EXECUTIVE SUMMARY ~ ENFORCEMENT MATTER Page 1 of 3
DOCKET NO.: 2010-0230-PST-E  TCEQ ID: RN101877223 AND RN101734952 CASE NO.: 39155
RESPONDENT NAME: SHUJAT HOLDING 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:

__AIR _ MULTI-MEDIA (check all that apply)} ___INDUSTRIAL AND HAZARDOUS
WASTE

. PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY X_PETROLEUM STORAGE TANKS ___OCCUPATIONAL CERTIFICATION

__WATER QUALITY __SEWAGE SLUDGE __UNDERGROUND INJECTION
CONTROL

___MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE __ RADIOACTIVE WASTE __DRY CLEANER REGISTRATION

SITE WHERE VIOLATION(S) OCCURRED: Facility 1: Super Stop 8, 6121 13th Street, Port Arthur, Jefferson County and Facility 2;
Star Stop 4, 1805 Texas Ave, Bridge City, Crange County

TYPE OF OPERATION: Properties with five inactive underground storage tanks
SMALL BUSINESS: X Yes ___No

OTHER SIGNTFICANT MATTERS: There are no complaints. There is no record of additional pending enforcement actions regarding this
facility location. )

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 August 2, 2010. No comments were received.

CONTACTS AND MAILING LIST:
TCEQ Attorney/SEP Coordinator: None
TCEQ Enforcement Coordinator: Ms. Judy Kluge, Enforgcement Division, Enforcement Team 6, MC R-04, TCEQ, (817) 588-
5825; Ms. Laurie Eaves, Enforcement Division, MC 219, (512) 239-4495
Respondent: Mr. Shujat Ali Swati, President, SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY, 8146 9th Avenue, Port Arthur, Texas 77642
Respondent's Attorney: Not represented by counsel on this enforcement matter
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RESPONDENT NAME: SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY Page 2 of 3
DOCKET NO.: 2010-0230-PST-E
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:
December 21, 2009 and January 11, 2010

Date of NOV/NOE Relating to this Case:
February 4, 2010 (NOE)

Baclkground Facts: These were routine
investigations.

WASTE
Facility 1:

1) Failure to provide an amended registration
for any change or additional information
reégarding the underground storage tanks
(“UUST’s™) within 30 days from the date of the
occurrence of the change or addition.
Specifically, the registration was not updated
to reflect the correct ownership information
and the current operational status of the UST
system [30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 334.7(d)(3)].

2) Failure to prepare and submit a release
determination report to the TCEQ as part of
the required procedure for permanent removal
of any UST system from service. Specifically,
no release determination report was submitted
to the TCEQ for one UST that was

permanently filled in-place [30 TEX. ADMIN,
CODE § 334.55(a)(6)D)ii)].

3) Failure to permanently remove from
service, no later than 60 days after the
prescribed upgrade implementation date, a
UST system for which any applicable
component of the system is not brought info
timely compliance with the upgrade
requirements [30 TEx. ADMIN. CODE §
334.47(a)(2)].

4) Failure to maintain all piping, pumps,
manways, and ancillary equipment in a
capped, plugged, locked, and/or otherwise
secured manner to prevent access, tampering,

Taotal Assessed: 317,500

Total Deferred: $3,500
X Expedited Settlement

__Financial Inability to Pay
SEP Conditional Offset: $0
Total Paid (Dne) to General Revenue: $420

(remaining $13,580 due in 35 monthly
payments of $388 each)

Person Compliance History Classification
__High X Average ___Poor

Super Stop 8

Site Compliance History Classification
___High __ Average X_Poor
Super Stop 4

Site Compliance History Classification
_ High _X Average __ Poor
Major Source: ___ Yes _X_No

Applicable Penaliy Policy: September 2002

Ordering Provisions:

The Order will require the Respondent to:

a. Within 30 days after the effective date
of this Agreed Order, permanently remove
the UST systems from service and submit
release determination veports to the TCEQ
for the Facilities;

b. Within 45 days after the effective date
of this Agreed Order, submit properly
completed UST registration forms for the
Facilities reflecting the correct owner
information and current operational status
of the UST systems;

¢, Within 60 days after the effective date
of this Agreed Order, conduct a release
investigation and take appropriate
corrective measures at the Facility 2; and

d. Within 75 days after the effective date
of this Agreed Order, submit written
cettification and include detailed
supporting documentation including
photographs, receipts, and/or other records
1o demonstrate compliance with Ordering
Provisions a. through c.

execsum/5-23-08/app-26¢.doc




RESPONDENT NAME: SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY

DOCKET NO.: 2010-0230-PST-E

Page 3 of 3

or vandalism by unauthorized persons [30
TeX. ADMIN. CODE § 334.54(b)(2)].

5) Failure to ensure that any residue from
stored regulated substances which remained in
the system did not exceed a depth of 2.5
centimeters at the deepest point-and did not
exceed 0.3% by weight of the system at full
capacity. Specifically, the UST system
contained regulated substances [30 TEX.
Apmmv, CoDE § 334.54(d)(2)].

Eacility 2:

6) Failure to provide an amended registration
for any change or additional information
regarding the USTs within 30 days from the
date of the occurrence of the change or
addition. Specifically, the regisiration was not
updated to reflect the correct ownership
ififormaticn ad the current operétions] status
of the UST system [30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE §
334.7(d)(3)].

7) Failure to prepare and submit a release
determination repot to the TCEQ as part of
the required procedure for the permanent
removal of any UST system from service.
Specifically, no release determination report
was submiited to the TCEQ for two USTs that
were permanently filled in-place [30 TEX.
ADMIN, CODE § 334.55(a)(6)(D(ii)].

8) Failure to permanently remove from
service, no later than 60 days after the
preseribed upgrade implementation date, a
VST system for which any applicable
component of the system is not brought into
timely compliance with the upgrade
requirements [30 TEX. ADMIN, CoDE §
334.47@)(2)].

9) Failure to keep the UST system vent lines
open and functioning [30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE §
334.54(b)(1)].

10) Failure to ensure the UST system is
operated, maintained, and managed in
accordance with industry practices to prevent
a release of a regulated substance.
Specifically, the UST piping and vent lines
were broken, and approximately 500 square
yards of the earthen area surrounding the UST
system was observed to be wet and emitting
hydrocarbon-like odors [30 TEX. ADMIN.
ConE 334.48(a)].

excesumy5-23-08/app-26¢.doc

Additional ID No(s).: PST Facility ID No. 29405






Penalty Calculation Worksheet (PCW)

Policy Revision 2 {Seplember 2002) PCW Revision Oclober 30, 2008

DATES Assigned| 8-Feb-2010 i

PCW| 11-Feb-2010 | Screening[ 10-Feb-2010 | _EPA Due]

"RESPONDENT/FACILITY INFORMATION. :

Respondent| SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY
Reg. Ent. Ref. No.[RN101677 223 (Facilty 1)
__Facility/Site Reglon|T0-Beaumont [ Major/Minor Source|Minor

iCASE INFORMATION S - |
! Enf./Case |D No.|39155 No. of Violations|3
! Docket No. [2010-0230-PST-E Order Type|1660
' Media Program(s)|Petroleum Storage Tank Government/Non-Profit| No

Multi-Media ' ‘ Enf. Coordinator|Judy Kluge

EC's Team|Enforcement Team 6

___ Admin. Penaity $ Limit Minimum %0 Maximum $10,000

Penalty Calculation Section
TOTAL BASE PENALTY (Sum of violation base penalties) Subtotal 1 | $7,000

