyses-onthefollowing dales: November 27,
Violation Description| - December 13, December 21, December 23, and Deceniber 27, 2007, January 30, |
February 4, Aprrl 21,and Aprll 28, 2008, as documented during.an investigation-conducted

: on Octol:ler ‘(, 2008

Base Peralty[ 510,00

Reloase

¢ Major Moderate Minor
Actualll ™ S
Potential .~ I " x ' i Percent
PR bttt ey
o mmm“ww e =
Falsification Major Moderate Minor

L. | R R | © Percent

The failure-ta sample, anélyZe and consequently adjust malsture, could resuitin: the ék'p'oerre of human .
health orthe envrmnment to significant.amounts-of polluiants not exceedrng levéls protectrve ofhuman
: health or envrronmenral receptors .

R Y W R T

slation Events=

Number of violation days

mark only one
with an X

I Viclation Base Penalty[ $5,000

Two quaﬂerly-eVEﬁtsare-recomrhendgd for -violationé*during._the. rdllowin'g-quarters: December 2007
throughi.February 2008-and April threugh June 2008.

$1,250
Extraordinary
Ordinary X
NAl ”: ) (markwrthx)
Not The Respondem refurned to compl?ance en Aprr! 28,2008, and
oles the NOE is-dated January 16, 2009,
Violation Subtotal $3,750

R LS
Estimated EB Amount] _ $533] Viclatlon Final Penalty Total% $17,454

oicBeNefit(ER




Page 2 of 2, 10/8/2009, H:\Agreed Orders\ConecePhillipsCompany-2009-0128-AlR-E\PCWY 7-7-09.xls

Buildings

Other {as needed)
Engineering/construction
Land

Recerd Keeping System
Training/Sampllng
RemediatleniDlIsposal
Permit Costs

Other {as needed)

Notes for DELAYED costs

Disposal

Personnel
Inspection/Reporting/Sampling
SuppHesfequipment

Financial Assurance [2]
ONE-TIME avolied costs [3]
Other {as neaded)

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx. Cost of Compliance

Equlpmen'l'

I

1L

ANNUALIZE [1}:avoided costs bifol

tering B (8XCepLIory

L -0.00 $0 - 30
~0.00 | $0. $0
0.00 $0 30
0.00 30 $0
. L 0,00 $0 -~ §0
3500 27-Nov-2007 26-Api-2008 ]| 1.33 $33. $500
- . : 000 30 §0._ .

Est|mated costs for the nine samples not-taken. The Date Required s the date-tfthe firstaiissed: safnple, and the
Final Dale is the date of the-last missed sample.

$500|

$633]




Page 1 of 2, 10/8/2009, H\greed Orders\GonocoPhillipsCompany-2009-0129-AIR-E\PCW 7-7-09.xIs

g Date: 25-Jan-2009 ; EpeW
onocoPhillips Company Policy Revision 2 (Sepremberznoz)
7094 PCW Revislon October 30, 2608

Reg. Ent. Reference: No.: RN102495384

rdinato Terry Murphy

Violation Number .
Rule Cite{s}[" 30 Tex Admln Code §104.20(1); 40-Code-of Federal Regulations§ 8o, 102(a)(1

“Tex. Health B Safety Code { 382 oas{b)

Falled to limit-PM-emisslons from the Umt 29 FECL: catalyst regenarator to ng more ihanf.
1:0:kllograms per megagram+(2.0- IbAon): Specifically, afest-conducted on Deoemb 8
2007 :showed thatlimit was exceeded, as.documented during:-an |nvesilgat|on conducted '
: on October? 2008, . .

Violation Description

Base Penalty $10,000

Release Major Moderate Minor
Actuall]- ] %

Potentiall. - — Percent

MMajgﬁ
| I I 1l Percent 0%

Matrix Human health or the: environment was exposed fo insignificant amounts of poﬂutants not exceedlng levels
. protectjve of human health or environmental receptors ]

Adjustiment 57,500

{ $2.500

Number of Violation Eventsf 2 | Number of violation days

mark only one
with an x

Violation Base Penalty[ $5,000

Extraordinary

Ordinary X E .
NAlL - kmarkowith

The: Respondent returned to-complianca on: March 26 2008 and

Notes thie NQE is-dated January 16, 2009,

Violation Subtotal] $3,750
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Guip
Buildings

Other {as needed)
Engineering/construciion
Land

Record Keeplng System
Training/Sampling
Remediation/Disposal
Rermlt Costs

Other {as needed)

Notes for DELAYED ¢osts

Parsonnel
Inspection/Reporting/Sampling
Suppliesiequipment

Flnancial Assurance [2]
ONE-TIME avolded costs [3]
Other {as needaed)

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx. Gost of Compliance

0.00 | $0 $0 $0
0.00: 30 $0 30

L %2000 6-Dec-2007 28-Mar-2008 0.30 | 52 541 $43 -
- 000 | 30 $0

: .00 | O $0
[ 0.00 | $0- $0
0,00 | 30 $0

£.00- $0: 30

000 30 30

0.00 | 30 0

. Estimated costs to adjust the regenerétqr._ The Date Required is the date of the falled test, and the Final Date is

the date by which adjustmenis were made and retesting. demonstrated compliance.

NUALIZE [1):avolted costgibiefara olded.Costs)

1 0.00 $0 S0

g 0.00 | ) 30
[ 0,00 | 30 $0
C 2,00 [ $0- $0
[ 0.00; $0 $0
| 0.00 $0 30
70,00 30 30

$2,000]

$43]
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g 2009-0129-AIR-E
Policy Revision 2 {Sepfemberzoaz,\
FPCW Revislon October 30, 2608

= } lTerry Murphy
Viotation Number| 24.

Rule Cite(s)| - - 30 Tex. Admin. Code §§ 116.715(a),.1
. NSRFAPNo. 9B6BA/PSD-TX-102N5, §
" 382.085(b)

Fasled to coimply with permitted emissiong?limits, as documeriteid: during an! mveshgation
cenducted-on:April 24, 2000. Specifically, during an erissions event.on-January 17, 2009
cantaminated amine caused a temperaure excursion:and: shut-ddwn:of the SRU 34 Feed

‘Heater-due to faulty level transmittersand-the desngn ‘of the level.gauges, which made it
difficult for-Plant operations to'see the actual, tevel of the absorbers. This: condition;in turn

resulted in the following unauthofized: ‘emissions; jrom the SR Incmerator (EPN 3411
0.38 b of GO, 7.62 Ibs-of H25, 1.53 Ibs 6f NOX, and:683:\bs of S02 over 3 28 minute
pericd. Since these emissions.could:have baen:avoided by beiter:design andfor
operational practices, the emissions:are nétsubject o an affirmative:defense-under 8¢

Tex. Admin. Code § 101.222(bj(1-12).
Base Penalty[ $10,000

5 (AN, and-101.20(3),.«
and’ 23 _and Tex Health & Safety Ccde §

Violation Description

Release Major Mederate Minor
Acal — v

Potentfall . I B Percent

Moderate

E I 1l | R | Percent

Human health ar the-environment was exposed to: lnsignif‘cant amounts of poliutanis not exceedlng Ievels
protective of human health-or- enwronmental réceptors;

$2,500

Hiark only one
with an x

Extraordinary||
Ordinary||. .
N/A. X imark with %)
Notes The Respondent dogs -hntcmae'i--iba g faith criteria for this
vidlation, -

Vlolafion Suhtotal§ $2,500

‘Estimated EB Amountf $2,184] Violation Final Penaity Total§ $10,12%
E 510,000

This violation Final Assessed Penalty {adjusted for limits)
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onocoPhillips Company
7094

N102495884

ir

elaved 3 o

Equipment $10.000 17-Jan-2009 _t-Mar-2012 3.12 _$104 $2,080 $2.184

Buildings 00| - %0 0

Other {as needed) e . 1| 0.00 $0 0

Englneering/construction 3 . 0.00 $0: . §0

Land R B 000 -~ - $0 50

Record Keeping System . 1B j } 0.000) " $0 $0

Training/Sampling . : . . 0.00 [ 50 0

Remediation/Dlsposal N S . S0.00 | $0° “$0

Parmit Costs . . o 0.00- | $0 $0

Other {as needed) 0.00 50 50

Estimated: costé to-design-and install- improved aquipment. The Date Required is the date-of the-event, and the

Nates for DELAYED costs Final Date is the date of expected compliance.
dod Casts - NUALIZE [1] avolded outs befGre entering item (except for bne-tuig avold
Disposal . ' 0.00 30 s
Personnel ] 0.00 _ %0
Inspection/Reporting/Sampling e 0.00 { 50
Suppliesfequipment . R H 000 ¥ $0-
Flnanclal Assuranca [2] ||~ . | . 0.00 $0
ONE-TIME avolded costs [3] || Co ' 0.00 | $0
Qther {as needed) . A 0.00 |- B0
Notes for AVOIDED costs

$2,184]

Approx. Cost of Compllance I . $10,000I




Compliance History Report

Customer/Respondent/Owner-Operator: CNB01674351 ConocoPhillips Company Classification: AVERAGE Raling: 2.95
Regulatad Entity: RN102495884 BORGER REFINERY Classification: AVERAGE Site Rating: 26.09
ID Number(s): WASTEWATER PERMIT WQO001 064000
WASTEWATER PERMIT TX0009148000
WASTEWATER PERMIT TX0009148
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS PERMIT 98B8A
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS PERMIT 11042A
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS PERMIT 114494
AIR NEW SQURCE PERMITS PERMIT 11935A
AlR NEW SQURCE PERMITS PERMIT 114294
AIR NEW SOURGCE PERMITS PERMIT 1444 1A
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS PERMIT 19042
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS PERMIT 22777
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS PERMIT 34417
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS PERMIT 43073
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS ACCOUNT NUMBER HW0018P
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS AFS NUM 1823300015
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS REGISTRATION 71385
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS EPA ID PSDTX102M6
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS PERMIT 71385
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS PERMIT 80799
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS EPA ID PSDTX1419
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS REGISTRATION 82659
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS REGISTRATION 84720
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS EPAID PSDTX1158
AIR NEW SOURCE PERMITS PERMIT 80872
AlR NEW SOURCE PERMITS EPA I PSDTX102M7
AR NEW SCURCE PERMITS REGISTRATION 87158
AIR OPERATING PERMITS ACCOUNT NUMBER HW0018P
AIR OPERATING PERMITS PERMIT 1440
AIR OPERATING PERMITS PERMIT 2166
INDUSTRIAL AND HAZARDOUS WASTE SOLID WASTE REGISTRATION # 30111
GENERATION (SWR)
INDUSTRIAL AND HAZARDOUS WASTE EPAID TXDO80626774
GENERATION
INDUSTRIAL AND HAZARDOUS WASTE PERMIT 50078
STORAGE
INDUSTRIAL AND HAZARDOUS WASTE PERMIT 50078
STORAGE
UNDERGROUND INJECTION CONTROL PERMIT WDW380
UNDERGROUND INJECTION CONTROL PERMIT WDW382
UNDERGROUND INJECTION CONTROL PERMIT WDW325
WASTEWATER LICENSING LICENSE WQ0001064000
INDUSTRIAL AND HAZARDOUS WASTE PERMIT 50078
POST CLOSURE
IHW CORRECTIVE ACTION SOLID WASTE REGISTRATION # 30111
{SWR)
WASTE WATER GENERAL PERMIT PERMIT TXGE670002
INDUSTRIAL AND HAZARDOUS WASTE PERMIT 50078
COMPLIANCE PLANS
Location: SPUR 119 NORTH, BORGER, TX, 79008
TCEQ Region; REGICN 01 - AMARILLO

Date Compliance Hislory Prepared:

Agency Decision Requiring Compliance History:

Compliance Period:

January 30, 2009

Enforcement

January 30, 2004 to January 30, 2009

TCEQ Slaff Member io Contact for Additional information Regarding lhis Compliance History

Name: Terry Murphy

Phone: (512) 239-5025

Site Compliance History Components



1. Has the site been in existance and/or aperation for the full five year compliance period? Yes B

2. Has there been a (known) change in ownership of the site during the compliance period? Yes

3. i Yes, who Is the current awner? ConocoPhillips Company
: WRB Refining LLC

4, if Yes, who was/were the prior awner{s)? ConocoPhillips Company

5. When did the change(s) in ownership occur? 21212007

6.- Rating Date: 9/1/2008 Repeat Viclator: NO

Components (Multimedia) for the Site :
A. Final Enforcement Crders, court judgements, and consent decreas of the state of Texas and the federal government.

