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PROGRESS REPORT ATTACHMENTS (HAZARDOUS LIQUID )
PHMSA Form No. PHMSA F 999-95
INSTRUCTIONS:

These attachments request information either for the entire calendar year (CY 2015: January | through December 31,
2015) or as of (or on) December 31, 2015. Please report actual as opposed to estimated numbers on the attachments. Be
careful to provide complete and accurate information since the PHMSA State Programs will be validating the attachments
during the state's next annual evaluation.

® Attachment State Jurisdiction and Agent Status Over Facilities. Requires the state to indicate those pipeline
operator types over which the state agency has jurisdiction under existing law. If the state does not have jurisdiction
over an operator type, indicate why not in the column designated No, using the one alpha code (A or B) which best
describes the reason. If the state agency has jurisdiction over an operator type, place an X in the column designated
Yes and provide infor1 tion on the number of operators, the number and percent of operators inspected, the
nun er of inspection units, and the number and percent of inspection units inspected. If the jurisdiction over a type
of operator is under a Section 60106 Agreement, indicate X/60106 in the column designated Yes. [If the same
operator/inspection unit is visited more than once during the year, count only once under number of operators
inspected/number of inspection units inspected on Attachment 1. The multiple visits would, however, be refle d
under total inspection person-days in Attachment 2.]

® Attachment 2: Total State Field Inspection Activity. Requires the state to indicate by operator type the number
of inspection erson-days spent during CY 2015 on inspections; standard comprehensive; design, testing, and
construction; on-site operator training; integrity management; operator qualification; investigating incidents or
accidents; de age pre  tion activities; and compliance follow-up. Attachment 2 should include drug and alcohol
inspections. Counting  Jffice Inspection Time - An inspector may choose to review pipeline company procedure
manuals or records away from the company facility in order to effectively use onsite inspection time. The amount
of time spent reviewing procedures and records may be counted as part of the inspection process. It is important
that an inspector only record time for activities that normally would be completed as part of an onsite inspection.
For example, an inspector may attribute the three hours he or she spent reviewing a pipeline operator's procedure
manual and records prior to an on site inspection towards the total inspection time. Each supervisor must carefully
review the reported tir  to ensure the time attributed is consistent with the activity completed and is carefully
d neated from normal office duties.

e Attachment 3: Facility Subject to State Safety Jurisdiction. States should only list the facilities that are
jurisdiction. under Parts 192 and 193 (Gas) and Part 195 (Hazardous Liquid) of which the state has safety
authority over. This attachment requires the business name and address of each person subject to the pipeline
safety jurisdiction of the state agency as of December 31, 2015. Also indicate the operator type (e.g., intrastate
transmission) consiste:  with the listing in Attachment 1 and include the number of inspection units in each
operator's system. The operator identification number (OPID) assigned by PHMSA must also be included on this
attachment.

* Attachment  Pipeli :Incidents. Requires a list of incidents investigated by or reported to the state agency that
involved personal injury requiring hospitalization, a fatality, property damage exceeding $50,000, and others
deemed sign cant by the operator. Please also make an effort to clearly identify the state's determination of the
cause of the incident using the one most appropriate alpha code footnoted in the attachment. We summarize this
information for Congress by classifying the cause into one of eight categories: (A) corrosion failure; (B) natur:
force damage; (C) excavation damage; (D) other outside force damage; (E) material failure of pipe or weld; (F)
equipment failure; (G) incorrect operation; (H) other accident cause. Please provide a summary of incident
investigations.
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® Attachment 5: State Compliance Actions. This requires a summary of state pipeline inspection and compliance
actions. [In the Number of Compliance Actions Taken column, keep in mind one compliance action can cover
multiple probable violations.]

® Attachment 6: State Record Maintenance and Reporting. Requires a list of records and reports maintained and
required by the state agency.

o Attachment 7: State Employees Directly Involved in the Pipeline Safety Program. This attachment requires a
list by name and title of €ach employee directly involved in the pipeline safety program. Be sure to include the
percentage of time eac 2mployee has been involved in the pipeline safety program during 2015. If an employee
has not been in the pipeline safety program the full year of 2015, please note the number of months working on the
program. Indicate a Qualification Category for each of the state's inspectors (see Attachment 7a). The categories are
shown in descending order of education and experience. Please enter the number of the highest description
applicable to each inspector. For each inspector and supervisor, indicate the month and year he/she successfully
completed the training courses at the Pipeline Safety Office of Training and Qualifications in Oklahoma City, OK.
Finally, provide in sun 1ary form the number of all staff (supervisors, inspectors/investigator, damage prevention/
technical and clerical/administrative) working on the pipeline safety program and the person-years devoted to
pipeline safety. Person-years should be reported in hundreds (e.g., 3.25).