ADJUSTMENTS {+/-) TO SUBTOTAL 1

Subtotals 2-7 are obtainad by multiplying the Total Base Penalty (Subtotal 1} by the indicated percentage,

Compliance History 25.0% Enhancement __Subtotals 2,3, & 7| $1,750
‘Enhancement for one 1860 Crder and one NGOV with same or similar |
Notes ]
violations. ]
Gulpability No 0.0% Enhancement _ Subtotal 4 [ $0
MNotes The Respondent does not meet the culpability criteria.
Good Faith Effort to Comply Total Adjustments Subtotal 5 | $0
Economic Benefit 0.0% Ennhangement* Subtoial 6| $0
Total EB Amounts *Capped at the Total EB § Amount
Approx. Gost of Compliance
SUM OF SUBTOTALS 1-7 Final Subtotal| $8,750
'OTHER FACTORS AS JUSTICE MAY REQUIRE Adjustment] $0
'Reduces or enhances the Final Su_plc_tal h_y _lhe I_ndica_te_(_ﬂ _pe_rcentage.
Notes
Final Penalty Amount | $8,750
STATUTORY LIMIT ADJUSTMENT Final Assessed Penaity | $8,750

DEFERRAL 20.0%| Reducon  Acljustment | $1,750

Reduces the Final Assessed Penalty by the indictad percentage. (Enfer number only; e.g. 20 for 20% reduciion.)

Notes Deferral offered for-expedited settlement.

{PAYABLE PENALTY - $7,000




Screening Date 10-Feb-2010 Docket No. 2010-0230-PST-E PCwW
Respondent SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY Policy Revision 2 (Seplembar 2002)
Case |D No. 39155 PCW Revision Dclober 30, 2008

Reg. Ent. Reference No. RN101877223 (Facility 1) f

Media [Statute] Petroleum Storage Tank

Enf. Coordinator Judy Kiuge

L Compliance History Worksheet
i>> Compliance History Site Enhancement (Subtotal 2)

Component Number of... Enter Number Here _ Adjust,
Written NOVs with samea or similar violations as those in the current enforcement action 1 5o
NOVs {number of NOVs meefing criferia) °
Qther written NOVs 0 0%

Any agreed final enforcement orders containing a denial of lability (number of orders
meeling criteria )

Orders  |Any adjudicated final enforcement arders, agreed final enforcement orders without a denial |
of liability, or default orders of this state or the federal government, or any final prohibitory 0 0%
amergency orders issued by the commission

Any non-adjudicated final court judgments or consent decrees containing a denial of liability
of this state or the federal government (number of judgements or consent decrees meeting 0 0%
Judgments lcrferia)
and Consent

1 20%

Any adjudicated final court Judgments and default judgments, or non-adjudicated final court

Decrees
judgments or consent decrees without a denial of liahility, of this state or the federal 0 0%
government
Convictions [Any criminal convictions of this state or the federal government (number of counts ) 0 0%
Emissions |Chronic excessive emissions events (number of events ) 0 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 0 0%
audits for which notices were submitted)
Audits
Disclosures of violations under the Texas Environmental, Health, and Safety Audit Privilege 0 ou
Act, 74th Legjslature, 1995 (number of audits for which violations were disclosed ) 0
Please Enler Yes or No
Environmental management systems in place for one year or more No 0%
Voluntary on-site compliance assessments conducted by the executive director under a No o
. ' [1]
Other special assistance program
Participation in a voluntary pollution reduction program No 0%
Early compliance with, or offer of a praduct that meets future state or federal government No 0% i
{

environmental requirements

Adjustment Percentage (Subtotal 2)
>> Repeat Violator (Subtotal 3)

| No | Adjustment Percentage (Subtotal 3)

'»>> Compliance History Person Classification {(Subtotal 7)

[ Average Performer | Adjustment Percentage (Subtotal 7) [ 0%
»>» Compliance History Summary
Gompliance
History Enhancement for one 1660 Order and cne NOV with same or similar violations.
Notes




Screening Date 10-Feb-2010 Docket No. 2010-0230-PST-E
Respondent SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY

Case ID No. 39155

it

3
Poficy Revision 2 (Seplember 2062)
PCW Revision Octoher 30, 2008

i Reg. Ent. Reference No. RN101877223 (Facility 1)
! Media [Statute] Pefroloum Storage Tank

j Enf. Coordinator Judy Kluge

1 Violation Number 1

; Rule Cite(s)|

30 Tex. Admin. Code § 334.7(d)(3)

Failed to provide an amended registration for any-change or additional informaticn
regarding the USTs within 80 days from the date of the eceurrence of the change or
addition. Specifically, the registration was not updated to-reflect the correct-ownership
information and the current cperational status of the UST systam.

Violation Description

| Base Penalty| $10,000

oheity alid Hufiviah Health Watiix

Harm
; Release Major Moderate Minar
OR Actual ]
Potentlal Percent
>>Progranmiin frix. . ] ) Cod
L Falsification Major Mudarate Minar
! e I A x ] | ] Percent

Matrix
Netes

100% of the rule reguirement was not mei.

Adjustmerit] $9,000]

$1,000|

Number of Vialation Events;

. daily. .

Number of violation days

§ menthly
E m‘mﬁ:ﬁim . Quarterly: Violation Base Penalty| $1,000}
-semiannual T

annual .

_single-event X

One single event is recommended basead on the decurmentation of the violatien during the December 21,
2009 invastigation.

Before NOV_ NOV {o EDPRP/Selllement

§ $0]

Extraordinary

Ordinary]
IN/A % (rrark with 23
The Respondent does not. meet the goed faith criteria for this
Notes .
violation,

Violation Subtotal $1,000
Db hnmsuey SSERREWS MGG Sog HERG RS GEESE L LD FYELEL

[Econbinic Behetlt (EB) for this visltien orybimitTest -
}

: Estimated EB Amount| 35| Violation Final Penalty Total 1,250

This violation Final Assessed Penalty (adjusted for limits) $1,250:



Economic Benefit Worksheet
Respondent SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY
Case |D No. 39155

Regq. Ent. Reference No. RN101877223 (Facility 1)

£

Media Pelroleum Storage Tank [ percent Interest Y'ear§ o_f ;
Violation Na. 1 ' Depreciation
HRRPURUUN 1. | B &
Item Cost  Date Required Final Date: ¥rs Interest Saved Onetime Costs EB Amount
ltem Description. o commas ar §
Delayed Costs .. . .
Equipment . _0.00 50 o 0
Buildings 0.00 50 1] 0
Other (as needed) . 0:00 0 0 ¢
Engineering/construction . .00 0 30 [¢]
Land 0.00 0 ‘nia.; 30
Record Kaeplng System 0.00 0 nia - 0
TralningiSampling  ||_ .00 0 nfg- 0
Remediatlon/Disposal ] 0.00 0 ~.onfa - ] 0
Parmilt Costs . 0.00 0 2onfa 5 $0
Other (as needed) $100 21-Dec-2009 Z26-Nov-2010 || 0.93 5 ~ofa $5

Estimaled cost to submit an amended UST registration form refiecting the comect ownership information and
Notes for DELAYED gosts current operational status of the UST. The date required is the: Investigation date and the final date is the
expected date of compliance.