Effective Date: 08/20/2005 ADMINORDER 2002-0351-AlR-E
Classificatlon: Moderate
Citatlion: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter B 116.160
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Rqmt Prov:  9868A & PSD-TX-102M4, 5C 2385(C) PERMIT

Description: Failure to operale the flares with no visible emissions except periods not to exceed a tolal of five
minutes during any two consecutive hours.

Classification: Mederate
Citation; 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter B 116,160
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapier A 382.085(b}.
Rgmt Prov:  9868A & PSD-TX-102M4, SC 2&5B PERMIT
Descripflon: Failure to operate the affected flares with a pilot flame present at alt times.,
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter B 1186.160
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 118.715{a}
40 GFR Part 60, Subpart J 60.104(2)(1)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov: 9868A & PSD-TX-102M4, SC 2 & 30 PERMIT

Description: Failed to operate the affected units with fuel H2S concentrtions within the allowable value of less than
0/a0 grains per dry standard cubic feet..

Classification: Moderate
CHation: 30 TAG Chapter 116, SubChapter B 116.160
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter G, PT 60, SubPT Kb 60.115b
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Rgmi Praov:  9868A and PSD-TX~102MA, SC2 PERMIT
Description: Failure to show the correct vapor pressure for Tank No. 8031.
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter B 116.160

30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
40 CFR Chapler 63, SubChapter C, 2T 63, SubPT H 63.167(a)(2)

5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Rqmit Prov:  986BA & PSD-TX-102M4, SC 4 PERMIT

Description: Failure to ensure that the open-ended valve on Tank No. 3001 was sealed with a cap, blind, plug, ora
second valve,

Classification: Maoderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 118, SubChapter B 116.160
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b}

Ramt Prav: 9868A & PSD-TX-102M4, SC 12 PERMIT

Description: Failure to continuously monitor and record the firebox temperature every 4 hours. Specifically, the
operator confirmed that due to eguipment malfunction, the firebox temp. at the Tail Gas Incinerator at Unit 34 was
riot continuously monitored or recorded.

Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapler 116, SubChapter B 116,160
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a}

5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapler A 382.085(b)
Rami Prov:  98G8A & PSD-TX-1020M4, SC 44 PERMIT



Description: . Failurg to use the proper preservation temperature for submitting samples from the cooling towers.
Specifically, their records showed that the temps. rose above the requlred 4 degrees C. on 4/26/00 (9 deg. C),
71400 (23 deg. C) & 8/9/00 (19 deg. C),

Classification: Moderatg
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter B 116.160
30 TAC Chapler 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
40 CFR Part 61, Subpart FF $1.345{b)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov:  9868A & PSD-TX-102M4, SC 3 PERMIT
Description: Failure to conduct quarterly visual inspection of the vacuum trucks in 1999 & 2000.
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter B 116.160
30 TAC Chapier 116, SubChapter G 116.715{a)
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT Kb 60.115b(d)(2}
40 CFR Part 60, Subpart Kb §0.115b{d}(3)
40 CFR Part 64, Subpart FF 61.357{d}{7)(GvH{F)}
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapler A 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov: 9868A & PSD-TX-102M4, SC Nos. 2.8 3 PERMIT

Description: Failure to submit complete quarterly reports. Specifically, the reporis submitted on 5/31 and 8/30/01
failed to include the # of times the flare pilot flame was absent.

Classification: -‘Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter B 116.160
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
40 CFR Part 60, Subpart QQQ 60.698(b)(1}
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085{b)
Rgmt Prov:  9868A & PSD-TX-102M4, SC. No. 2 PERMIT
Description: Failure to timely stibmit the semi-annual certification showing that all inspections had been conducted

for the period of 4/8 - 107 7/01. Specifically, the report was due 12/8/01. The rpt. was received on 2/5/02 (. €. 59
days late).

Classification: ‘Moderate
Citation; 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapler B 116.169
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT VV 60.482-2(a)(1)
40 CFR Part 61, Subpart V 61.242-2(a)(1)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapler A 382.085(b)
Ramil Prov:  9868A and PSD-TX-102M4, SC. No. 2 PERMIT
Description: Failure to conduct fugitive emission monitoring for the months of 2/00 & 9/00 for pumps at Unit 19.3,

11165.060, 494,000, 69.000, 76.000, & 86.000. Additionally, they failed to conduct fug. emis. monitoring for 9 and
11401 for the following pumps at COL 130: 650 and 666.

Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 118, SubChapter B 116.160
30 TAGC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 1186.715{a)
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT VV 60.482-7{(d}(1)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapier A 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov:  9868A and PSD-TX-102M4, SC No. 2 PERMIT
Description: Failure to repair valve No. 1035.000 at Unit 19.3 within 15 days of the leak being detected.
Specifically, the leak was detected on 4/21/01, and was repaired on 6/28/01.
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter B 116,180
30 TAC Chapter 118, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
40 CFR Part 60, Subpart J 60.104{z){2)(i)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov:  9868BA & PSD-TX-102M, SC 2 PERMIT
Descriplion: Discharging inte the atmosphere SO2 with a 12 hr. rolling average concentration in excess of 250 ppm

by volume at 0% excess air, Specifically, a review of the CEM data for 00 and 01 shows that Unit 43 exceeded the
S02 concentration allowahle 74 times during 00 & 01. -

Classification; Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)

Rgmt Prov:  9868A & PSD-TX-1020M4, SC No. 50E PERMIT
Description: Failure to submit a copy of the final sampling report for Unit 40 Air Ceoler engine w/in 45 days after
sampling was completed. Specifically, the testing was completed on July 31, 2001The final

rpt. was submitied in November 6, 2001.
Classilication: Moderata
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715{a)



5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b}
Rgmt Prov:  98GBA & PSD-TX-102M4, 3C 5C PERMIT
Description: Failure 1o operate the Acid Gas Flare with no visible emissions, Specifically, during the stack test
conducted on 12/14/00, visible emissions were observed from the Acid Gas Flare.

Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715{a)
5C THC Chapler 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)

Rgmit Prov:  9868A & PSD-TX-102M4, 8C 518 PERMIT
Description: Failed to perform emission testing within 14 days of replacing the oxygen sensors an Engines 41, 42,
43, 44, 45, and 47,

Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b}

Rgmt Prov:  986BA & PSD-TX-102M4, 5C No. 48 PERMIT
Description: Failure to change the oxygen sensars for he afftected engines 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, and 47 quarterly, as
required by the provisions of permit No, 9868A.

Classlfication: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter F 101.201 (a)(2)(G)
30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter F 101.201(c})

30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)

5C THC Chapier 382, SubChapter A 382.085(h)
Rgmt Prov:  9868A & PSD-TX-102M4 PERMIT
Description; Failed o timely submit the initiat/final upset reports. Specifically, the initial rpt. for Incident No. 17283
was due on 3/12/03, and was received on 3/13/03, and the final rpts. for Inc. Nos. 25555 & 29549 were due on
8/23/03, & were rec'd. on 8/25/03.

Classification: Major
Citation: 30 TAC Chaptér 101, SubChapter F 101.201(b){10)
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter B 116.160
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
Rgmt Prov:  9868A & PSD-TX-102M4 PERMIT
Description: Failed to submit complete upset reports. Specifically, the reports submitled for emission events which

occurred on 11/7/02, 1/27/03, 2/22/03, 2(17/03, 4/26/03, 6/27/03, & 7/20/03 failed to include sufficient information
for the cause of the emission events.

Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter F 101.211(b)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapler A 382.085(h)
Deseription: Failed to submit the final report for the emission event which occurred on June 21-23, 2004 within 14
days. Specifically, the final rpt. was due on 7/7/04 & was received on 7/8/04.
Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.710
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382,085(b)

Description: Emitted into the atmosphere the following unauthorized pollutants during an emissiens event which
accurred June 21-23, 2004; CO-53 Ibs, hydrogen sulfide-4.20 Ibs, sulfur dioxide-369.10 Ibs, and VOCs-139.9 Ibs.
Since this event was reported late, an affirmative defense, may not be claimed for the emissions,

Classification: Moderate
Citatlon: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter F 101.207{a)}{1)
5C THC Chapler 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Description: Falled 1o submit the initial emission events reports wiin 24 hrs. of discovery for the events which
ccourred on 11/25/03, 12/7 and 9/03, and 2/18/04.
Classification: Minor
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116,710
30 TAC Chapler 118, SubChapter G 116.715(a)

Rgmt Prov:  9868A & PSD-TX-102M4 PERMIT
Description: Failed to abtain authorization for the unauthorized emissions during 37 emissicn events which did not
qualify for an affirmative defense to an enforcement aclion.

Classificaticn: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.710
30 TAC Chapler 116, SubChapter G 116.715({a)
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715{c){7)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)

Ragmt Prov: 9888A & PSD-TX-102M4, Sp. Cond, No. 1 PERMIT
Description: Emilting inte the atmosphere unauthorized pollutants during 12 emission events,



Effective Date: 11/18/2006 ADMINORDER 2006-0645-AIR-E
Classification; Moderate _
Citation; 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a}
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Rgmi Prov:  Flexible Permit 9868A, S.C. 1 PERMIT
Descriplion: Failed 1o prevent unauthorized emissions.
Classification: Maoderate
Citatlon: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)

Rgmt Prov:  Pemit 9868A, 5.C. 1 PERMIT
Description: Failed to prevent unauthorized emissions.

Effective Date: 11/09/2007 ADMINORDER 2005-0717-UIC-E
Classification: Major
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 331, SubChapter A 331.7{a)
Ramt Prov:  VILA-- Waste Streams Prohibited ... OP

Description: Failed to prevent the unautherized injection of a characteristically hazardous waste into a class | non-
hazardous injection wall, according to permit provision VILA.

Effective Date: 11/19/2007 ADMINORDER 2005-125%-AIR-E
Classlification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapler D 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov:  9868/PSD-TX-102M5, Special Condition 1 PERMIT

Description: Falled to maintain an emission rate below the maximum allowable emission limits from Unit 40 CO
Boiler {emissicn point number ("EPN") 85B2) during an emission event on Navember 23, 2004.

Classification: Moderate
Citation; 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChaptar G 116,715{a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b}

Rgmt Prov:  9868/PSD-TX-102M5, Special Condition 1 PERMIT _
Description: Falled to maintain an emission rale belaw the maximumn allowable emission limits from Unit 29 CO
Boiler (EPN 85B1} during 2n ermission event an November 30, 2004,

Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)

Rgmt Prov:  9868/PSD-TX-102M5; Specia!l Condition 1 PERMIT

Description: Failed to maintain an emission rate below the maxlimum allowable emission limits from Hydrogen
Sulfide ("H25") Emergency Flare {EPN 66FLE} during an emission event on December 23, 2004.

Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapler G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Ragmt Prov;  9868/PSD-TX-102M5; Special Condition 1 PERMIT
Description: Failed to maintain ar emission rate below the maximunm allowable emission limits from Refinery Cat
Flare {EPN 66FL3) during an emission event on February 23, 2005.
Classiflcation: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a}
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)

Ram! Prov:  9B68/PSD-TX-102M5; Special Condition 1 PERMIT
Description: Falled to maintain an emission rate below the maximum altfowable emission limis from Unit 29 CO
Boiler (EPN 85B1) during an emission event on February 23, 2005.

Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapler G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Ragmt Prov:  9868/PSD-TX-102M5; Special Condition ¥ FERMIT
Description: Failed to maintain an emission rate below the maximum allowable emission limits from Unit 40 CO
Boiler {EPN 85B2} during an emission event on March 5, 2005,

Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chanter 113, SubChapter C 113.340

40 CFR Chapter 63, SubChapter C, PT 63, SubPT CC 83.654(d)

40 CFR Part 61, Subpart FF 61.356(g)

5C THC Chapler 382, SubChapter D 382.085¢{h)
Description: Failed to maintain records of quarterly visual reports. Specifically, a tolal of 10 quarterly
reporis were missing for years 2003 and 2004 for the eight affected units.
Classificalion: Moderale



Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 113, SubChapter C.113.340
) 40 CFR Chapter 63, SubChapter C, PT 63, SubPT CC 63.654{a)
40 CFR Part 81, Subpart FF 61.357(d){8}
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Description: Failed to submit accurate benzene NESHAP annual report for year 2004 1o indicale problems with a
drain subject to 40 CFR 61,
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 113, SubChapler C 113.230
40 CFR Part 63, Subpari R 63.424(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(h)
Description: Failed to conduct monthly leak inspections of all equipment in gasoline service for 14 months in years
2003 and 2004.
Classification: Moderale

Citatior: 30 TAC Chapter 113, SubChapler C 113.230
40 CFR Part 63, Subpart R 63.428(h){1)

5C THC Chapler 382, SubChapter [ 382.085(b)
Description: Failed to include alf required information in the fourth quarterly report of excess emissions for year
2003.
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 113, SubChapter C 113.340
40 CFR Part 60, Subpart VV 60.482-7
40 CFR Part 63, Subpart CC 63.648(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Description: Failed to comply with leak repair requirements for valve No. 2205.
Classlification: Maderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 113, SubChapter C 113.340
40 CFR Part 60, Subpart VV 60.486(b)
40 CFR Part 63, Subpart CC 63.648(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Description: Failed o maintain fags for leaking components Specifically, valves No, 14005, 14254, and 14264
were not tagged as required.
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 113, SubChapter C 113.100
40 CFR Chapter 63, SubChapter C, PT 63, SubPT A 63.11(b)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382,085(b)
Description: Failad to operate the flare with flame present at all imes. Specifically, the flame was absent for the
East Refinery Flare on June 16, 2003.
Classification: Moderata
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 122, SubChapter B 122.145(2)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Description: Failed to report all instances of deviations far the periods of 02/02/2004 through 08/02/2004 and
08/03/2004 through 12/31/2004. .
Effective Date: 11/19/2007 ADMINORDER 2006-0087-MLM-E -
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter F 101.211(b)(1}
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)

Description: Falled to inciude a complete list of pollutants in the final report for Incident No. 83623 which occurred
on August 29, 2005 and lasted 197 hours and 44 minutes.
Classification: Maderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715{a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)

Rgmt Prov:  Special Condition 1 PERMIT )

Description: Failed o prevent unauthorized emissions of 40.4 ibs of nitric oxide, 121.2 Ibs of nitrogen dioxide, and
738.08 Ibs of carbon menaxide ("CO") fram the North NGL Non-Corrosive Flare, EPN 66FL4 which occurred on
August 8, 2005 and lasted 2 hours and 20 minutes {Incident No, 62362).

Classification: Moderate
Citation; 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)

Rgmt Prov:  Special Condition 1 PERMIT
Dascription: Falled o prevent unauthorized emissions of 1,779.67 1bs of sulfur dioxide from the Refinery CAT
Elare, EPN 66FL3, which occurred on June §, 2005 and lasted 2 hours and 32 minutes {Incident No. 59525).

Classificalion: Moderate
Citatlon: 30 TAC Chapler 116, SubChapter G 116.715{a)



40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SUBPT A 60.18(c)(2)
5C THC Chapler 382, SubChapter A 382,085(b})

Rgmt Prov:  Special Condition 5.8B. PERMIT

Description: Failed to aperate the flare witha pilot flame present at all times. Specifically, the pilot flame was
absent on November 29, December 2 and December 31, 2004,

Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapler 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov:  Special Condition 5.0, PERMIT
Description: Failed to ensure that the flow meter that measures the amount of contaminants going to EPN 66FL2
was cperational on June 1, 2005.

Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 118.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382,085(b)
Ragmt Prov:  Special Condition 9 PERMIT
Description: Failed o monthly sample the acid gas exiting the Unit 43 waste heat boilers for ammonia
concentration during February and July 2004.
Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.,715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b}
Rgmt Prov:  Special Condition 11 PERMIT
Descriptior: Failed to consistently maintain the required temperaturas and oxygen concentrations for Unit 34 and
43.
Classification; Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapier G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Ramt Prov:  Special Conditiors 14 PERMIT
Description: Failed to consistently maintain minimum flame temperature of 2000 degrees Farenheit for Unit 43
Sulphur Recovery Unit Thermat Reactors A and B. )

Classification: Moderate

Cilation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov:  Special Condition 20 PERMIT
Description: Failed to maintain records of the caustic concentration of all waste gas streams containing hydrogen
flouride in Unit F-22 for 23 (4-hour) shifts.

Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 118, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Rami Prov:  Special Condition 26 PERMIT
Description: Failed to consistently maintain the CO cancentration below 500 parts per millior volume ("ppmy") from
Fluid Catalytic Cracking Units 29 and 40.
Classification; Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Ramt Prov:  Special Gendition 30 PERMIT
Description: Failed to eonsistently maintain hydrogen sulfide concentration from fue! gas used to fire all heaters,

boilers, and tail gas Incinerators at or below 162 ppmv on between December 23 and 25, 2004 and January 16 and
April 16, 2005.

Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov:  Special Condition 37.D. PERMIT
Description: Failed to annually inspect Tank 5550 for seal integrity verification in 2004.
Classification: Moderate
Citation; 30 TAC Chapter 118, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov:  Special Condifion 41.1. PERMIT
Description: Failed {o repair leaking valves 4212, 4353, 4678, and 4731 (listed on the delay of repair list) during the
unit shutdown whick occurred between December 5, 2004 and January 10, 2005.
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.,715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382,085(b)

Ragmt Prov:  Special Condition 42.H. PERMIT
Description: Failed torepair 13 valves (valves 13416, 13620, 14209, 14281, 14430, 14535, 14537, 2208, 2364,
2374, 2679, 2687, and 2691) within 15-days after discovery between February 10 and December 1, 2004,



Classification: Mcderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapler 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov:  Special Conditions 41.E. PERMIT
Description: Failed to seal 22 open ended valves in volatile organic compounds service.
Classificaiion: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 118.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov:  Special Condition 48 PERMIT
Description: Failed to replace Engine 42 and 47 oxygen sensors during the third quarter of 2004,

Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)

5C THC Chapter 362, SubChapter A 382,085(b}
Ramt Prov:  Special Condition 50 PERMIT
Descripfion: Failed to conduct stack testing every two ysars on three engines. Testing was conducted on Engine
38 in Unit 93 on June 24, 2003 and November 2005, on Engine 47 in Unit 12 on January 10, 2002 and August 11,
2004, and on Engine 2 in Unit 55 on June 24, 2003 and September 16, 2005,

Classification: Maoderate
Citafion: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Ragmt Prov:  Special Condition 51.A. PERMIT
Description: Failed to quarterly monttor the nitrogen oxide {"NOx") and CO content of engine exhaust of Engines 1

and 46 for the first quarter of 2004, Engines 3, 46, and 47 for the second quarter of 2004, Engines 38 and 46 for the
fourth quarter of 2004, Engines 37 and 48 for the first quarter of 2005, and Engine 46 for the third guarier of 2005.

Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)

5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapler A 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov;  Special Condition 54 PERMIT
Description: Failed to conduel quarterly grab sampling or spot checking with a portable analyzer for NOx and CO
for Unit 29 Reboiler 29H4 in the third guaster of 2004 and Crude O Heater 10H1 In the second and third quarters of
2004.

Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a}
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(D)

Rgmt Prov:  Special Condition 59 PERMIT
Description: Failed to cansistently maintain at least four operational electrostatic precipitator ("ESP") electrical
cabinets in Units 85B1 and 85B2.

Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter B 116.115(c)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085¢(h)

Rgmt Prov:  Special Condition 8 PERMIT
Description: Failed to operate the § Zorb Unit at or below lhe maximum suliur removal rale of 128 pounds per hour
{"lbs/br'}.
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter B 116.115(c)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(t)

Rgmt Prov:  Special Condition 14 PERMIT
Dascription: Failed to maintain the Charge Heater (EPN 25H1) firing rate limit at or below 14.3 million british
thermal units per hour on March 2 and 11, 2004.

Classification: Moderate

Citalion: 30 TAC Chapter 122, SubChapter B 122,143(4)

30 TAG Chapter 122, SubChapter B 122.145(2)(A}

5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov: FOP No. O-01440, General Terms and Cond. PERMIT
Pescription: Failed 1o include all deviations on the semi-annual deviation report.
Classification: Moderale
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 335, SubChapter A 335.2{b)

30 TAC Chapter 335, SubChapter A 335.4{1)

40 CFR Chapter 268, SubChapter |, PT 268, SUbPT C 268.35

40 CFR Chaptar 270, SubChapter |, PT 270, SubPT A 270.1

Description; Disposed of a listed hazardous waste inlo an unauthorized landfill. Specifically, 390 tons of clarified
slurry afl sediment (K170 listed hazardous waste) was mis-clzssified and disposed of on-site into a Class 1 non-
harardaus landfill.

Classification: Moderale
Citation; 2A TWC Chapter 5, SubChapter A 5.702



30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter A 101.27{c){1)

30 TAC Chapter 21 21.4
Description: Failed to pay Air Emissions Fees, Consolidated Water Quality Fees, and associated late fees for
Financial Administration Account Nos, 20500789, 21005788, 21005794, 21005795, and 23000667 for fiscal year
2005.

Classification: Moderate

Citation; 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapler G 116.715(a}

5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter A 382.085(b)
Rgmi Prov:  Special Condition 1 PERMIT
Description: Failed te prevent unauthorized emissions of 10,552.77 pounds ("Ibs") of sulfur dioxide from emission
point number ("EPN") 66F L4 which occurred an August 29, 2005 and lasted 197 hours and 44 minutes {Incident
No. 63623).

Effective Date: 12/20/2007 ADMINCRDER 2007-0567-MLM-E .