® Attachment 8: State Compliance with Federal Requirements. This requires the state to indicate whether it is in
compliance with applicable federal requirements. If a particular requirement is not applicable to the state (e.g.
offshore inspections), indicate NA in the column designated Y/N/NA and indicate in the notes section why the
regulation is it applicable. If a regulation has been adopted, indicate the date adopted (e.g., 05/01/04) in the
appropriate column. If the regulation is applicable but has not been adopted indicate N in the Y/N/NA column and
explain why not in the appropriate column (e.g., requires legislative action). If the state has not adopted the
maximum penalty amounts of $200,000 per day up to $2,000,000 for a related series of violations please indicate
civil penalty levels in « ect in the state as of December 31, 2014. For State Adoption of Part 198 State One Call
Damage Prevention Program if a state has any penalty amount for its damage prevention law please mark item 7.h
as “Adopted but Different Dollar Amounts™ and list the penalty amount in the Note section. Note at the end of
Attachment 8 we are requesting each state to indicate the frequency its legislature meets in general session. This
information will be taken into account when determining if applicable federal regulations have been adopted within
24 months of the effective date or two general sessions of the state legislature.

® Attar ment ): Perfi mance and Damage Prevention Questions. This attachment requires a narrative of each
states goals and accomplishments. In addition it requires a narrative on each states progress toward meeting the
nine elements of an effective damage prevention program as described in the 1 °ES Act of 2006.
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EFINITIONS

e Inspection Unit. An inspection unit is all or part of an operator's pipeline facilities that are under the control of an
administrative unit that provides sufficient communication and controls to ensure uniform design, construction,
operation, and maintenance procedures for the facilities. (See Glossary of Terms in Guidelines for States Participating
in the Pipeline Safety Program for application of the inspection unit concept to transmission and hazardous liquid
pipeline syst s, distribution systems, liquefied gas systems, municipality, master meter system, regulated gathering
pipeline syst 1s,and | >pane-air systems/petroleum gas systems.)

¢ Inspection Person-Day. An inspection person-day is all or part of a day spent by a state agency representative
including travel in an on site examination or evaluation of an operator or his system to determine if the operator is in
compliance with federal or state pipeline safety regulations, in an on site investigation of a pipeline incident, or in job-
site training of an operator. Time expended on such activities should be reported as one inspection person-day for each
day devoted to safety issues, regardless of the number of operators visited during that day.

* Probable Violation. A probable violation is a non-compliance with any section or, where a section is divided into
subsections (a), (b), (¢). etc., any subsection of federal or state pipeline regulations. Each numbered section should be
counted separately. M iple non-compliances of a numbered section discovered on the same inspection should be
counted as one probable violation with multiple pieces of evidence.

¢ Compliance Action. A compliance action is an action or series of sequential actions taken to enforce federal or state
pipeline regulations. C : compliance action can cover mi iple probable violations. A compliance action may take the
form of a letter warning of future penalties for continued violation, an administratively imposed monetary sanction or
order directing compli  ce with the regulations, an order directing corrective action under hazardous conditions, a
show-cause order, a criminal sanction, a court injunction, or a similar formal action.
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Attachment 2 - State Inspection Activity

TOTAL STATE FIELD INSPECTION ACTIVITY AS

OF DECEMBER 31, 2015
Standard D§51gn, On-Site Integrity Operator Inve?stlgatmg Damage Compli. ce
Operator Type Comprehensiv: Testing a.nd Ope:ra.tor Management | Qualification ln01d.ents or Prev‘e on Follow-up Total
Construction | Training Accidents | Activities
Petroleum Products
Intrastate Trunklines 27.27 0 1 6 0.49 0 1 0 35.76
Gathering Lines in Non-rural Areas 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Offshore Facilities 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Interstate 68.4 78.24 2.5 24.99 0.78 19.73 44.19 4 242.83
Anhydrous Ammonia 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Carbon Dioxide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 95.67 7R 74 A 30.99 1.27 19.73 4 278.59
== Drug and Alcohol »
= "T0tal Count of Drug and Alcohol Inspections ) | 2

== Attachment 2 Notes
mmm | Standard=409, 410, 413, 415, 416, 420, 421, 422, 423, 424, 425, 426, 430, 433, 434, 434, 435, 436, 451 time sheet work code inspec i types. Time coded to 433 is
=== allocated to time spent completing the D&A Field Form. Time coded to 432 is allocated to time spent completing the OQ Field Form.,

2. Design, Testing and Construction = 450 time sheet work code inspection type.
3. On-site Operator Training = 470 time sheet work code inspection types.