Avoided Costs ANNUALIZE.[1] avoided costs before entering Item {except for one-time avoided costs)
pisposal . 0:00 0 $0 0
Parsonnel 0.00 0 B0 $0
Inspection/Reparting!Sampling : 0:00 0 h0 1]
Suppliesfequipmant . : i ) 0,00 [¢] $0 0
Flnanciat Assurance [2] . 0.00 4 0 $0
ONE-TIME avolded costs [3] : 0:00 0 0 $0
Other {as needed} . . 0.00 $0 o $0

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx, Cast af Compllance $‘I00| TDTALl $5|




Screening Date 10-Feb-2010 Docket No. 2010-0230-PST-E - PEW |

Respondent SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY Poticy Revision 2 (Seplember 2002) :
Case 1D No. 39185 PCW Revision Ocfobsr 36, 2008

‘Regd. Ent. Reference No. RN101877223 (Facility 1)

Media [Statute] Petroleum Storage Tank
: Enf, Cooerdinator Judy Kluge
H Violation Number 2 §

Rule Citefs) 30 Tex. Admin. Code § 334 55(a)(G)(0)(I)

Failed to prepare and submit a release determinatien report to the TCEQ as part of the
required .procadure for the permanent removal of any UST system from service.
Specifically, ne release determination report was submitted to the TCEQ for one UST that
was parmanantly fiilad in-placs,

Violation Description

Base Penalty $1 0,00U-
Release Major Moderate Minor
OR Actual B
Potential Percent
: Falsification Major Moderate Minor

( I X I I | Percent

Matrix

Notes 100% of the rule requirement was not met.

: ' s T Adijiistiieht]| §9,000]
§1,080]

Violation Everits

g Number of Viclatian Events Number of violation days

daily -
weekly.
monthly
mekany oo | quarterty Violation Base Penalty $1,000
semiannual ;
annual
single event X

One single event is recommended based on the documentation of the violation during the Decamber 21,
2009 investigation.

L oomlRedugtin 0

Before NOV_ NOV to EDPRP/Setllement Ofier

Good Faith Efforts to Gemply

: Exiraordinary
; Ordinary
i (NN X Jmackwiit 1)
Not The Respondent dees not meet the-goed faith criteria for this
cles violation,
‘Economic Benefit (EB) for this violation
Estimated EB Amount] 35}

4 ) ) This violation Final Assessed Penalty (adjusted for limits) $1,250i



Economic Benefit Worksheet

Respondent SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY
Case ID No. 39155

Regd. Ent. Reéference No. RN101877223 (Facility 1)

€ NC [ e e -y
o Media Petroleum Storage Tank | Percent Interest Years of :
Vielation No. 2 ! Depreciation
L sl s
Iltem Cost  Date Required Final: Date Yrs Interest Saved Onetlme Costs  EB Amount
Item Description Mo commas or $
Delaved Costs
Equipment 0.00 0 1)
Buildings .00 ] 0
Cther {(as neaded) 0.00 0 0
Engineering/construction 0.00 Q 0
Land 0.00 0 $0
Record Keeping System 0,00 $0 $0
Tralnlng/Sampling 0,00 $0 -rifa’ ; $0
Remedlatlon/Pisposal 0.00 0 ool $0
Permit Costs 0,00 0 < Hfal $0
Other (as needed) 100 21-Dgc-2009 268-Nov-2010 0.93 5 Rl $5

Notes for DELAYED cosis

Avoided Costs
Disposal
Personnel
[nspaction/Reporiing/Sampling
Suppliesfequipment
FInanclal Assurance [2]
ONE-TIME avolded costs [3]
Other (as needad}

Nofes for AVOIDED costs

Approx. Cost of Gompllance

Estimated cost to submit a release dstermination report to the TCEQ. The date required is the investigation date:
and:the final date is the expected-date of compliance.

ANNUALIZE [1] avoitled costs before entering itam (except for cne-time avoided costs)

0.00 $C 30 $0
0:00 0 $0 $0
0.00 0 0 0
0.00 30 0 0
0.00 0 0 0
0.00 0 0 0
0.00 50 0 0

g100] TOTAL| 5]




"~ Screening Date 10-Feb-2010 . Docket No. 2010-0230-PST-E PEW
Respondent SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY Policy Revision 2 (Seplember 2002)
. Case ID No. 39155 PCW Revision Oclober 36, 2005
g Reg. Ent. Reference No. RN101877223 (Facility 1)
‘ Media [Statute] Petroleum Sicrage Tank
Enf. Coordinator Judy Kluge

Violation Number 3 l

Rulo Cite(s) 30 Tex. Admin, Code §§ 334.47(a)(2), 334.54(b)(2) and {d)(2)

Fdiled to permanently remeve frem service, no later than 60 days after the prascribed
upgrade implementation date, a UST system for which any applicable-component of the
system.is not brought inte timely compliance with the upgrade requirements, Failed to -
maintain all:piping, pumps, manways, and ancillary equipment in a capped, plugged,
Violation Description|| locked, andfer otharwise secured manner fo prevent access, tampering, or vandalism by
unauthorized: parsons. Also; failed to ensure that any residue frem stored regulated
substances which remained in the system did not exceed a depth of 2.5 centimeters at the
deepest point and did not exceed 0.3% by weight of the system at-full capaciiy.
Specifically, the UST system contained regulated substances.

Base Penalty $10,000

>> Environimental, Property and Hurman Héalth Matrix -~

: Harm
f Release Majar Moderate Minor
¢ OR Actuall
: Potentialj X Persent
*>>Programﬁiail';m5§hxr I S
Falsification Major Moderate Minor

f I ] I J Percent

Matrix [|Human health or the environment will or could be exposed to pollutants which:would exceed levels that are

Notes protective of human health or envircnmental receptors as a resuilt of the violation.
Adjustment| §7.500]
f I $2,600
Number of Violation Events Number of violation days
i S )
: . daily.
: weekly
monthiy X,
maﬁfﬁz’: 2| quartedy Violation Base Penalty| $5,000
semiannual
annual

single event

Two monthly events are-recommanded based en documentation of thevislatlon during the December 21,
é 2009 investigation o the‘February 10, 2010 screening dafs.

Faith Efforts to Coiily [ oofReducon W

Before NOV  NOV to EDPRP/Settlement Offer

Extraordinary

Ordinary,
MN/A (mark with x)
Nat The Respondent does not meet the goed faith criierla for this

otes vioiation.
Violation Subtotal $5,000|
viewfion - Slatiioly LiikTest
i
! Estimated EB Amount| $859] Violation Final Penalty Total $6,260
!

This violation Final Assessed Penalty {adjusted for Il_mi_l_s)| $6,250]



Economic Benefit Worksheet
Respondent SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY
Case ID No. 39155
Reg. Ent. Reference No. RN101877223 (Facility 1)

- . Media Petroleum Storage Tank . Percent Interest Years of
Violation No. 3 : f Depreclation
T RN
[tam Cost Date Requlred. Final Date ¥rs Interest Saved Onetime Costs EB Amount
Item Description  No commas or §
Delayed Costs . .
Equipment 0.00 $0 $0 0
Bulldings . 0.00 $0 30 0
Other (as needed) . 0.00 C $0 0
Engineering/construction - 0.00 G $0 0
Land . 0.00 [ L nfan 0
Record Keeplng Sysfem - 0,00 0 C-hha 0
Tralnlng/Sampling : - 0.00 { 0 “onfa 0
Remediatlon/Disposal . .00 o] nla . 0
Permit Casts . 0,00 | 0 R (- 0
Other {as needed) $6,000 1-Jan-2008 T1-Nov-2070 || 2.86 [ $859 Lol 859

Estimated cost to permanently remove from service two USTs with a combined capacity of 8,000-gallons at $0.75
Notes for DELAYED costs per gallon. The date required:is the date of ownership change and the final date is based on the expected
compliance date.