Classification: Major
Citation: 20 TWC Chapler 26, SubChapler A 26.121(a)(1)
30 TAC Chapter 335, SubChapter A 335.4
Descriplion: Falled to prevent the unauthorized discharge of industrial waste into or adjacent to the waters in the
state.
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter A 101.20(3}
: 30 TAC Chapter 1186, SubChapier G 116.715(g)
5C THC Ghaplar 382, SubChapler D 382.085(h)
Ramt Prov:  Flexible Permit 9868A, 5.C. 1 PERMIT
Description: Failed to prevent unauthorized emissions.
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter A 101.20(3}
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov:  Flexible Permit 9868A, 5.C. 1 PERMIT
Description: Falled fo prevent unauthorized emissions.
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter F 101.201(b}(1)
5G THC Chapler 382, SubChapler D 382.085(b)
Description: Failed to submit a complete final report. Specificatly, ConocoPhillips failed to include the list of all
affected facilities and the emissicn values for one of those facilities.
Classlfication: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter A 101.20(3}
30 TAC Chagter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov:  Permil No. 9868A, S.C. 1 PERMIT
Description: Failed to prevent unauthorized emissions.
Classification: Minor
Citation: . 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter F 101.201{b}(1)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382,085(b)
Description: Failed to include the names of all affected facilities on the emissions event report for Incident No.
79367.
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter A 101.20(3)
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapler D 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov:  Permil No. 9868A, S. C. 1 PERMIT
Description: Faited to prevent unauthorized emissions.
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter A 101.20(3)

30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(=)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapler D 382.085(b)

Rgmt Prov:  Permil No. 9868A, 5.C. 1 PERMIT
Description: Failed to prevent unauthorized emissicns,

Effective Date: 05/22/2008 ADMINORDER 2007-0558-AIR-E

Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter A 101.20(3)
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116,715(a)

5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)



Rgmt Prov:  Flexible Permit 98684, S.C. 1 PERMIT
Descriplion: Failed to prevent unauthotized emissions.

Classification: Mederate

Citation: 40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 80, SubPT WV 60.482-7{c)(1)
40 CFR Chapter 63, SubChapter C, PT 63, SubPT H 63.168(d}{2)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)

Dascriplion: Failed to either monitor ali the valves in (he Mercaptan Unit (No. 45) during the first quarter of 2005 or
submit notification of an alternate monitoring schedule for the unit to allow for the guarter 1o be exempt from
menitoring.
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 122, SubChapter B 122.145(2)(A)

5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b}
Description: Failed to include two reportable Emissions Events (Nos. 65748 and 71242) In the January 27 and July

13, 2006 deviation reports and 42 non-repertable events in the January 28 and July 28, 2005, and July 13, 2006
deviation reparts.

Classification: Moderalg
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter A 101.20(3)
30 TAC Chapter 111, SubChapter A 111.111(a)(1)(A)
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapler G 116.715(a)
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT J 60.102{a)(2)
5C THC Chapler 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov:  Permit No, 9868A, 8.C. 23 PERMIT

Description: Failed io consistently operate Units 29 and 40 below the six-minute average opacity emissions limit of
20% (averaged over six minuies} 24 limes between October 14, 2004 and February 22, 2006.

Classification: Moderate
Cltation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter A 101.20(3)
30 TAC Chapler 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov:  Permit 9868A, S.C. 30" PERMIT
Description: Failed to consistently route emissions to flares. Specifically, emissions from EPNs 66FL8, 66FL.10,
and 86FL11 were routed to burn pits 11 times between November 10, 2004 and February 24, 2006 during flare
maintenance.
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter A 101.20(3)
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715{a}
40 CFR Chapter 83, SubChapler C, PT 63, SubPT H 63.168()(1)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b}
Rgmt Prov.  Permit No. 9868A, S.C, 37.1. PERMIT

Description: Failed to repalr a valve (Tag No. 1449) in Unit 22 within 15 calendar days after discovering a leak.
The valve was required to be repaired on Juna 22, 2006, but was not repalred untit June 30, 2006.

Clagsification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter A 101.20(3)
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
40 CFR Chapter 61, SubChapter C, PT 61, SubPT FF 61.345(a)(2)(ii}
40 CFR Part 60, Subpart A 60.18(c)(2)
40 CFR Part 63, Subpart A 63.11(b){3)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b}

Rart Prov:  Permit No. 9868A, 5.C. 2B PERMIT



40 CFR Part 60, Subpart A 60.18(e)
5C THC Chagier 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Ramt Prov:  Permit No, 98684, S.C. 28 PERMIT

Description: Failed to operata tha flare with a constant pifet flame. Specifically, there was no pilot flame present at
EPN and 66FL.2 on 3 occasions hetween June 8 and 9, 2005.

Classification; Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter A 101,20(3)
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a}
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT VV 60.482-7(d)(1)
50 THC Chapier 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)

Rgmt Prov:  Permit No. 9868A, 5.C., 37.]. PERMIT

Description: Failed to repair four valves (Tag Nos. 0734, 2148, 20087 and 20068) in Units F-11, F-22, and F-7
within 15 calendar days after discovering a leak.

Classification: Moderate
Citation; 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter A 104.20{3)
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapler G 116.715(a}
40 CFR Chapter 680, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT VV 60.482-2(c}(1)
40 CFR Parl 60, Subpart KKK 60.632(a)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Rgmt Prov:  Permit No. 8868A, 5.C. 37.1. PERMIT

Description: Failed to repair three pumps (Tag Nos. 3968, 2596, and 1308} in Units 1.6, HDS, and Col. 38,
respectively, within 15 days after discovering a leak.

Classificalion: Moderate
Citation: 40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, S8ubPT VV 60.482-2(c}(2)

40 CFR Pari 60, Subpart KKK 60.632{a)

5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Description; Failed to make first attempl at repair of lwo pumps {Tag Nas. 2607 and 1308} within five
days after discovering a leak.
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter A 101.20(3)

30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)

40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT VW 60.482-7(d)(1)

* 40 GFR Part 60, Subpart KKK 60.632{a)

5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085{b)
Rgmt Prov:  Permit Mo. 9868A, 5.C. 37.1, PERMIT
Description: Failed to repair 14 valves within 16 days after the discovery of a leak (Tag Nos 2534, 1518, 1700,
1123, 2943, 99.000, 1887, 2577, 3846, 3885, 3892, 2699, 2725, and 1021). The first repair was required to bs
made March 18, 2005 and the repairs were complete on May 26, 2006. Repairs were made beiwen one and 31
days late.

Classification: Moderate
Citation: 40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT JJJ 60.632
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT VYV 60.482-2(a){1)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Description: Failed to monthly monitor Pump No. 346,000 in Column 31 Hazardous Organic National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants during January, March, and April 2006,
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 40 CFR Chapter 61, SubChapter C, PT 81, SubPT FF 61.356(b)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b}

Description: Failed to record the measurements, calculations, and other documentation used to determine that the
total benzene quantity does not exceed 6.0 megagrams per year on the quarterly reports submitted on May 5 and
September 9, 20056.

Classification: Moderale
Citation: 40 CFR Part 61, Subpart FF 61.357{d)2)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Description: Faited to include the range of benzene concentrations for the waste streams in the annual benzene
stimmary report submitted on April 6, 2006,
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 40 CFR Part 61, Subpar F£F 61.357(d}{6)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(h)

Description: Failed to submit a quarlerly equipment inspeclion certification report within 30 days afler the end of the
seconxl guarter of 2005. Specifically, the report was due by July 30, 2005, but was not submitted until September 9,
2005.



Description: Failed to operate the flave with a constant pilot flame.

Classification: Moderate
Citation; 40 CFR Part 83, Subpart R 63.427(a}(3)
5C THC Chapler 382, SubChapter D 382,085(b)
Description: Failed to continuously monitor the thermal oxidizer termperature in the loading racks terminal three
fimes between September 22 and Oclobar 13, 2005,
Classification: Moderale

Citation: 30 TAC Chapler 101, SubChapter A 101.20(3)

30 TAC Chapter 116, SubGhapter G 116.715{a)
6C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)

Rami Prov:  Permit No. 98684, S.C. 10 PERMIT
Dascription: Fallad to prevent visible emissions from Unit 34 incinerator stack on April 12, 2005 and frorm Unit 43
incinerator stack on January 18, 2005.
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 40 CFR Chapter 63, SubChapler C, PT 63, SubPT AA 63.643
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Description: Failed o operate Incinerators A and B with minimum firebox temperatures of 1209 degrees Fahrenheit
five times between March 6, 2004 and December 17, 2004.
Classification: Moderate
Citatlon: 40 CFR Part 60, Subpari A 60.18(c)(1)
40 CFR Part 63, Subpart A 63.11(b){4)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Description: Failed to prevent visible emissions from EPN 66FL4 on September 2, 2004,
Classification: Moderate
Citation: 40 CFR Chapter 80, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT J 60.104{a)(2)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)

Description: Failed o limit sulfur dioxide concentration to 250 parts per million by velume in-emissions from Unit 34
on February 20, 2006 in Units 34 and 43 on August 6 and December 15, 2005.

Classification: Maderate
Citation: 40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT Kb 60.113b{b){1){ii)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Bescription; Failed 1o conduct annual secondary seal inspections for Tank 511 in 2004 and 2005,
Classiflcation: Moderate
Citation: 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart Kb 60.115b{a){(3)
5C THC Chapter 382, SubChapter D 382.085(b)
Description: Failed to submit an inspection failure report within 30 days after the September 13, 2005 inspection

during which defects were found in the floating roof secondary seal on Tank 5599. The report was due on October
13, 2005, but was not submitted until January 27, 2008.

Classiflcation: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter A 101,20{3)
30 TAC Chapter 118, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT A 60.18(c)(2}
40 CFR Chapter 81, SubChapler C, PT 61, SubPT FF 61.349(a)(2){iii)

40 CFR Chapter 63, SubChapler C, PT 63, SUubPT A 63.11(b)(3)



B.

C.

D.

See addendum for information regarding federal actions.

Any criminal convictions of the state of Texas and the federal govemment.

N/A

Chronic excessive emissions avents.

N/A

The approval dates of investigations. (CCEDS Inv. Track. No.)

=
= O @ oo N DR W N =

gl g s A h oS R A DS DA D D WL WO D G L2 NN NRNNNRMNRNRNMN=S 2 s s s Ao
AW N 2SO Q0 @N DO RN D QRSN O R W =S D 00N O AWK - O R~ ® R N

[}
&n

04/05/2004
0441472004
04H6/2004
05/25/2004
06/07/2004
08/05/2004
0B0GI2004
084172004
09/05/2004
09/08/2004
00/22/2004
092212004
097222004
09/23/2004
10/2042004
10/20/2004
10/20/2004
10/20/2004
11/05/2004
11/05/2004
11108/2004
01/06/2005
01/06/2005
01/06/2005
01/08/2005
01/20/2005

01/27/2005

01/31/2005
02/02/2008
03M16/2005
0318/2005
06/7/2005
07/01/2005
08/26/2005
08/29/2005
08/29/2005
08/25/2005
08/29/2005
08/29/2005

08/16/2005

09/12/2005
08/18/2005
09/21/2005
092772005
F0435/2005
10/27/2005
10/28/2005
10/31/2005
11/08/2005
11/09/2005
1116/2005
11116/2005
1212/2005
12/114/2005
12119/2605

{268105)

(269208)
(267682)
(435469)
(274624)
(284515)
(283088)
(288901)
(333340
(333632)
(335158)
(335170)
(335175)
(335211)
{338199)
(338419)
(338428)
(338456)
(340388)
(3403097)
(340401)
(346260)
(346265)
(346272)
(346044)
(347728)
(342485)
(348389)
(348485)
(335841)
(335817)
{396208)
{377888)
{402145)
{418249)
{418255)
(418264)
(418278)
(418284)
(431894)
(308512)
(4185617)
(432528)
1432573)
(308503)
(435707)
(435763
(436015)
(436542)
(437151)
(398003)
(436047)
{430530)
(439324)
(445774)

101

102
103
104
105
106
107
108

- 109

110
1114
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139
140
141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148
149
150
151
152
153
154
165

10/02/2006
10/02/2006
10/11/2006
10/25/2006
11/03/2006
11/03/2006
11/03/2006
11/30/2006
0142212007
02/23/2007
03/06/2007
03/16/2007
04/09/2007
05/08/2007
05/41/2007