4. Integrity Management =411, 431 time sheet work code inspection types.

==15. Operator Qualification = 412, 432 time sheet work code inspection types. 432 is allocated to time spent completing the OQ Protocol 9 documentatic . The 412
== designates completion of a full OQ Plan Review.

e 0. Drug and Alcohol =413, 433 time sheet work code inspection types. 433 is allocated to time spent completing the Drug and Alcohol  eld Form. The 413

PHMSA F 999-95 i
innesota
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designates completion of a Drug and Alcohol Plan Review.
7. Investigating Incidents = 460, 462, 464 time sheet work code inspection types.
8. amage Prevention = 476, 463 time sheet work code inspection types.

9. Follow-up = 440 time sheet work code inspection types.

10. 2 of 3 Intrastate Drug & Alcohol Inspection Plan Reviews Were Conducted in 2015.

PHMSA F 999-95
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NORTH DAKOTA PIPELINE COMPANY LLC

15774
1100 Louisiana. Suite 3300 Houston, TX 77002

NORTHERN STATES POWER CO OF

MINNESOTA
31636
825 Rice Street St. Paul, MN 55117

NUSTAR PIPELINE OPERATING PARTNERSHIP

L.P.

10012

2330 N. Loop 1404 Weact €an Antanjp, TX 72724
ST. PAUL Fakk NG CO. LLU
32523

g Danl Darl: Dand Qt Dawnl Darl- MN £AN7T1

PHMSA F 999-95
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Inspecnion unit totals bv rvne

otal Operators

Petroleum Products

I wr vl

Annydrous

nmonia
(Operator type &
Ins ction Units)

Carbon Dioxide
(Operator type &
Inspection Units)

Off-shore
lntrast.ate .Gathermg Lines | Facilities (State Interstate Anhydro.us Carbon Dioxide
Trunklines n non-rural area Waters) Ammonia
3 | v | 0 19 1 0

Attachment 3 Notes

1. Main offices of interstate operators are not considered inspection units by PHMSA Central Region.

PHMSA F 999-95
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Attac ment 4 - Incidents/Accidents

SIGNIFICANT® HAZ/ DOUS LIQUID INCIDENTS/ACCIDENTS JANUARY 1, THROUGH DECEMBER 31,

20158
Date of Loca n- Injuries Fatalities Property Cause State
Incident City/County/etc. # # Damage’ Code' Cause
$ Code'
01/15/2015 BENTON county, M 0 0 $2,286,812.00 B B
Name of Operator: ~ KOCH PIPI INE COMPANY, L.P.
Operator ID: 22855 NRC ID: 20150050
Summary’
MNOPS case ID#50522769:
From Operator's Incident Report:
On January 15th, 2015, Koch Pipeline Company, L.P. ("KPL") was performing routine inspections at
I nnesota Pipe Line Company, LLC's Foley Pump
Station. At 14:25, crude oil was first discovered on the surface of the ground near the station's line 1
north block valve. The pipeline had been shut down
for non-related maintenance. The operator notified the Pipeline Control Center to ensure the pipeline
syster  ad not been started. At 15:24 it was
deterr  ed that the estimated amount of oil spilled and amount of estimated property damage
warranted a report to the National Response Center and a
call was immediately placed to report the release. Maintenance personnel from the Little Falls Station
were dispatched to the scene along with local
contract resources. The site was excavated and the source was identified and controlled. The source
was determined to be an appurtenance on the Foley
line I north block valve. Approximately 20 barrels of crude oil were released. The valve was replaced
and the station returned to normal service. The
amount of soil remediated is approximately 2,904 tons.
02/02/2015 ITASCA county, MN 0 0 $27,629.00 E E
Name of Operator:  ENBRIDGE ENERGY, LIMITED PARTNERSHIP
Operator 1D: 11169 NRC ID: 20150081

Summary’

DUNS: 804886729
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MNOPS case ID#50526979

From Operator's Incident Report:

On February 2 at 10:55 AM, while completing routine rounds at the Deer River Station, the technician
discovered approximately 1/2 gallon of crude oil to be

leaking fre 1 the Line 4 discharge pressure transmitter (4-PT-1D/4-PT-2D) where the branch
connection fitting is welded to the station piping. Line 4 was

down ra delivery at the time of the discovery. Pipeline Maintenance was dispatched to the station to
clean up the oil and begin necessary repairs.