Avoided Costs ANNUALIZE [1] avoided costs before enitering item (except for one<time avoided costs)
Disposal . . : 0:00 0 i 0 $0
Personnel i 0.00 0 0 $0
Inspection/ReportingiSampling I 0.00 0 0 0
Suppllesfequlpment o i : 0.00 Q0 0 0
Financlal Assurance [2] 0.00 0 3 0
ONE-TIME avoided costs [3] 0,00 0 $0 $0
Qther (as needed) 0:00, 0 $0 $0

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx. Cost of Compliance $6,000| TOTALE $859|




Penalty Calculation Worksheet (PCW)

S
aawal  Policy Revision 2 (September 2002) PCW Revislon October 30, 2008
‘DATES Assigned| 10-Feb-2010 .

PCW| 16-Feb-2010 | Screening[ 10-Feb-2010 | _EPA Due[

'RESPONDENT/FACILITY INFORMATICN

Respondent{SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY

Reg. Ent. Ref. No.|RN101734952 (Facility 2)

Facility/Site Reglon|10-Beaumont | Major/MInor Source|Minor
‘CASE INFORMATION
Enf./Case ID No.|39155 No. of Violations 4
Docket No.|2010-0230-PST-E Order Type|1660
Media Program(s}|Petroleurn Storage Tank Government/Non-Profit|No
Multi-Media Enf. Coordinator|Judy Kluge
EC's Team|Enforcement Team &

Admin. Penalty $ Limit Minimum $0 Maximum | $10,000

Penalty Calculation Section

| TOTAL BASE PENALTY (Sum of violation base penalties) Subtotal 1 | $7,000
'ADJUSTMENTS (+/-) TO SUBTOTAL 1 '
: Subtotals 2-7.are obtained by multiplving the Total Base Penalty (Subtotal 1) by the indicated percentaga.

‘Compliance History -~ P25.0% Enhancement Subtotals 2,3, & 7 | $1,750

Nok Enhancement for ang 1660 Order and ane NOV with same or similar
oles violations.
Culpabllity No 0.0% Enhancement Subtotal 41 $0
Notes TheRespoendent does not meet the culpability criteria.
Good Faith Effort to Comply Total Adjustments Subtotal 5 | $0]
Economic Benefit _ 0.0% Ennancement® Subtotal 6 | $0
Total EB Amounts *Capped at the Total EB § Amount
: Approx. Cost of Compllance
/SUM OF SUBTOTALS 1-7 Final Subtotal | $8,750
'OTHER FACTORS AS JUSTICE MAY REQUIRE Adjustment | $0
Reduces or enhances the Final Subtoial by the Indlcated percentage.
1
Notes
: Final Penaity Amount | $8,750
‘STATUTORY LIMIT ADJUSTMENT Firial Assessed Penalty | $8,750
'DEFERRAL 20.0%| Reduolon  Adjustment] -$1,750
‘Reduces the Final Assessed Penalty by ihe indicied percentage. (Enter number only; e.g. 20 for 20% reduction.)
Notes Deferral offered for expedited settlement,

{PAYABLE PENALTY $7,000




Screening Date 10-Feb-2010 Docket No. 2010-0230-PST-E . PCW
Respo.n‘d‘ent SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY Policy Revision 2 (Sepfembarzooz}é
Case ID No. 39155 PCW Revision atober 30, 2008 |
Reg. Ent. Reference No. RN101734952 (Facility 2) '
Media [Statute] Petroleum Storage Tank
Enf. Coordinator Judy Kluge

Compliance History Worksheet

> Compliance History Sife Enhancement (Subtotal 2)
: Component  Number of... Enter Number Here  Adjust.

Writtenn NOVs with same or similar violations as those in the current enforcement action

NOVs (number of NOVs meeting criteria) 1 5%
Other written NOVs 0 0%
Any agreed final enforcement orders containing a denial of liability (number of orders 1 0%
maeting criteria } b
Orders | Any adjudicated final enforcement orders, agreed final enforcement orders without a denial
of liability, or default orders of this state or the federal government, or any final prohibitory 0 0%

emergency orders issued by the commission

Any non-adjudicated final court judgments or consent decrees containing a denial of liability
of this state or the federal government (number of judgements or consent decrees meeting 0 0%
Judgments  |criteria )

and Consent

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

Decrees
judgments ar consent decrees without a denial of liability, of this state or the federal 0 0%
government
Convictions |Any criminal convictions of this state or the federal government (number of counts ) 0 0%
Emissions |Chronic excessive emissions events {number of evanis) 0 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 0 0%
audits for which nofices were submitied)
Audits
Disclosures of violations under the Texas Environmental, Health, and Safety Audit Privilege 0 0%
Act, 74th Legislature, 1995 (number of audits for which violations were disciosed ) °
Please Enfer Yes or No
Environmental management systems in place for one year or more - No 0%
Voluntary on-site compliance assessments conducted by the executive director under a No 0%
. i {\]
Other special assistance program
Participation in a voluntary pollution reduction program No 0%
Farly compliance with, or offer of @ product that meets future state or federal government No 0%
i

environmental requirements

Adjustment Percentage (Subfofal 2) | 25%
>> Repeat Violator (Subtotal 3}
| No | Adjustment Percentage (Subtotal 3) [ 0% |

;>> Compliance History Person Classification (Subtotal 7}
[ Average Performer _] Adjustment Percentage (Subtotal 7)

»» GCompliance History Summary

Gompliance
History Enhancement for one 1660 Order and one NOV with same er similar viclations.

Notes

Total Adjustment Percentage (Subtotals 2,3, & 7)[_25% |




Screening Date 10-Feb-2010 Docket No. 2010-0230-PST.E PEW
Respondent SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY Policy Revision 2 (Seplember 2002 |
Case ID No. 39155 PCW Revision October 36, 2008
Reg. Ent. Reference No. RN101734952 (Facility 2)
Media [Statute] Petroleum Storage Tank
Enf. Coordinator Judy Kluge

Violatlon Numberff q

‘ Rule Gite(s)

30 Tex, Admin. Code § 334.7(d)(3)

Failed to pravide an amended reglsiration for any change or additicnal information
regarding the USTs within 30 days from the date of the cceurrance of the change-or
addition. Specifically, the registration was not updated to refiect the correct awnership

; infarmatien and the current-operatichal status of the UST system.

Violation Description

Base Penalty] $10,000]

H
i
i

>> Envirghiner | Human Health Matfix
R Harm
Lo Release Major Maodearate Minor
OR Actuallf ;
Potentialf ~ Percent
>>P'°9r%@mﬁ!L§M%§!lx I . . S :'.:_“%_.5:-:.:"; :
) Falsification Major Maderate Minor

L x| 1 | Percent

Matrix
Notes

100% of the rule requirement was not mat.

e éfcﬁiisméﬁ_ﬂ $9,000]

Violation Events

H
H
i
i
{

Number of Violation Events Murriber of violation days

i iidaily.
weekly

monthly
merk only one

cith an ¢ quarlerly | Violation Base Pena[ty[ $1,000

‘semiannual
1. .annual :
sirigle event X

Cne single event is recommended based on the documentation of tha violation during the January 11,
2010 investigation.