“05/17/2007

05/25/2007
06/04/2007
06/42/2007
07/23/2007
07/23/2007
07/23/2007
08/28/2007
08/29/2007
09/04/2007
00/04/2007
09/04/2007
06/04/2007
09/04/2007
09/04/2007
09/04/2007
09/04/2007
08/28/2007
10/15/2007
12/04/2007
12006/2007
12/07/2007
12M13/2007
12/18/2007
02/05/2008
02/22/2008
03/03/2008
03/04/2008
03/10/2008
03/10/2008
03/12/2008
03/31/2008
04/04/2008
04/04/2008
04/04/2008
04/04/2008
04/04/2008
04/04/2008
04/08/2008
04/11/2008

(514550)
(514675)
(515867)
(536054)
(518149)
(518237)
(518272)
(532448)
(537059)
(540568)
(542490)
(517551)
(554950)
(557892)
(558928)
(559988)
(560211)
(557890)
(561959)
(568756)
(569200)
(569278)
(573763)
(567645)
(571794}
(571799)
(573098)
(573119)
(573126)
(573132)
(573137)
(573145)
(596149)
(596734)
(610826)
(610871)
(640766)
(610872)
{599297)
(617236)
(618682)
{619078)
{610874)
{637208)
{637850)
{638570)
{637441)
{640052)
{641113)
{641120)
{841123)
{641124)
(641262)
(6541450)
(639948)



56 12M9/2005 (449781} ' 156 04/15/2008 (641833)

57 12/2i/2005 (434070) 167 04/15/2008 (646318)
58 12/22/2005 {450310) 158 04H16/2008 (639947)
59 01/05/2006 (451207) 159 04/16/2008 (641345)
60 01/06/2008 (451394) 180 D4/16/2008 {641606)
61 D1A3/2006 (451363) 161 04/21/2008 {653421)
B2 01/13/2006 (452190) 162 04/22/2008 {640269)
© B3 01/17/2006 (437777) . 183 04/22/2008 {640274)
B4 01/24/2006 (452945) 164 04/23/2008 {653422)
65  01/25/2006 (452860) 165 08/05/2008. (654697)
66 01/25/2006 (453089) 166 05/14/2008 (B70875)
67 013012008 (453345) 167 05/14/2008 (670877)
88 01/31/2006 (453304) 168 05/15/2008 (655931)
89 01/3112008 (453752) 169 05/19/2008 (671263)
70 020212006 (453395) 170 06/13/2008 (662985)
71 0260202008 (453859) 171 06/15/2008 {467250)
72 0211342008 (455152) 172 06M7/2008 {683143)
73 02/28/2006 (457545) 178 0BH7/2008 {683152)
74 02172006 (459612) 174 0BM7/2008 {683436)
75 03/23/2008 (4568645) 175 06/24/2008 (683654)
76 03/23/2006 (460163) 176 06/24/2008 {683997)
77 04/19/2006 (462453) 177 07/0B/2008 {685211)
78 04/19/2006 (462468) 178 O7/08/2008 (685238)
79 04/26/2006 {463535) 179 07/28/2008 (685550)
80  05/09/2006 (465242) 180 08/07/2008 (687671)
84 05/15/2006 (463536) 181 0B/07/2008 (687039)
82  05/25/2008 (465241) 182 08/29/2008 (700947)
83 05/26/2006 {480084) 183 09/03/2008 (705401)
84 05/31/2006 (4807386) 184 09102008 {702303)
85  06/07/2008 {481805) 185 09/11/2008 {700350)
86 06/07/2006 481812) 186 09/11/2008 {700366)
87  06/08/2006 {481987) 187 09/11/2008 {700371)
B8  06/08/2006 {481992) 188 09/11/2008 (701024)
89 06/13/2006 {482336) 189 09/16/2008 {702968)
90 06/16/2006 (481242) 190 09/30/2008 {702043)
9t 06/28/2006 {482752) 191 09/30/2008 {703769)
92 06/20/2006 (482750) © o2 10M8/2008 {705600)
a3 07A10/2006 {485853) 193 10/17/2008 {705742)
94 08/02/2006 {484098) 194 10/28/2008 (706256)
95  08/02/2008 (480530) 195  11/12/2008 (707907)
965 09/05/2006 (541072) 196 11/18/2008 (708075)
§7 091412008 {512534) 197 11/18/2008 (708314)
88 00/22/2008 (541317) 196 121122008 (710274)
59 09/26/2006 {514413) 198 12/18/2008 (721682)
100 09/28/2008 {514455) 200 O1HB/2009 (702466)
201 0112142009 (724249)

202 01/23/2009 {724227)

E. Written notices of viclations (NOV). {CCEDS Inv. Track. No.)

Date: 08/26/2006 (402145)

Self Report? NO Classification: Maijor
Citation: Permit Conditions PERMIT

Description:  Failure to prevent unauthorized discharges.

Self Report? NO Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapler 305, SubChapter F 305.125(1)

Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Req PERMIT
Description:  Failure to maintain effluent parameters within the permitted limits.
Date: 05/9/2008 (465242)
Self Report? NO Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chaptler 116, SubChapter G 116.710(a)

Description:  The facility failed lo oblain an authorization for the unauthorized emissions during the
incident No. 71313. The incident did nat meet tha criterig, specified in the provisions of
§8101.222(b)(2) and (b)(3).



Date: 04/09/2007 - (554950)
Self Report? NO Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter F 101.201{a)(1¥B)

Description:  The facility failed to comply with the initial reporting requirements of the emissions
event repariing provisions, The incident was discovered on July 27, 2006 but the initial
report was not reported to TCEQ until July 31, 2008,

Self Reporl?  NO Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 1156.715(a})
Description:  The facility failed to obtain an autharization for the unauthorized emissions during the
Incident No. 79264,

Date: 06/05/2007 (557890)

Self Report?  NO Classification; Minor

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter F 101.201 (bY(1 (D}

30 TAG Chapter 101, SubChapler F 101.201(b){1)(G)

Description:  The facilily failed to salisfy the reporling provisions of 30 TAC Chapter 101,
§§101.201(b)(1)(D) and (2){1}{G) by failing to provide the names of all affected facilittes
and the non-combustible emission values associated with the flaring activity for the
incident No. 84788,

Self Report?  NO Classification: Minor

Citation: 30 TAC Chapier 101, SubChapter F 1041.281{b)(1)(D)

Description:  The facility falled to satisfy the repering provisions of 30 TAC Chapler 101,
§101.201(b){1)(D) by failing to provide the names of all affected faciltties for the
incident No. 86636,

Self Report?  NO Classiflcation: Minor
Cilation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter F 101.201{b)(1)(D)
Description:  The facility failed to satisfy the reporting provisions of 30 TAC Chapler 101,
§101.201(b}{1)(D) by falling to provide the namas of al! affected facilities for the
incident No. 86811.

Date: 08/30/2007 (6676440}
Self Report?  NO Classification: Moderate
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 305, SubChapter F 305.125(4)

30 TAC Chapter 305, SubChapter F 305.125(5)

Monitoring and Reporting Reguirements PERMIT

TWC Chapler 26 26.121

TWC Chapter 26 26.121(a)

TWC Chapter 26 26.121{a)(1)

TWC Chapler 26 26.121{a)(2}

TWC Chapter 26 26.121{a)(3)

TWC Chapler 26 26.121{b)

TWC Chapter 26 26.121{c)

TWC Chapter 26 26.121(d)

TWC Chapter 26 26.121{e) .

Failure by the facility to prevent unauthorized discharges from the cellection system.

Description:

Date: 12/18/2007 (599297} CiNB01B74351

Self Report? NO Classification: Moderaie

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 122, SubChapter B 122.145{2)(A)

Description: The review of the deviation repait, submitted on January 30, 2007 indicated that Conoco-
Phillips failed {o provide the required information for the non-reportable evenis at this
facility.

Self Report? NO Classification: Moderate

Citation; 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a}
5C THSC Chapler 382 382.085(b)

Description: The facility failed to comply with the provisions of 30 TAC §116.715(a) and Texas Health
and Safety Code §382.085(b).

Self Report? NO Classiication: Maderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapler G 116.715(a}
5C THSC Chapler 382 382,085(b)

‘Description: The facilily failed to comply with the provisions of 30 TAC §116.715(a) and Texas Health
and Safety Code §382.085({b).

Self Report?  NO Classification: Maderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THSC Chapter 382 382.085(b)

Description: The facility failed 1o comply with the provisions of 30 TAC §116.715(a) and Texas Heallh

and Safety Code §382.085(b).



Self Report?
Citation:

Description:

Self Report?
Citation:

Dascription:

Self Report?
Citation:
Description:
Self Report?
Citation:
Description:
Self Report?
Citation:

Description:

Self Repori?
Citation:

Description:

Self Report?
Citation:

Description:

Self Report?
Citation:

Description;

Saif Report?
Citation:

Description:

Salf Repart?
Citation:
Description:
Self Report?
Citation:

Description:

Self Report?
Citation:

Description:

Seif Repart?
Citation:
Description:

Self Report?
Citation:

Description:

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NC

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

Classification: Moderate

30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THSC Chapter 382 382.085{b)
The facility faited to comply with the provisions of 30 TAC §116.715(a) and Texas Health
and Safely Code §382.085(b).
Classification: Moderate
30 TAC Chaptler 118, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THSC Chapter 382 382.085(b}
The facllity faited to comnly wilh the provisions of 30 TAC §116.715(a) and Texas Health
and Safety Code §382.085(b).
Classification: Moderate
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT VV 60.482-7(c)
The facility failed to comply wilh the provisions of 40 CFR 60, §60.482-7(c){1).
Classification: Moderate
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT VV 60.482-2(a)(1)
The faciiity failed to comply with the provisions of 40 CFR 60, §60.482-2(a)(1).
Classification: Moderate
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THSC Chapter 382 382.085(b)
The facility failed 1o comply with the provisions of 30 TAC §116.715(a) and Texas Health
and Safety Code §382.085(b).
Classification: Maderate

30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THSC Chapter 382 382.085(b)
The facility failed 1o comply with the provisions of 30 TAC §116.715(a) and Texas Health
and Safety Cada §382.085(b).
Classification: Moderate
30 TAC Chapter 111, SubChapter A 111.111(a){4)(A)
30 TAC Chapter 116, SubChapter G 116.715(z)
40 CFR Chapter 63, SubChapter C, PT 63, SubPT A 63.11{b)(4)
5C THSC Chapter 382 382.085(b}

The facility falled to comply with the provisions of 30 TAC §111.111(a)(4)(A), 30 TAC
§116.715(a), 40 CFR 63, §863.11{h)(4), and Texas Health and Safety Code §382.085(b).

Classification: Moderate

30 TAC Chapter 118, SubChapter G 116.715(a)
5C THSC Chapter 382 382.085(b) ‘
The facility failed to comply with the provisions of 30 TAC §116.715({a} and Texas Health
and Safety Code §382.085(b).
Classification: Moderate

30 TAC Chaptar 116, SubChapter G 116.715(a)

5C THSC Chapter 382 382.085(%)
The facllity faifed to comply with the provisions of 30 TAC §116.715(a) and Texas Health
and Safely Code §382.085(h).
Classification: Moderate
30 TAC Chapter 111, SubChapter A 111.111{a)(1)(B)
The facility failed to comply with the provisions of 30 TAC §111.111(2)(1)(B).
Classificatian: Moderate
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT VV 60.482-7(d){1)
49 CFR Chapter 63, SubChapter C, PT 63, SubPT AA 63.648(a)
The facility Is in violation of the provisions of 40 CFR 8¢ Subpart VV, §60.482-7(d)(1) and
40 GFR 63 Subpart CC, §63.648(a).
Classification: Moderate
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChepter C, PT 80, SubPT VV 6(.482-2(c)(1)
40 CFR Chapter 63, SubChapter C, PT 63, SubPT AA 63.648(a)
The facility is in violation of the provisions of 40 CFR 60 Subpart ¥V, §60.482-2(c){1) and
40 CFR 63 Subpart CC, §63.648(a).
Classification: Moderate
40 CFR Chapter 63, SubChapter C, PT 63, SubPT AA 63.643(a){2)
The facility failed te comply with the provisions of 40 CFR 83, Subparl CC, §63.643(a)(2).