Investigation revealed cracking in the 2" branch connection weld of the pressure transmitter fitting.
The pressure transmitter branch connection (4-PT-1D/4-

PT-2D) was relocated on the station piping. An encapsulation fitting designed and tested to the system
pressure rating was installed over the affected

/cracked fitting and filled with non-corrosive fluid. At this time, the cause of the failure has been

Minnesota



attributed to fatigue cracking of the branch connection weld

due to vibration from the nearby pressure control valve. The current path forward with the faile
connection includes the removal of the failed section of

static piping and a metallurgical analysis of the failed welded branch connection. The exact time
frame for the cut out has not yet been determined. Less

than 1 cubic yard of contaminated soil has been removed from the release site.

03/14/2015 CLEARWATER county, MN 0 0 $107,662.00 B B

Name of Operator:  ENBRIDGE ENERGY, LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

Ope or 11169 NRC ID: 20150140

Summary’
MNOPS case ID#50538618
From Operator's Incident Report:
On March 14 at approximately 10:45 AM, on site personnel at the Clearbrook Terminal noticed
approximately 10 gallons of crude oil on the ground near
incoming lines 1, 2 and 3. The gauger immediately notified the Edmonton Control Center and all three
lines were shut down. The Terminal Supervisor and
On Call Manger were notified. The Bemidji Pipeline Maintenance Crew was dispatched, performed a
one-call and began initial cleanup at approximately
12:15 PM. The Terminal Supervisor arrived on site at 1:30 PM and analyzed the current situation with
the C Call Manger. It was determined that the
NRC notification requirement would be met due to the need for exploratory excavation to determine
the source of the oil. Contractors with hydrovac
equip ent arrived onsite at approximately 1:50 PM to begin exploratory excavation. At 4:00 PM
when the leak source was determined to be the block and
bleed piping on 2-CSV-22, Lines 1 and 3 were cleared for restart. The 1/2 inch piping was bent, and
had been broken off from the elbow at the horizontal
face. was discovered that frost had penetrated over the entire length of the piping. The 1/2 inch
piping was replaced and Line 2 was put back into
service later that same evening. Approximately 125 cubic yards of contaminated soil was disposed of
at an approved site.

04/23/2015 CLEARWATER county, MN 0 0 $109.924.00 F F

Name of Operator:  ENBR 'GE ENERGY, LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

Operator 11169 NRC ID: 20150191

== Summary’

DUNS: 804886729

MNOPS case ID#50550112

From Operator's Incident Report:

On April 23 at approximately 10:10 AM CST, while in the process of removing drain line pij g at
the Clearbrook Terminal manifold area, oil leaked past a

3" drain valve on the Booster Pump 3 and 4 Manifold Header, causing an estimated 10 barrels « oil to
leak out of the open end of the piping and the cold

cut that had been made. The Terminal Gauger contacted the Control Center and requested that Lines 3
and 4 along with the associated Booster Pumps 3

and 4 be shut down. As a precaution, all incoming lines into the Clearbrook Terminal were shut down
until the source of the oil could be determined.

The investigation revealed that the 3" drain valve did not properly seal, allowing oil to flow past it,
onto the ground. The valve is currently blinded off and

tagged as "do not operate", and will be removed for inspection and/or replacement. The cause of the
valve not sealing properly will be determined once

the valve can be removed and inspected during a future scheduled outage. All piping that was planned
to be removed under the scope of the original

Minnesota
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project has been disconnected from the pipeline system.
Approximately 40 cubic yards of contaminated soil was disposed of to an approved landfill.