Gl oo ] @

Before NOY MOV 1o EDPRP/Seltisrment

Extraordinary

Ordinary]
N/A, X (mark with %)

The Respondent dees not meet the good faith criteria far this

Notes violation,

Violation Subtotal $1,000]
Econonjic Bengfit (EB}M et thisvielatlon - . Sfakiitory Linilt Test o
i Estimated EB Amount] 53] Vialation Final Penalty Total §1,250]

~This viclation Final Assessed Penalty (adjusted for limits) §1,250]




Economic Benefit Worksheet

Respondent SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY
Case ID No, 39155
Req. Ent. Reference No. RN101734962 (Facility 2)

om0 1

- Media Petroleum Storage Tank E Percent Interest Years_ o_f )
Viclation No. 1 i Depreciation |
Y N
ltem Cost  Date Required Final Date Yrs: Interest Saved Omefime Costs EB Amount
[tew: Description: Mo commas or 3.
Delayed Costs
Equipment 0.00 5 0 $0
Buildings 0.00 V] 0 0
Othar {as needled) 0.00 0 0 0
Englneeringfconstruction 0.00 o] ] o]
Land 0.00 0 infa - 0
Record Keeping Systam G.00 8] nfa. 0
: Tralning/Sampling .00 0 Q
H Remediation/Disposal () 0 0
Permi{ Costs 0.00 0 4]
Other (as needed) $100° 11-Jan-2010 19-Sep-2010 0.89 3 3

e Estimaled cost to submit-an amended UST registraticn form to the TCEQ reflecting the current owner information
: and operational staius of the UST system: The date required-is the Investigation date and the final date is the

Rotes for DELAYED costs

expected date of compliance.

ANNUALIZE [1]. avoided costs before ent.‘erlng Item {except for one-time avoided costs}

Avoided Costs.
Disposal 0,00 $0 0 $0
Persannel 0.00 0 1] $0
Inspection/Reporting/Sampling 0.00 0 0 $0
Suppliesfequipment 0,00 0 0 1)
Flnanclal Assurance [2] 0.00 0 0 hO
ONE-TIME avoided costs [3] 0.00 0 50 b0
Other {as needed) - 0.00 0 50 $o
Notes for AVOIDED costs
‘ Apprax. Cost of Compliance $100| TOTAliI $3|




Screening Date 10-Feb-2010 DocketNo. 2010-0230-PST-E FPeW |
i Respondent SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY Pollcy Rovision 2 (Seplember 2008}
Case ID No. 39155 PCW Revision Oclober 30, 2008
Reg. Ent..Reference No. RN101734952 (Facllily 2)

Media [Statute] Petroleum Siorage Tank

Enf. Coordinator Judy Kluge

: Vialation Number 2

Rule Cite(s)

30 Tex. Admin. Code§ 334.65(a)(6)(D)G)

Viclation Description

Failed to prepare and submit a release determinaticn report to the TCEQ as part of the
required procedura for permanent removal of any UST system from service. Specifically,.
na release determination report was submitted to the TCEQ for two LSTs that were

permanently fillsd in-place.

H
% Base Penalty| $10,000
H o SERERER A CREE AR A SRR EEREL R T F i B
>> Envirénmiéittal, Property afid Hiimah Health Mafiix
: Harm
Release Major Moderate Minor
P OR Aciuallf
Potentiall Percent 1 0%

>>Programmatic Mattix -
; Falsification Major Moderate Minor
[ | x I ] | Percent
Matrix 100% -of the rule requirement was not met.
Notes
Adjiistier] §9,000]
: §1,000|
Number of Viclation Evems Number of violation days
i . daily"
‘ weekly
é ' manthly
€ ma;;ﬁug;ne quarterly.. Violation Base Penalty§ $1,000

" semiannual =

annual
single event X
One-single event is recommended based on the documentation -of the viclation during the January 11,
2010 investigation.
; Covow
: [ o.0%]Reduction 50
T Before NOV__ NOV to EDPRP/Settlement Gifer
§ Extraordinary
| Crdinary|
N/A X (mark with %)
Not The Respondent does not meet the good faith criterla for this
o1es violaticn,
Violation Subtotal| $1,000
UL S BELELET Y Y ML i
Statutory Limit Test

Estimated EB Amount] $3] Violation Final Penalty Total| $1,250
s This violation Final Assessed Penalty (adj_ugt_ed_fqr_li_r_n_it_s}f $1.250]




Economic Benefit Worksheet

Responden‘t SHUJAT HOLDING CCMPANY
Case |D No. 39155

Req. Ent. Reference No. RN101734952 (Facility 2}
Media Pefrcleum Storage Tank
Viclation No, 2 i Depreciation :

Item-Description

Delayed Costs
Equlpment
Bultdings
Other (as neaded})
Englnearlngfconstructlon
Land
Record Keeplng System
Training/Sampling
Remediatlon/Disposal
Parmit Costs
Gther (as needed)

Notes for DELAYED cosfs

Avoided Costs
Dispaosal
Personnal
Inspectlon/Reporting/Sampling
Suppllesiequipment
Financlal Assurance 2]
ONE-TIME avolided costs [3]
Other {as needead)

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx. Gost of Compliance

 Percent Interest _ YoorS of

i 5.0 1

Item Cost  Date Required Fina$ Date Yrs InterestSaved Onetime Costs EB Amount

Ne cammas or §

0.00 0 0

0.00 0 o

0,00 50 o

0.00 $0 0

.00 0 0

0.00 50 0

0.00 0 D

0.00 0 " Tifa: 0

6.00 0 Tifd. 0

$100 -JangQ10 | 19-5ep-2010 ] 0.69 3 Hld - 3

Estimated cost to submit a release determination report to the TCEQ. The date required is the investigation date
and‘the finat date is the expected date of compliance.

ANNUALIZE [1] avoided costs hefore entering itern {except for one-time avoided costs}

0:00 0 $0 $0
¢.00 0 $0 $0
0.00 0 $0 0
0.0 0 0 0
0.00 0 0 $0
0.00 $C Y] $0
- 0,00 $o 50 §0

$100] TOTAL| $3]




Screening Date 10-Feb-2010 Dockeat No. 2010-0230-PST-E - PEW ¢
Respondent SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY Folicy Revision 2 (Seploniber 2002)
Case ID No. 39155 PCW Revision Oclober 30, 2008

% Reg. Ent. Reference No. RN101734952 (Facility 2)
{ Media {Statute] Petraleum Storage Tank
Enf. Coordinator Judy Kiuge

Violation Mumber 3 I

Rule Cite(s)

30 Tex. Admin. Code §§ 334.47(a)(2) and 334.84(bY(1)

Failed 1o permanently remove fram service, no later than 60 days after the prescribed
upgrade implementation date, a-UST system for which.any applicable component ef the
system is not brought into timely compliance with the upgrade requirements. Also, failed to
keep the UST system vent lines cpen and functicning.

Violation Description]

Base Penalty §$10,000]
>> Envirohr
. Release Major Maderate Minor
i OR Actualif g
: ’ Potentiall % Percent
>>Programmatic Matrix

" Falsification ~_ Major __ Modsrais Minor

I | 1 || I Percent

o .. Matrix [[Human health ar the environment will or could be exposed to pollutants which-weuld exceed levels that.are
P77y Notes )T protective of-human health or environmentat receptors as a result-of the violation.