Classification: Moderate
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT VV 60.482-2(a)(1)
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 80, SubPT VV 60.483-2(b)(2)
40 CFR Chapter 63, SubChapter C, PT 63, SubPT AA 63.648(a)
The facility is in violation of the provisions of 40 CFR 60 Subpart VV, §60.482-2(a)(1).



Date:  03/04/2008
Self Report? NO
Citation:
Description:

Date: 04/15/2008
Self Report? NO
Citation:

Description:

Date:  04/15/2008
Self Report? NG
Cilation:

Descriplion:

Daie: 04/16/2008
Self Report? NO
Citation;
Descriplion:

Date:  04/16/2008
Self Report?  NO

Citation:
Description:

Date:  01/16/2009
Self Report?  NO
Citation:

Description:

Self Repori?  NO
Citation:
Description:
Self Report?  NO
Cilation:
Description:
Self Report? NO
Cilation;

DCescription:
Self Report?  NO
Citation:

Description:

Self Report?  NO
Citation:
Description:
Self Report? NO
Citation:

- Description:

§60.483-2)(b){2), and 40 CFR 63 Subpart CC, §63.648(a).

{610874)
Classification: Moderate
30 TAC Chapler 101, SubChapter F 101.201(a)(1)(B)

The facility failed to submit the initial report within 24 hours following the discovery of the
incident.

(646318}
Classification: Moderate
30 TAC Chapter 113, SubChapter C 113,780
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT J 60.102{a)(1)
5C THSC Chapler 382 382.085(b)

Failure fo limit the emission rate of Non-Sulfate Particulate Matter to 1.0 pound per 1,000
pounds of Coke Burn Off or less.

(641833)
Classification: Maderate
30 TAC Chapter 113, SubChapter C 113.780
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT J 60.102(a)(1)
5C THSC Chapter 382 382.085(b)

Failure to limit the emission rate of Non-Sulfate Particulate Matter to 1.0 pound per 1,000
pounds of Coke Burn Off or lass.

{639947)
Classification: Moderate
30 TAC Chaptar 101, SubChapter F 101,201 (B){1§G)
The facility failed to comply with the reporting requirements of the emissions events

provisions. Specifically, the company faited fo submit accurate emission limiis and the
complete list of air cantaminants in the final report for the incident No. 101261,

{641345)
Classification: Maoderate
30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter F 101.201(b)(1)(G)
The facility failed to comply with the reporting requirements of the emissions events

provisions. Specifically, the company failed to submit accurate emission limits and the
complete list of air contaminants in the finat report for the incident No. 102617,

(702466}
Classification: Moderate
30 TAC Chapter 113, SubChapter C113.1090
40 CFR Chapter 63, SubChapter C, PT §3, SubPT ZZZ7 63.6640(a)
The facility is In violation of the provisions of 40 CFR 63 Subpart ZZ77, §63.6640(a) and
30 TAC Chapter 113, §113.1090,
Classification: Maderate
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT J 60.1086()(1)
The facility is in viclation of provisions of §50.106()(1}.
Classification: . Moderata
40 CFR Chapter 80, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT J 60.104(a}(2)(i}
The facility is in violation of provisions of §60.104(a)(2)(i).
Classification: Miror
30 TAC Chapter 113, SubChapter C 113,130
40 CFR Chapler 63, SubChapler C, PT 83, SubPT H 63.167{a)(1)
The facility is in viotalion of provisions of §63.167(a)(1) and 30 TAC §113.130.
Classification: Moderata
30 TAC Chapter 113, SubChapter C 113.340
4¢ CFR Chapler 63, SubChapter C, PT 63, SubPT AA 63.646(g)
40 CFR Chapter 63, SubChapler C, PT 83, SubPT G 63.120(b){9)
The facility is in viclation of the provisions of 30 TAC §113.340, §63.120(bX9), and
§63.646(a).
Classification: Moderate
30 TAC Chapter 122, SubChapter B 122.165(a)
The facility is in violation of provisions of 30 TAC §122.165(a).
Classification: Moderate
40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT A 60.7{a)(3)
The facility is in violalion of provisions of 40 CFR 60, §60.7(a)(3).



F. Envirenmental audits.

Notice of Intent Date:  09/01/2005 (439523)
No DOV Assoclated

Notice of Intent Date:  12/02/2005 (450648)
Disclosure Daie: 05/19/2008

Viol. Classification:  Moderate
Cilation: 30 TAC Chapter 101, SubChapter A 101.20

40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT VV 60.482-1
40 CFR Chapter 63, SubChapter C, PT 63, SubPT H 63.162{(c)
Description:  Failure to identify changes to the LDAR Component [nventory.

Notice of intent Date:  08/11/2006 {514112)
Disclosure Date: 11/08/2006

Vial, Classification:  Moderate
Citation: 40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT VV 60.482-1(a)

Descriplion:  Failure to meet repair deadlines.

Viol. Classification:  Moderate
Citation: 40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT GGG 60.593(d)

Description:  Fallure to properly identify some components in crude eil service.

Viol. Classification:  Moderate
Citation: 40 CFR Chapler 60, SubChapler C, PT 60, SubPT VV 60.482-6

Description:  Failure to close 7 cpen-ended lines.

Viol. Classification:  Moderate
Citation: 40 CFR Chapler 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT VV 60.482-7

Description: Exceeded 3% cap for DTM components in Unit 45.

Viol, Classification:  Moderate
Citation: 40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT GGG 60.592(a)

40 CFR Chapler 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT GGG 60.592{h}

40 CFR Chapter 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT KKK 60.632{a)

40 CFR Chapler 60, SubChapter C, PT 60, SubPT KKIK 60.632(b}

40 CFR Chapter 61, SubChapter C, PT 61, SubPT 161,110

40 CFR Chapler 63, SubChapter C, PT 63, SubPT F 63.102(a)
Deseription:  Failure to include all required components in LDAR program.,

Motice of Intent Date:  11/13/2006 (534247)
No DOV Associated

Notice of Intent Date:  04/27/2007 (561240)
No DOV Associated

Notice of Intent Date:  07/21/2008 (700395)

No DOV Associated

Notice of inlent Date:  10/20/2008 (707547)
No DOV Associated :

G. Type of environmertal management systems (EMSs). N/A
H. Volunlary on-site compliance assessment dates, N/A

I Participation in a voluntary poltution reduction program. N/A

J. Early compliance. N/A

Siles Outside of Texas N/A
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TExas CoMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

BEFORE THE

IN THE MATTER OF AN §

ENFORCEMENT ACTION §

CONCERNING § TEXAS COMMISSION ON
CONOCOPHILLIPS COMPANY 3

RN102495884 § ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

AGREED ORDER
DOCKET NO. 2009-0129-AIR-E
I. JURISDICTION AND STIPULATIONS
At its agenda, the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality ("the

Commission" or "TCEQ") considered this agreement of the parties, resolving an enforcement action
regarding ConocoPhillips Company ("the Respondent") under the authority of TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY
CODE ch. 382 and TEX. WATER CODE ch. 7. The Executive Director of the TCEQ, through the
Enforcement Division, and the Respondent appear before the Commission and together stipulate that:

1.

The Respondent owns and operates a petroleum refinery at Spur 119 North in Borger, Hutchinson
County, Texas (the “Plant™).

The Plant consists of one or more sources as defined in TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE
§ 382.003(12).

The Commission and the Respondent agree that the Commission has jurisdiction to enter this
Agreed Order, and that the Respondent is subject to the Commission's jurisdiction.

The Respondent received notice of the violations alleged in Section I1 ("Allegations") on or about
January 21, 2009 and May 31, 2009,

The occurrence of any violation is in dispute and the entry of this Agreed Order shall not
constitute an admission by the Respondent of any violation alleged in Section 11 ("Allegations™),
nor of any statute or rule.

An administrative penalty in the amount of Three Hundred Four Thousand One Hundred Twenty-
Six Dollars ($304,126) is assessed by the Commission in settlement of the violations alleged in
Section II ("Allegations"). The Respondent has paid One Hundred Twenty-One Thousand Six
Hundred Fifty-One Dollars ($121,651) of the administrative penalty and Sixty Thousand Eight



ConocoPhillips Company
DOCKET NO. 2009-0129-AIR-E

Page 2

Hundred Twenty-Five Dollars ($60,825) is deferred contingent upon the Respondent’s timely and
satisfactory compliance with all the terms of this Agreed Order. The deferred amount will be
waived upon full compliance with the terms of this Agreed Order. If the Respondent fails to
timely and satisfactorily comply with all requirements of this Agreed Order, the Executive
Director may require the Respondent to pay all or part of the deferred penalty. One Hundred
Twenty-One Thousand Six Hundred Fifty Dollars ($121,650) shall be conditionally offset by the
Respondent’s completion of a Supplemental Environmental Project (“SEP”).

Any notice and procedures, which might otherwise be authorized or required in this action, are
waived in the interest of a more timely resolution of the matter.

The Executive Director of the TCEQ and the Respondent have agreed on a seftlement of the
matters alleged in this enforcement action, subject to the approval of the Commission.

The Executive Director recognizes that the Respondent has implemented the following corrective
measures at the Plant:

a. On September 22, 2008, installed a new boiler as an additional steam supply source
designed to prevent a reoccurrence of the emissions event that occurred on June 1, 2008;

b. By September 26, 2008, developed a one point lesson on the importance of amine reflux
purge, used it to train operators on the importance of the purge stream, and issued
instructions to not block it in, in order to prevent a reoccurrence of the emissions event
that occurred on June 29, 2008,

c. By July 20, 2008, initiated daily sampling of the hydrogen source for purity and
hydrocarbon content, increased frequency of carbon filter replacement on the hydrogen
system, and increased frequency of draining of the stripper accumulator to prevent the
hydrocarbon buildup, in order to prevent the reoccurrence of the emissions event that
occurred on July 19, 2008;

d. By October 20, 2008, updated standard operating procedures, other unit procedures, and
reviewed them for accuracy, in order to prevent the reoccurrence of the emissions event
that occurred on July 29, 2008;

e. By November 21, 2008, submitted notifications to the Amarillo Regional Office of the
TCEQ, pursuant to 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 106.533, for remediation activities at:
i. Patton Creek;
ii., Area 1,
iii. Area 4,
iv, HP-7,;
v, Jackson's Hole;

vi. Old Canyon Dam,
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vii. Lot 7; and
Viti. Old Caustic Pond.