07/27/2015
Name of Operator:
Operator  :

Summary’

ITASCA county, MN 0 0 $93,654.00 F F
ENBRIDGE ENERGY, LIMITED ARTNERSHIP
11169 NRC ID: 20150305

MNC ; case ID#50570991

From perator's Incident Report:

AT APPROXIMATELY 7:45 AM ON JULY 27,2015, A LINE 2 INTEGRITY DIG CREW, UPON
ARRIVAL D THE REMC E VALVE SITE AT MP 1021.68, NOTICED THAT A SMALL
AMOUNT OF CRUDE OIL HAD LEAKED FROM A 12" OUT OF SERVICE CROSSOVER/LOOP
VALVE WHICH WAS TIED INTO LINE 2. THE EDMON ON CONTROL CENTER WAS
CONTACTED AND LINE 2 WAS SHUT DOWN. OPERATION CREWS WERE DISPATCHED
TOTE ¢ TETO DETERMINE THE SOURCE OF THE LEAK. UPON ARRIVAL, IT WAS
DISCOVERED THAT APPROXIMATELY ONE CUP OF OIL HAD LEAKED FROM THE
VALVE BONNET. REGION MANAGEMENT MADE THE DECISION TO ISOLATE THE
CROSSOVER VALVE VIA STOPPLE INSTALLATION AND REMOVE IT FROM THE
SYSTEM. THE NATIONAL RESPONSE CENTER NOTIFICATION WAS MADE ONCE THE
FINAL REPAIR PLAN WAS DETERMINED AND THE COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH HAT
PLAN WERE ESTIMATED TO EXCEED $50,000. AFTER FURTHER INVESTIGATION. IT
WAS DE” RMINED THAT THE VALVE WAS EXPOSED TO AMBIENT TEMPERATUI
CAUSING THERMAL PRESSURE BUILDUP WITHIN THE BODY OF THE VALVE. THE
VALVE DID NOT CONTAIN A PRESSURE RELIEF SYSTEM, THEREFORE THE THERMAL
PRESSURE BUILDUP CAUSED THE VALVE BODY TO LEAK AT THE BONNET,
RELEASING A SMALL AMOUNT OF PRODUCT. FUTURE LINE2 (DROTEST
PREPARATION DIGS INVOLVING VALVES WITHOUT A PRESSURE RELIEF SYSTEM WILL
BE SHADED EITHER BY A TENT OVER THE VALVE OR WRAPPING WITH AN
INSULATING MATERIAL. THE SMALL AMOUNT OF CONTAMINATED SOIL WII BE
MANAGED ONSITE AT THE ENBRIDGE CLEARBROOK MINNESOTA TERMINAL.

11/09/2015
Name of Operator:
Operator 1D:

Summary’

DAKOTA county, MN 0 0 $252,687.00 C C
MAGI LAN PIPELINE COMPANY, LP
22610 NRC ID: 20150446

MNOPS case ID#50599718

From Operator's Incident Report:

While direction drilling and pulling back electrical conduit inside Magellan's Rosemount Tank farm
facility, the reamer nicked the bottom of the line serving

Tank ¢ 2, which released product to the soil. The damaged pipe was cut out and replaced with
approximately 4 feet of new, pre-tested 12.75" O.D. by

0.375 wall API 5L X52 Grade pipe and the line was returned to service. Approximately 220 cubic
yards of impacted soil was remediated.

Note: 1e puncture size was approximately 0.75" x 0.75". PART C, #6 of this report would n  accept
decimals and erroneously lists the puncture as 75" x

75"
11/09/2015 ITASCA county, MN 0 0 $339,771.00 E E
Name of Operator:  ENBRIDGE ENERGY, LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

Operator 1D:

Summary’

DUNS: 804886729
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MNC S case ID#50600118
From Operator's Incident Report:
At approximately 8:00 AM on November 9, 2015, a contractor discovered approximately 3 ¢ ices of
oil weeping from the Line 2 valve at MP 1005.31 near
Cohasset, MN. The oil was wiped up and the Control Center was notified of the situation. Due to the
valve not actively leaking, Line 2 continued to
operate and the valve was closely monitored. While the valve was being monitored, m iple
discus ns with Enbridge SME's and the valve manufacturer
took place to discuss repair options. Once the final repair plan was decided upon, notification was
made to the NRC as the cost for the repair would

d the notification th  hold. In order to safely inspect and repair the valve, stopple equi;  :nt
was utilized for isolation. During inspection of the
valve, it was found that the O-Ring required replacement due to exceeding its useful life. In addition to
replacing the O-Ring, new bonnet studs and nuts
were installed. There was no contaminated soil associated with this incident.

11/11/2015 DAKOTA county, MN 0 0 $8,015.00 F F
Name of Operator: MAGELLAN PIPELINE COMPANY, LP

Operator 1D: 22610 NRC ID: 20150449
Summary’

MNOPS case ID#141440454
No NRC Report was filed for this incident

From perator's Incident Report Submittal:

The mainline pump seal failed at the Pine Bend Facility due to normal wear. The pipeline movement
was shutdown when the seal failure was identified

and the seal was promptly replaced. The pump was returned to service once the repair was made.