§7.600]
[ 53,500
Number of Violation Events MNumber of violation days
daily
! " weekly
menthly ®
marksonly ene. - quiarterly Violation Base Penalty] $2,500
: - serniannual
anrual -
single event
One monthly event is recommended based on documentation of the violation during the January 11, 2010
investigation to the February 10, 2010 screening date.
T 1 D)

13
i .
E T T T Bafore NOV | NOV lo EDPRF/Selliement Offer
i

Extraordinary
Ordinary]
N/A % (mark with x}
Nat The Respondent-does not meetthe good faith criteria for this
ates vialation.
Violation Subtotal| $2,500
Estimated EB Amount| $1,082] Yiolation Final Penalty Total| $3,125

__ This violation Final Assessed Penalty {adjusted for limits)[




; Economic Benefit Worksheet
Respondent SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY
: Case ID No. 39155

Reg. Ent. Reference No. RN101734952 (Facllity 2)

o Media Petroleum Storage Tank | PercentInterest _ Yearsof
Violation No. 3 ; Depreciation :
L 5ol s
Item CGost  Date Required Final Pate Yrs Interest Saved Onetime-Costs EB Amount
ltem Pescription Nocommas or §
Delaved Costs L
Equlpment ~ )l o.oo 0 0 30
Bulldings 0.00 30 0 30
Other {as needed) ] 0.00 0 0 $0
Englneering/consttuction 0.00 | 0 0 $0
Land 0.00 30 nfa $0
Record Keeping System 0.00 4] s.nfa’ $0
Fralning/Sampling 0.00 0 - hfa $0
Remediatlon/Plsposal 0.00 0 S nfa $0
Permlt Costs 0,00 0 U nfa i $0
Other (as needed) $15.000 2-Jun-2009- 1-Noy-2010 1.42 51,062 -~ va $1,062

Estimated cost to permanently remove from service three USTs with a combined capacity of 20,000 gallons at
Notes for DELAYED costs || $0.75 per gallon. The date required s the date of ownership change and the final date is based on the expected
compliance date.

Avoided Costs ANNUALIZE [1]-avoided costs before entering item {except for one-time avoided costs})
Disposal i L ] 0,00 0 0 $0
Personnel 0.00 0 i) 0
Inspection/ReportingiSampling - 0,00 0 $0 0
Suppllesfequipment 0.00 0 $0 0
Financial Assurance [2] [ 0.00 0 $0 0
ONE-TIME avoided costs [3] [ i 0.00 0 $0 0
Other (as needed) ) ] 9:00 50 30 4]

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx. Gost of Compliange I $15,000| TOTALl $i ,062|




Screening Date 10-Fab-2010 Docket No. 2010-0230-PST-E  PCW
Respondent SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY Policy Revision 2 {Seplomber 2002)
Case 1D No. 39155 ’ PCW Revision Oclober 30, 2008
Reg. Ent. Reference No. RN101734952 (Facility 2)
Media [Statute] Peiroleum Storage Tank
Enf. Coordinator Judy Kluge

Violation Number[ 4

Rule Clte(s)

30 Tex. Admin, Code § 334.48(a}

Failed 1o ensure the UST system Is operated, maintained, and managed in accordance
with indusiry practices fo prevent a release of a regulated substances. Specifically, the
UST piping and vent lines were broien, and appreximately 500 square feet of the earthen
area surraunding the UST system was wet and emitiing strong hydrocarbon-like oders.

Violation Description

Base Penalty $70,000]
el e B fEEAE
Property dhd

Release Major Moderate Minor

OR | Actual ' X

Potentiall ] Percent

‘>>Programmatic Matkix Rt
[ Falsification Major Moderate Minor

%---:; S I - I I | Percent

>> Environme

Matrix Human health or the environment has been exposed to significant amounts of pollutants-which:do:net

Notes exceed lavels that-are protective of human health-cr envircnmental receptors as-a result of the violation. .

: - Adjiistment] §7.500]

! $2,500
13

Number of Violatlon Events Mumber of violation days

i iy

E " woekly

\ menthly X

é mﬁ_ﬂﬁfgfg f:"a quarlerly ' Violation Base Penalty| $2,500
semiannual

annual

single event

i Cne monthly event is recommended from the investigation date of January 11,.2010to the screening date

of February 10, 2010.

gGomply [ 00%[Reducloy SR s IO

Befare HOV _ NOV Ip EDPRP/Setilernent Offar

Extraordinary
Ordinary|
INAA) X (mark with %)
Not The Respondent does not meet the goed faith criteria for this
e viclation.
Violation Subtotal $2,500]
‘Ecbibmic Benefit (EB)for this vielation ... . Statutery Liniit Test .
’ Estimated EB Amount| $344] Violation Final Penalty Total $3125)

This violation Final Assessed Fenalty (adjusted for Ilm_l_ts)[_ _ _ 33_3.125:



Economic Benefit Worksheet
Respondent SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY
Case ID No. 39155
Re¢. Ent. Reference No. RN101734952 (Facility 2)
Media Petrolaum Storage Tank
Vielation No. 4

tem Cost  Date Required

[tem Description. Mo commas or §

Delayed Costs

Equipment

Buildings

Other (as needed)
Engineering/construction
Land

Record Keeping System
Training/Sampling
Remediation/DIsposal
Permit Cosfs

Other {as needed)

Notes for DELAYED cosis

Avoided Costs

Disposal

Persannel
Inspection/Reporiing/Sampling
Suppliesfequipment

Financlal Assurance [2]
ONE-TIME avoided costs [3]
Other {as needed)

Notes for AVOIDED costs

Approx. Gost of Compllanca

Final Date Yrs

Percent Interest _Years O.f H
Depreciation :

5.0 15

Interest Saved Onetime Costs  EB Amount

000 1. 30 h0
0.00 0 0
0.00 1] 0
0.00 0 ¢l
0.00 i 0
0.00 0 b0
0.00 0 0
$10,000 11-Jan-2010- 19-Sep-2010 0.69 $344 $344
. 0.00 0 $0
0.00 0 i $0

Estimated cost to properly abate and remedlate the release. The date required is the-investigation date. The final

date s the expected date-of compliance:

ANNUALIZE [1] avoidec.lrcosts hefore entering iteni (ex¢ept for one-time avoided costs)

0:00 0 0 g
9,00 S0 [¢] Q
H.00 S0 0 Q
0.00 0 0 0
0.00 0 0 0
0.00 S0 0 QO
0.00 $0 ] Q
$10,000] TOTAL| $344]




Compliance History Report

Customer/Respondent/Owner-Operator: CN603500828  Shujat Holding Company Classification; AVERAGE  Rating: 38.78
Regulated Entity: RN101877223 SUPER STOP 8 Classification: POOR Site Rating: 79.00
ID Nurmber(s): PETROLEUM STORAGE TANK REGISTRATION 29405

Location: 6121 13TH 8T, PORT ARTHUR, TX, 77642

TCEQ Region: REGION 10 - BEAUMONT

Date Compliance History Prepared: February 17, 2010

Agency Decision Requiring Compliance History: Enforcement

Compliance Perlod: February 17, 2005 to February 17, 2010

TCEQ Staff Member to Contact for Additional Information Regarding this Compliance History

Name: Judy Kluge Phone: 817-588-5825

Site Compliance History Components

. Has the site been in existence and/or operation for the full five year compliance petiod? Yes

. Has there been a (known) change in ownership/operator of the site during the compliance period? Yes
. If Yes, who is the current owner/operator? Shujat Holding Company

. If Yes, who was/were the prior owner(syoperator(s)? Aliahsan Enterprises, Inc.
. When did the change(s) in owner or operator occur? 01/01/2008
Rating Date; 9/1/2009 Repeat Viclator: NO

[ < TR NI RN

Components (Multimedia) for the Site :
A, Final Enforcement Orders, court judgments, and consent decrees of the state of Texas and the federal government.