On December 1, 2008, completed equipment improvements and submitted the required
documents to authorize continued remediation activities at the Plant's Area 3;

By May 9, 2008, completed a review of the oversight and adequacy of instrument .
functioning, in order to prevent the reoccurrence of the failure to instrument monitor the
Non-Corrosive Flare's pilot flame on December 22, 2007, March 3, May 7,
and May 8, 2008; '

By October 31, 2008, completed additional training and procedural improvements
designed to prevent the reoccurrence of operating flares with visible emissions;

By June 13, 2008, completed equipment improvements and procedural training designed
to prevent the reoccurrence of operating the Sulfur Recovery Unit ("SRU") Tail Gas
Incinerator with visible emissions;

By November 13, 2007, instituted a practice of providing startup notices to TCEQ when
flame temperature cannot be maintained during startup, in order to prevent the
reoccurrence of Unit 43 A's Thermal Reactor not maintaining the required flame and
temperature on November 12, 2007; '

By April 24, 2008, instituted a practice of providing startup notices to TCEQ when
maintenance work requires the SRU 43 sulfur pit's vapor collection system to be by-

passed, in order to address the vapor collection system not being operational on January 2
and April 9, 2008;

By March 10, 2008, re-evaluated the fuel gas system, and as a result of that evaluation,
set pomts (e.g, flowrates and pressure limits) were established and
oversight/management (balance) of the fuel gas system was assigned to one operating
area, in order to prevent the reoccurrence of the fuel gas hydrogen sulfide exceedances
that occurred on August 9, 2007 and March 9;

Shut down, repaired, and retested Engine'47 in Unit 12 (Emissions Point Number
["EPN"] 12E7). The retest, performed December 18, 2007, demonstrated compliance
with NOy limits;

By April 28, 2008, made a decision to reduce or eliminate the stockpiling of coke, and for
occasions when stockpiling is unavoidable, purchased laboratory equipment and provided
for an accelerated sampling process designed to prevent the failure to take samples, as
well as to ensure the proper moisture content of the stockpiles;

Adjusted the Unit 29 Fluid Catalytic Cracking Unit ("FCCU") catalyst regenerator and
retested it on March 26, 2008. The test showed the unit compliant with its particulate
matter ("PM") emissions [imit; and
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10.

11,

12.

p. On May 22, 2009, submitted a plan for corrective actions that address the emissions event
that occurred on January 17, 2009,

The Executive Director may, without further notice or hearing, refer this matter to the Office of
the Attorhey General of the State of Texas ("OAG") for further enforcement proceedings if’ the
Executive Director determines that the Respondent has not complied with one or more of the
terms or conditions in this Agreed Order.

This Agreed Order shall terminate five years from its effective date or upon compliance with all
the terms and conditions set forth in this Agreed Order, whichever is later.

The provisions of this Agreed Order are deemed severable and, if a court of competent

jurisdiction or other appropriate authority deems any provision of this Agreed Order

unenforceable, the remaining provisions shall be valid and enforceable.

IL ALLEGATIONS
As owner and operator of the Plant, the Respondent is alleged to have:

Failed to comply with permitted emissions limits, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE
8§ 116.715(a), 116.715(c)(7), 111.111{(a)(1), and 101.20(3), New Source Review Flexible Air
Permit ("NSRFAP") No. 9868A/PSD-TX-102M$, Special Conditions ("SC") 1 and 23, and TEX.
HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted on
October 7, 2008. Specifically, during an emissions event on June 1, 2008, a tube failure occurred
on Boiler 2.4 causing a steam system upset impacting most of the Plant: the gas oil
hydrodesulfurizer hydrocarbons ("GOHDS HC") Flare (EPN 66FL12), the Cat Flare (EPN
66FL3), Unit 40 FCCU (EPN 40PI), Unit 34 SRU Incinerator (EPN 3411}, and Unit 43 SRU
(EPN 4311) emitted 5,882 pounds ("Ibs") of sulfur dioxide ("SO,"), 3,986 lbs of volatile organic
compounds ("VOC"), 14,777 lbs of carbon monoxide ("CO"), 323 Ibs of nitrogen oxides
("NOx"}, 2,000 lbs of PM, 128 Ibs of ammonia, 107 Ibs of hydrogen sulfide ("H,S"), 0.046 b of
lead, 0.4 b of nickel, and experienced 79% opacity over a 13.5 hour period. Since these
emissions could have been avoided by better design and/or operational practices, the emissions
are not subject to an affirmative defense under 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 101.222(b)(1-11).

Failed to comply with permitted emissions limits, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE
8§ 116.715(a), 116.715(c)(7), and 101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-102M6, SC 1, and
TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted
on October 7, 2008. Specifically, during an emissions event on June 29, 2008, hydrocarbon
contamination of the Central Still Amine Absorber caused a shut down, and the Unit 34 SRU
Incinerator (EPN 3411) emitted 464 lbs of SO,, 175 Ibs of 28, 2.1 Ibs of NOx, and 0.55 b of CO
over a 34 minute period. Since these emissions could have been avoided by better design and/or
operational practices, the emissions are not subject to an affirmative defense under 30 TEX.
ADMIN. CODE § 101.222(b)(1-11).

Failed to comply with permitted emissions limits, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE
§§ 116.715(a), 116.715(c)(7), and 101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-102M6, SC 1, and
TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted
on October 7, 2008. Specifically, during an emissions event on July 19, 2008, the Unit 34 Tail



ConocoPhillips Company
DOCKET NO. 2009-0129-AIR-E

Page 5

Gas Treatment Unit stripper foamed, causing a unit shut down, and the Unit 34 SRU Incinerator
(EPN 3411) emitted 716 lbs of SO,, 7.62 Ibs of H,S, 1.53 1bs of NOx, and 0.38 Ib of CO over a 23
minute period. Since these emissions could have been avoided by better design andfor
operational practices, the emissions are not subject to an affirmative defense under 30 TEX.
ADMIN, CODE § 101.222(b)(1-11).

Failed to comply with permitted emissions limits, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE
§§ 116.715(a), 116.715(c)(7), and 101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-102M6, SC 1, and
TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted
on October 7, 2008. Specifically, during an emissions event on July 29, 2008, flaring occurred at
the atmospheric residual desulfurization ("ARDS"} Flare (EPN 66FL12) due to a pressure
increase in the first stage suction scrubber in the Flash Gas Compressor in Unit 41, and the flare
emitted 639 Ibs of SO, 7 Ibs of 1,8, 0.86 1b of NOy, 1.03 Ibs of CO, and 3.37 lbs of VOC over a
20 minute period. Since these emissions could have been avoided by better design and/or
operational practices, the emissions are not subject to an affirmative defense under 30 TEX.
ADMIN. CODE § 101.222(b)(1-11).

Failed to notify the Amarillo Regional Office of the TCEQ prior to initiating remediation
activities, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 106.533(j)(1)(B) and TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY
CobE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted on October 7, 2008.
Specifically, the Respondent began the operation of a soil and groundwater remediation system at
the Plant's Patton Creek area without notifying the Amarillo Regional Office.

Failed to notify the Amarillo Regional Office of the TCEQ prior to initiating remediation
activities, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 106.533(j)}(1}(B) and TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY
CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted on October 7, 2008.
Specifically, the Respondent began the operation of a soil and groundwater remediation system at
the Plant's Area I (also known as North Coble) without notifying the Amarillo Regional Office.

Failed to have authorization to operate a source of air emissions, in violation of 30 TEX, ADMIN.
CopE § 116.110(a) and TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE §§ 382.085(b) and 382.0518(a), as
documented during an investigation conducted on October 7, 2008. Specifically, the Respondent
began the operation of a soil and groundwater remediation system at the Plant's Area 3 without
notice or authorjzation. Emissions data subsequently submitted by the Respondent on November
21, 2008, in connection with attempting to claim Permit by Rule authorization for the system,
established that emissions were above those authorized by Permit by Rule.

Failed to notify the Amarillo Regional Office of the TCEQ prior to initiating remediation
activities, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 106.533()(1)(B) and TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY
CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted on October 7, 2008.
Specifically, the Respondent began the operation of a soil and groundwater remediation system at
the Plant's Area 4 without notifying the Amarillo Regional Office.

Failed to notify the Amarillo Regional Office of the TCEQ prior to initiating remediation
activities, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 106.533()(1)(B) and TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY
CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted on October 7, 2008.
Specifically, the Respondent began the operation of a soil and groundwater remediation system at
the Plant’s HP-7 remediation site without notifying the Amarillo Regional Office.
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10.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Failed to notify the Amarillo Regional Office of the TCEQ prior to initiating remediation
activities, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 106.533()(1)(B) and TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY
CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted on October 7, 2008.
Specifically, the Respondent began the operation of a soil and groundwater remediation system at
the Plant's Jackson's Hole remediation site without notifying the Amarillo Regional Office.

Failed to notify the Amarillo Regional Office of the TCEQ prior to initiating remediation
activities, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 106.533()(1)(B) and TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY
CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted on October 7, 2008.
Specifically, the Respondent began the operation of a soil and groundwater remediation system at
the Plant's Old Canyon Dam {also known as Area 3A) without notifying the Amarillo Regional
Office.

Failed to notify the Amarillo Regional Office of the TCEQ prior to initiating remediation
activities, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 106.533()(1}B) and TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY
CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted on October 7, 2008.
Specifically, the Respondent began the operation of a soil and groundwater remediation system at
the Plant's Lot 7 remediation site without notifying the Amarillo Regional Office.

Failed to notify the Amarillo Regional Office of the TCEQ prior to initiating remediation
activities, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 106.533(j)(1)(B) and TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY
CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted on October 7, 2008.
Specifically, the Respondent began the operation of a soil and groundwater remediation system at
the Plant's Old Caustic Pond remediation site without notifying the Amarillo Regional Office.

Failed to maintain instrument monitoring of the flare pilot flame, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN.
CODE §§ 116.715(a) and 101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-102M6, SC 2B, and TEX.
HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b), as documenied during an investigation conducted on
October 7, 2008. Specifically, the Non-Corrosive Flare's (EPN 66FL4) pilot flame was not
monitored by instrument on the following dates: December 22, 2007, March 3, May 7, and May
8, 2008.

Failed to operate flares with no visible emission, except for periods not to exceed a total of five
minutes during any two consecutive hours, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE
§§ 116.715(a) and 101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-102M6, SC 2C, and TEX. HEALTH &
SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted on October 7,
2008, Specifically, those conditions were exceeded at the 100M Sour Water Treater Brine Flare
Pit (EPN 66FL10) on March 13, 2008, at the ARDS Emergency Sulfur Flare (EPN 66FLI13) on
May 23, 2008, and at the Natural Gas Liquids Non-Corrosive Flare (EPN 66FL4) on March 7 and
June 16, 2008,

Failed to operate the SRU Tail Gas Incinerator with no visible emissions, except for uncombined
steam, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE §§ 116.715(a) and 101.20(3), NSRFAP No.
0868A/PSD-TX-102M6, SC 10, and TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b), as documented
during an investigation conducted on Oectober 7, 2008. Specifically, visible emissions were
observed from the SRU Unit 43 incinerator stack on January 11 and April 2, 2008.

Failed to operate the SRU thermal reactor at all times with a stable flame and to maintain the
flame temperature at not less than 2,000 degrees Fahrenheit, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE
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18.

19.

20.

21.

22

23.

24,

§§ 116.715(a) and 101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-102M6, SC 11, and TEX. HEALTH &
SarETY CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted on October 7,
2008, Specifically, Unit 43 A's Thermal Reactor did not maintain the required flame and
temperature on November 12, 2007.

Failed to maintain the SRU 43 sulfur pit connected to a vapor collection system which routes the
recovered vapors back into the process, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE §§ 116.715(a) and
101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-102M6, SC 14, and TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE
§ 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted on October 7, 2008, Specifically,
the SRU Unit 43 vapor collection system was not operational on January 2 and April 9, 2008.

Failed 1o limit the fuel gas used to fire all of the Plant's heaters, boilers, and TGIs to a shott term
H,S concentration of no more than 162 parts per million volume, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN.
CODE §§ 116.715(2) and 101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-102M6, SC 28, and TEX.
HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted on
October 7, 2008. Specifically, the fuel gas exceeded that concentration on August 9, 2007 and
March 9, 2008.

Failed to limit NOx emissions from an engine, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE
§§ 116.715(a), 116.715(c)}(7), and 101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-102M6, SC 41, and
TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted
on October 7, 2008. Specifically, Engine 47 in Unit 12 (EPN 12E7), a White Superior engine,
failed the NOx emissions limit of 2.0 grams per horse-power hour during a stack test on October
2,2007.