Effective Date: 10/23/2008 ADMINORDER 2008-0418-PST-E
Classification: Moderate

Citation: 2D TWC Chapter 26, SubChapter A 26.3467(a)
30 TAC Chapter 334, SubChapter A 334.8(c){(5}(A)(i}

Description: Failed to make available to a comrmon carrler, a valid, current TCEQ delivery certificate
before accepting delivery of a regulated substance into the USTs.

Classification: Moderate

Citation; 30 TAC Chapter 334, SubChapter A 334.7{d)(3)

Description: Failed to provide an amended registration to the agency for any change or additional
information regarding USTs within 30 days frorm the date of the oceurrence of the change or addition.
Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 334, SubChapter A 334.10(b)

Description: Failed to maintain the raquired UST records and make them immediately available for the
inspection upon request by agency personnel.

Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 334, SubChapter A 334.8{c)(4)(A)vii}
30 TAC Chapter 334, SubChapter A 334.8(c)(5)(B}(ii)

Description; Faited to timely renew a previously issued UST delivery certificate by submitting a properly
completed UST registration and self-certification form at least 30 days before the expiration date,
Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 334, SubChapfter C 334.55(a)}(8)(A)

Description: Falled to submit a site assessment and release determination report prior to the completion
of the permanent removal from service.

B. Any criminal convictions of the state of Texas and the federal government.

N/A

C, Chrenic excessive emissions events,
N/A,

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

1 05/10/2006 {453524)
2 03/05/2008 (614858)

3 02/04/2010 (786474)

E. Written notices of violations (NOV). (CCEDS Inv, Track. No.)



Date: 05/10/2008  (453524) CNB03500828

Self Report? NO Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 334, SubChapter C 334.54(d)(2)

Description: Failure to ensure that any residue from stored regulated substances which
remain in & temporarily out of service UST shall not excead 2.5 centimeters at the
deepest point and shall not excesd 0.3 percent by weight of the system at full
capacity.

Self Report? NO Classlfication: Moderate

Citation: 2D TWC Chapter 26, SubChapter A 26.3467(a)

30 TAC Chapter 334, SubChapter A 334.8{c)5)(A)i)

Description: Failed to make available to a common carrler, a valid, current TCEQ delivery
certificate before accepting delivery of a regulated substance Into the USTs.

Self Report? NO Clagsification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 334, SubChapter A 334.7{d}(3)

Description; Failed to provide an amended registration to the agency for any change or
additional information regarding USTs within 30 days from the date of the
occurrence of the change or addiition,

Self Report? NO Classification: Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 334, SubChapter A 334.10(b}

Description: Failed to maintain the required UST records and make them immediately available
for the inspection upon request by agency personnel.

F. Environmental audits.
N/A

G. Type of environmental management systems (EMSs).
N/A

H. Yoluntary on-site compliance assessment dates.
N/A

Participation in a voluntary pollution reduction program.

N/A
J. Early compliance,
NFA
Sites Outside of Texas
NIA



Compliance History Report

Customer/Respondent/Cwner-Cperator: CN603500828  SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY Classification; AVERAGE
Regulated Entity: RN101734952  STAR STOP 4 Classification: AVERAGE
ID Number(s): PETROLEUM STORAGE TANK REGISTRATION

Location: 1805 TEXAS AVE, BRIDGE CITY, TX, 77611

TGEQ Region: REGION 10 - BEAUMONT

Date Compliance History Prepared: February 19, 2010

Agency Decision Requiring Compliance History: Enforcement

Compliance Period: February 19, 2005 fo February 19, 2010

TCEQ Staff Member to Contact for Additional Information Regarding this Compliance History

Name: Judy Kluge Phone: 817-588-5825

Site Compliance History Components

1. Has the site been in existence and/or operation for the full five year campliance period? “Yes

2, Has there been a (known) change in ownership/operator of the site during the compliance period? Yes
3. If Yes, who is the current owner/operator? Shujat Holding Company

4. If Yes, who was/were the prior owner(s)operator(s)? Number Four Start Stop, Inc.

5. When did the change(s) in owner or operator.occur? 06/2/2009

8. Rating Date: 9/1/2009 Repeat Viclator: NO

Components {(Multimedia) for the Site :
A Final Enforcement Orders, court judgments, and consent decrees of the state of Texas and the federal government.

Effective Date: 09/21/2006 ADMINORDER 2005-1690-PST-E

Classification; Moderate

Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 37, SubChapter [ 37.815(2)
30 TAC Chapter 37, SubChapter | 37.815(b}

Description; Faflure to demonstrate acceptable financial assurance for taking corrective action and for
compensating thrid parties for bodily injury and propetty damager caused by accidental releases arising
from the operation of petroleum USTs.

B. Any criminal convictions of the state of Texas and the faderal government.
N/A

C. Chronic excessive emissions events,
N/A

D. The approval dates of investigations. (CCEDS Inv. Track, No.}

1 09/13/2005  (407194)
2 12/02/2009  (781510)

3 02/04/2010 (788775)

E. Written notices of violations (NOV). (CCEDS Inv. Track. No.}
Date: 12/02/2009 (781510) CNB03500828
Self Report? NO Classification:  Minor
Citation: 30 TAC Chapter 334, SuhChapter A 334.7{d)(3)
Description: Failure to amend, update, or change the PST registration information.
Self Report? NO Classification: Moderate
Citation: - 30 TAC Chapter 334, SubChapter C 334.47(2a)(2)
Description: Failure to perform the permanent removal of a UST that has not met technical

upgrade requirements.,

F. Environmental audits.
N/A,
G. Type of environmental management systems (EMSs).

NIA

Site Rating: 16.00



H. Voluntary on-site compliance assessment dates.
N/A
L. Participation in a voluntary pollution reduction program.
N/A
J Early compliance.
NA
Sites Outside of Texas
N/A



Texas COMMISSION ON EENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

IN THE MATTER OF AN § BEFORE THE

ENFORCEMENT ACTION §

CONCERNING § TEXAS COMMISSION ON

SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY §

RIN101877223 §

RIN101734952 § ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
AGREED ORDER

DOCKET NO. 2010-0230-PST-E
1. JURISDICTION AND STIPULATIONS

Atits agenda, the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality ("the

Commission" or "TCEQ") considered this agreement of the parties, resolving an enforcement action
regarding SHUTAT HOLDING COMPANY ("the Respondent") under the authority of TEX. WATER
CODE chs. 7 and 26. 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 properties {collectively referred to as the “Facilities™) with two inactive
underground storage tanks (“USTs™) at-6121 13th Street in Port Arthur, Jefferson County, Texas
(the “Facility 1) and three inactive USTs at 1805 Texas Avenue in Bridge City, Orange County,
Texas (the “Facility 27).

The Respondent’s five USTs are not exempt or excluded from regulation under the Texas Water
Code or the rules of the Commission.

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 notices of the violations alleged in Section II ("Allegations")-on or
about February 9, 2010,

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 II ("Allegations"),
nor of any statute or rule. :

An administrative penalty in the amount of Seventeen Thousand Five Hundred Dollars ($17,500)
is assessed by the Commission in settlement of the violations alleged in Section II



SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY
DOCKET NO. 2010-0230-PST-E

Page 2

10.