Failed to ensure that a minimum coke moisture content of 6 percent by weight was maintained
during coke handling and storage operations, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN, CODE §§ 116.715(a)
and 101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-102M86, SC 55, and TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE
§ 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted on October 7, 2008, Specifically,
60 samples taken between December 3, 2007 and December 23, 2008 showed moisture content
between 0.7 and 5.95%.

Failed to take samples and perform moisture analyses of coke piles,, in violation of 30 TEX.
ADMIN, CODE §§ 116.715(a) and 101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-102M6, SC 59B, and
TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an investigation conducted
on October 7, 2008. Specifically, the Respondent failed to do the sampling and analyses on the
following dates: November 27, December 13, December 21, December 23, and December 27,
2007, January 30, February 4, April 21, and April 26, 2008.

Failed to limit PM emissions from the Unit 29 FCCU catalyst regenerator to no more than 1.0
kilograms per megagram (2.0 Ib/ton), in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 101.20(1), 40 CODE
OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS § 60.102(a)(1), and TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.083(h), as
documented during an investigation conducted on October 7, 2008. Specifically, a test conducted
on December 6, 2007 showed that limit was exceeded.

Failed to comply with permitted emissions limits, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE
§§ 116.715(a), 116.715(c)7), 111.111{a)(1), and 101.20(3), NSRFAP No. 9868A/PSD-TX-
102M6, SC 1 and 23, and TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 382.085(b), as documented during an
investigation conducted on April 24, 2009. Specifically, during an emissions event on January
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17, 2009, contaminated amine caused a temperature excursion and shut-down of the SRU 34 Feed
Heater due to faulty level transmitters and the design of the level gauges, which made it difficult
for Plant operations to see the actual level of the absorbers, This condition, in turn, resulted in the
following unauthorized emissions from the SRU incinerator (EPN 3411): 0.38 Ib of CO, 7.62 lbs
of 8, 1.53 lbs of NOy, and 683 Ibs of SO; over a 28 minute period. Since these emissions
could have been avoided by better design and/or operational practices, the emissions are not
subject to an affirmative defense under 30 TEX. ADMIN, CODE § 101.222(b)(1-11).

IIL. DENIALS

The Respondent generally denies each allegation in Section I (" Allegations").

IV. ORDERING PROVISIONS

It is, therefore, ordered by the TCEQ that the Respondent pay an administrative penalty as set
forth in Section I, Paragraph 6 above. The payment of this administrative penalty and the
Respondent’s compliance with all the terms and conditions set forth in this Agreed Order resolve
only the ailegations in Section II. The Commission shall not be constrained in any manner from
requiring corrective action or penalties for violations which are not raised here. Administrative
penalty payments shall be made payable to "TCEQ" and shall be sent with the notation "Re:
ConocoPhillips Company, Docket No. 2009-0129-AIR-E" to:

Financial Administration Division, Revenues Section
Attention: Cashier’s Office, MC 214

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.O. Box 13088

Austin, Texas 78711-3088

The Respondent shall implement and complete a SEP in accordance with TEX. WATER CODE
§ 7.067. As set forth in Section 1, Paragraph 6 above, One Hundred Twenty-One Thousand Six
Hundred Fifty Dollars ($121,650) of the assessed administrative penalty shall be offset with the
condition that the Respondent implement the SEP defined in Attachment A, incorporated herein
by reference. The Respondent’s obligation to pay the conditionally offset portion of the
administrative penalty assessed shall be discharged upon final completion of all provisions of the
SEP agreement.

It is further ordered that the Respondent shall undertake the following technical requirements:

a. By March 1, 2012, complete the corrective actions outlined in the May 22, 2009
submittal, in order to address the causes that led to the emissions event that ocecurred on
Janwary 17, 2009; and

b. By March 15, 2012, submit written certification as described below that provides detailed
supporting documentation including photographs, receipts, and/or other records to
demonstrate compliance with Ordering Provision No. 3.a. The certification shall be
notarized by a State of Texas Notary Public and include the following certification
language: '
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“I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared
under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that
qualified personnel properly gather and evaltuate the information submitted. Based on my
inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly
responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my
knowledge and belief, frue, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant
penalties for submitting faise information, including the possibility of fines and
imprisonment for knowing violations.”

The certifications shall be submitted to:

Order Compliance Team

Enforcement Division, MC 149A

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

with a copy to:

Air Section, Manager

Amarillo Regional Office

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
3918 Canyon Drive

Amarillo, Texas 79100-4933

The provisions of this Agreed Order shall apply to and be binding upon the Respondent. The
Respondent is ordered to give notice of the Agreed Order to personnel who maintain day-to-day
control over the Plant operations referenced in this Agreed Order.

If the Respondent fails to comply with any of the Ordering Provisions in this Agreed Order within
the prescribed schedules, and that failure is caused solely by an act of God, war, strike, riot, or
other catastrophe, the Respondent’s failure to comply is not a violation of this Agreed Order. The
Respondent shall have the burden of establishing to the Executive Director's satisfaction that such
an event has occurred. The Respondent shall notify the Executive Director within seven days
after the Respondent becomes aware of a delaying event and shall take all reasonable measures to
mitigate and minimize any delay.

The Executive Director may grant an extension of any deadline in this Agreed Order or in any
plan, report, or other document submitted pursuant to this Agreed Order, upon a written and
substantiated showing of good cause. All requests for extensions by the Respondent shall be
made in writing fo the Executive Director. Extensions are not effective until the Respondent
receives written approval from the Executive Director. The determination of what constitutes
good cause rests solely with the Executive Director.

This Agreed Order, issued by the Commission, shall not be admissible against the Respondent in
a civil proceeding, unless the proceeding is brought by the OAG to: (1) enforce the terms of this
Agreed Order; or (2) pursue violations of a statute within the Commission’s jurisdiction, or of a
rule adopted or an order or permit issued by the Commission under such a statute.
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This Agreed Order may be executed in multiple counterparts, which together shall constitute a
single original instrument. Any executed signature page to this Agreed Order may be transmitted
by facsimile transmission to. the other parties, which shall constitute an original signature for all
purposes under this Agreed Order.

Under 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 70.10(b), the effective date is the date of hand-delivery of the
Order to the Respondent, or three days after the date on which the Commission mails notice of the
Order to the Respondent, whichever is earlier. The Chief Clerk shall provide a copy of this
Agreed Order to each of the parties.
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SIGNATURE PAGE

TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

For the Commission

P12 ) 2009

Date

L, the undersigned, have read and understand the attached Agreed Order. I am authorized to agree to the
attached Agreed Order on behalf of the entity indicated below my signature, and I do agree to the terms
and conditions specified therein. I further acknowledge that the TCEQ, in accepting payment for the
penalty amount, is matertally relying on such representation.

I also understand that failure to comply with the Ordering Provisions, if any, in this order and/or failure to
timely pay the penalty amount, may result in:

. A negative impact on compliance history;

’ Greater scrutiny of any permit applications submitted,

. Referral of this case to the Attorney General’s Office for contempt, injunctive relief, additional
penalties, and/or attorney fees, or to a collection agency;

. Increased penalties in any future enforcement actions;

. Automatic referral to the Attorney General’s Office of any future enforcement actions; and

. TCEQ seeking other relief as authorized by law.

In addition, any falsification of any compliance decuments may result in criminal prosecution,

S A AR il 7 i/g@ f@e#
Signature . * Date 0

Hons K. Levew Kernery Plavtea?,
Name (Printed or typed) Title

Authorized Representative of
ConocoPhillips Company

Instructions: Send the original, signed Agreed Order with penalty payment to the Financial Administration Division, Revenues
Section at the address in Section IV, Paragraph 1 of this Agreed Order.






Attachment A
Docket Number: 2009-0129-AIR-E

SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECT

Respondent: ConocoPhillips Company

Penalty Amount: Two Hundred Forty-Three Thousand Three Hundred One
Dollars ($243,301)

SEP Offset Amount: One Hundred Twenty-One Thousand Six Hundred Fifty
Dollars ($121,650)

Type of SEP: Pre-approved

Third-Party Recipient: Texas PTA — Clean School Bus Program

Location of SEP: Texas Air Quality Control Region 211

The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (“TCEQ”) agrees to offset a portion of the administrative
Penalty Amount assessed in this Agreed Order for the Respondent to contribute to a Supplemental
Environmental Project (“SEP”). The offset is equal to the SEP Offset Amount set forth above and is
conditioned upon completion of the project in accordance with the terms of this Attachment A,

1. Project Description
A Project

The Respondent shall contribute the SEP Offset Amount to the Third-Party Recipient named above. The
contribution will be to Texas PTA for the Clean School Bus Program in Hutchinson County as set forth in an
agreement between the Third-Party Recipient and the TCEQ. Specifically, the contribution will be used to
reimburse local school districts for the cost of the following activities to reduce emissions: 1) replacing older
diesel buses with alternative fuelled or clean diesel buses; or 2) retrofitting older diesel buses with new, cleaner
technology. All dollars contributed will be used sclely for the direct cost of the project and no portion will be
spent on administrative costs. The SEP will be done in accordance with all federal, state and local
environmental laws and regulations.

The Respondent certifies that it has no prior commitment to make this contribution and that it is being done
solely in an effort fo settle this enforcement action.

B. Environmental Benefit

This SEP will provide a discernible environmental benefit by reducing particulate emissions on buses by more
than 90% below today’s level and reducing hydrocarbons below measurement capability.

C. Minimum Expenditure

Page 1 of 3
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The Respondent shall contribute at Jeast the SEP Offset Amount to the Third-Party Recipient and comply with
all other provisions of this SEP. '

2. Performance Schedule

Within 30 days after the effective date of this Agreed Order, the Respondent must contribute the SEP Offset
Amount to the Third-Party Recipient. The Respondent shall mail a copy of the Agreed Order with the
contribution to:

Texas Congress of Parents and Teachers dba Texas PTA
Clean School Bus Program -

Suzy Swan, Dircctor of Finance

408 West 11" Strect

Austin, Texas 78707

3. Records and Reporting

Concurrent with the payment of the SEP Offset Amount, the Respondent shall provide the TCEQ SEP
Coordinator with a copy of the check and transmittal letter indicating full payment of the SEP Offset Amount
to the Third-Party Recipient. The Respondent shall mail a copy of the check and transmittal letter to:

Enforcement Division

Attention: SEP Coordinator, MC 219

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

4, Failure to Fully Perform

If the Respondent does not perform its obligations under this SEP in any way, including full expenditure of the
SEP Offset Amount and submittal of the required reporting described in Section 3 above, the Executive
Director may require immediate payment of all or part of the SEP Offset Amount.

In the event of incomplete performance, the Respondent shall include on the check the docket number of this
Agreed Order and a note that it is for reimbursement of a SEP. The Respondent shall make the payment for
the amount due to “Texas Commission on Environmental Quality” and mail it to:

Litigation Division

Attention: SEP Coordinator, MC 175

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 13088

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

5. Publicity

Page 2 of 3
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Any public statements concerning this SEP made by or on behalf of the Respondent must include a clear
statement that the project was performed as part of the settlement of an enforcement action brought by the
TCEQ. Such statements include advertising, public relations, and press releases.

6. Clean Texas Program

The Respondent shall not include this SEP in any application made to TCEQ under the "Clean Texas" (or any
successor) program(s). Simtlarly, the Respondent may not seek recognition for this contribution in any other
state or federal regulatory program,

7. Other SEPs by TCEQ or Other Agencies
The SEP identified in this Agreed Order has not been, and shall not be, included as a SEP for the Respondent

under any other Agreed Order negotiated with the TCEQ or any other agency of the state or federal
government.
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