11.

(“Allegations”). The Respondent has paid Four Hundred Twenty Dollars ($420) of the
administrative penalty and Three Thousand Five Hundred Dollars ($3,500) is deferred contingent
upon Respondent’s timely and satisfactory compliance with all the terms of this Agreed Order. If
Respondent fails to timely and satisfactorily comply with all requirements of this Agreed Order,
including the payment schedule, the Executive Director may require Respondent to pay all or part
of the deferred penalty.

The remaining amount of Thirteen Thousand Five Hundred Eighty Dollars (§13,580) of the
administrative penalty shall be payable in 35 monthly payments of Three Hundred Eighty-Eight
Doliars ($388) each. The next monthly payment shall be paid within 30 days after the effective
date of this Agreed Order. The subsequent payments shall each be paid not later than 30 days
following the due date of the previous payment until paid in full. If Respondent fails to timely
and satisfactorily comply with the payment requirements of this Agreed Order, the Executive
Director may, at the Executive Director’s option, accelerate the maturity of the remaining
installments, in which event the unpaid balance shall become immediately due and payable
without demand or notice. In addition, the failure of Respondent to meet the payment schedule of
this Agreed Order constitutes the failure by Respondent to timely and satisfactorily comply with
all the terms of this Agreed Order.

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

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

The Executive Director may, without further notice or hearing, refer this matter to the Office of
the Attorney 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.

II. ALLEGATIONS
As owner of the Facility 1, the Respondent is alleged fo have:

Failed to provide an amended registration for any change or additional information regarding the
1USTs within 30 days from the date of the occurrence of the change or addition, in violation of 30
TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 334.7(d)(3), as documented during an investigation conducted on December
21, 2009. Specifically, the registration was not updated to reflect the correct ownership
information and the current operational status of the UST system.



SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY
DOCKET NO. 2010-0230-PST-E

Page 3

2.

10.

Failed to prepare and submit a release determination report to the TCEQ as part of the required
procedure for permanent removal of any UST system from service, in violation of 30 TEX.
ADMIN. CODE § 334.55(a)(6}(D)(ii), as documented during an investigation conducted on
December 21, 2009. Specifically, no release determination report was submitted to the TCEQ for
one UST that was permanently filled in-place.

Failed to permanently remove from service, no later than 60 days after the preseribed upgrade
implementation date, a UST system for which any applicable component of the system is not
brought into timely compliance with the upgrade requirements, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN.
CODE § 334.47(a)(2), as documented during an investigation conducted on December 21, 2009.

Failed to maintain all piping, pumps, manways, and ancillary equipment in a capped, plugged,
locked, and/or otherwise secured manner to prevent access, tampering, or vandalism by
unauthorized persons, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 334.54(b)(2), as documented
during an investigation conducted on December 21, 2009,

Failed to ensure that any residue from stored regulated substances which remained in the system
did not exceed a depth of 2.5 centimeters at the deepest point and did not exceed 0.3% by weight
of the system at full capacity, in wviolation of 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 334.54(d)(2), as
documented during an investigation conducted on December 21, 2009. Specificaily, the UST
system contained regulated substances.

As owner of the Facility 2, the Respondent is alleged to have:

Failed to provide an amended registration for any change or additional information regarding the
USTs within 30 days from the date of the occurrence of the change or addition, in violation of 30
TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 334.7(d)(3), as documented during an investigation conducted on January
11, 2010. Specifically, the registration was not updated to reflect the correct ownership
information and the current operational status-of the UST system.

Failed to prepare and submit a release determination report to the TCEQ as part of the required
procedure for the permanent removal of any UST system from service, in violation of 30 TEX.
ADMIN. CODE § 334.55(a)(6)(D)(ii}, as documented during an investigation conducted on January
11, 2010. Specifically, no release determination report was submitted to the TCEQ for two USTs
that were permanently filled in-place.

Failed to permanently remove from service, no later than 60 days afler the prescribed upgrade
implementation date, a UST system for which any applicable component of the system is not
brought into timely compliance with the upgrade requirements, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN.
CODE § 334.47(a)(2), as documented during an investigation conducted on January 11, 2010.

Failed to keep the UST system vent lines open and funetioning, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN.
CODE § 334.54(b)(1), as documented during an investigation conducted on January 11, 2010,

Failed to ensure the UST system is operated, maintained, and managed in accordance with
industry practices to prevent a release of a regulated substance, in violation of 30 TEX. ADMIN.
CODE 334.48(a), as documented during an investigation conducted on January 11, 2010.
Specifically, the UST piping and vent lines were broken, and approximately 500 square yards of
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the earthen area surrounding the UST system was observed to be wet and emitting hydrocarbon-
tike odors.

IT1. DENIALS

The Respondent generally denies each allegation in Section IT ("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 allegations 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:
SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY, Docket No. 2010-0230-PST-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

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

.

Within 30 days after the effective date of this Agreed Order, permanently remove the
UST systems from service and submit release determination reports to the TCEQ for the
Facilities, in accordance with 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE § 334.55; and

Within 45 days after the effective date of this Agreed Order, submit properly completed
UST registration forms for the Facilities reflecting the correct owner information and
current operational status of the UST systems, in accordance with 30 TEX. ADMIN. CODE
§ 334.7 to:

Registration and Reporting Section

Permitting & Registration Support Division, MC 138
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

P.O. Box 13088

Austin, Texas 78711-3088

Within 60 days after the effective date of this Agreed Order, conduct a release
investigation and take appropriate corrective measures at the Facility 2, in accordance
with 30 TEX. ADMIN, CODE §§ 334.48 and 334.71 through 334.81;

Within 75 days after the effective date of this Agreed Order, submit written certification
as described below, and include detailed supporting documentation including
photographs, receipts, and/or other records to demonstrate compliance with Ordering
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Provision Nos. 2.a. through 2.c. The certification shall be notarized by a State of Texas
Notary Public and include the following certification language:

"T certify under penalty of law that I have personally examined and am familiar with the
information submitted and all attached documents, and that based on my inquiry of those
individuals immediately responsible for obtaining the information, I belicve that the
submitted information is true, accurate and complete, I am aware that there are
significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fines
and imprisonment for knowing violations."

The certification 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:

Waste Section Manager

Beaumont Regional Office

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
3870 Eastex Freeway

Beaumont, Texas 77703-1892

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 Facilities 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 deadling 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 wriling to 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 Comumission 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 Comimission

e AR U L VORI 3 F115 20,0

Fo(ilﬁExecuﬁv:e Director Date J /

I, the undersigned, have read and understand the attached Agreed Order. 1am authorized to agree to the
attached Agreed Order on behalf of the entity indicated below my signature, and I do agree to the terts
and conditions specified therein. 1 further acknowledge that the TCEQ, in accepting payment for the
penalty amount, is waterially relying on such representation.

T also understand that failure to comply with the Ordering Provisions, if atty, it this order and/or failure to

. titnely pay the penalty amount, may result in:

v A negative impact on complianes history;

. Greater scrutiny of any permit applications submitted;

* - Referral of this case to the Attorney General’s Office for conterapt, injunctive relief, additional
penalties, and/or attorney fees, or to & collection agency;

s Increased penalties in any fumre enforcement actions:

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

. TCEQ secking other relief as authorized by law.

— . L‘j(:',/o'(/l—of (]

Sipnature / : Date
Sopg A SwirT7 P es iDENT
Name (Printed or typed) Title
Authorized Representative of :
SHUJAT HOLDING COMPANY

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