'Cause Codes: A - Corrosic failure; B - Natural Force Damage; C - Excavation Damage; D - Other Outside Force
Damage; E - Pipe, Weld or int Failure; F - Equipment Failure; G - Incorrect Operation; H - Other Incident Cause

’Please attach a su mary or report of the state agency's investigation of each of the above incidents.

’Interstate agents ould use the 191.3 Incident definition for listing incidents investigated on interstate facilities.

= ‘Significant: Inves :ate by or reported to the state agency, involving personal injury requiring hospitalization,
= fatality, property damage exceeding $50,000 and other incidents otherwise considered significant which involved
mmm jurisdictional facil es.

Attachment 4 Notes
Incidents verified v h Pipeline Datamart and cross checked MNOPS database.

LT LTI o EE T
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Attachment 5 - Stats on Compliance Actions

STATE COMPLIANCE ACTIONS -- CALENDAR YEAR (CY) 2015

Probable Violation Categories Intrastate Interstate

Number Carried over from previous CY (including

carryov. and long term) . 0
Number Found During CY 1 0
Number submitted r DOT action [60106 Agreement agent 0 0
only]
Number corrected iring CY (including carry over from 5 0
previous year)
Number to be corrected at end of CY (including carry over 4 0
and long-term)
Number of Comp ince Actions Taken '

(see definition) 2
Civil Penalties

Number assessed during CY 0

Dollars assessed during CY $0.00

Number collected during CY 0

D¢ ars collected during CY $0.00

'Do not double count for a related series of actions.

Attachment 5 Notes

—_—

- e 5 carried over Hazardous Liquid PV's are comprised of 5 CFR codes and 0 MS216D (One-Call).
—_— 2. " e 2 Hazardous Liquid PVs found during CY are comprised of 2 CFR codes and 0 MS216D (One-
wm Call).

E 3. " e 2 Hazardous Liquid PV's corrected during CY are comprised of 2 CFR codes and 0 MS216D
=== (One-Call).

l

=4 The 5 Hazardous Liquid PV's to be corrected at end of CY are comprised of 5 CFR codes and 0

= MS216D (One-Call).

wh

The 2 com} ance actions are comprised of 2 CFR codes and 0 MS216D (One-Call).

The 0 civil penalties (CP) assessed are comprised of 0 CFR codes and 0 MS216D (One-Call).

N

~

The $0 CP assessed is comprised of $0 CFR codes and $0 MS216D (One-Call).

DUNS: 804886729 Minnesota
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8. The 0 CP's collected are comprised of 0 CFR codes and 0 MS216D (One-Call).

9. The $0 CP collected is comprised of $0 CFR codes and $0 MS216D (One-Call).
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Attachment 6 - List of Records Kept

HAZARDOUS LIQUID STATE RECORD MAI TENANCE AND REPORTING
DURING CY 2015

Records Maintained by e State Agency
1. Operator file. Contains incident reports from telephonic notices, inspection and invest”  ion results, annual  Horts
and general correspondence.
2. Operation and Maintenance Plan from each intrastate operator.
3. Computer database. Identifies vital information on each of the intrastate operators under the jurisdiction of this office.
Sorts the type and number of enforcement actions. Organizes and reports information received from pipeline safety
reports and investigations for trend analysis and inspection plan projections.

Reports equired from Operators
1. Telephonic Notice of Certain Accidents (195.50 and 195.52) through the State Duty Officer notification system.
2. Accident Reports - DOT Form 7000.1 (195.50, and 195.54)
3. Safety-Rel :d Cond on Reports and Filings (195.56)
4. Annual Report - DOT Form 7000.1.1 (195.49)

L4~~~ < Notes

URETEE RO (e
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SKainek, Elizabeth
Princinal Enoineer
Streeter, kevin 1.
Senior Engineer
_Conman, Thomas
Senior Engineer

72

12 | 1

Cremin, Jeffrey
Principal Engineer

12 | 1

Mendiola, Michael D.
Principal Engineer

12 | 1

Stansbury, Todd D.
Princinal Engineer

33

12 | 1

i iramage Prevention/Technical

Coffman, Thomas
Senior Engineer

12 | 1

zebretsen, Olaf
| Enoineerino Specialist

12 | 1

ivienanola, Michael D.

Princinal Fnoineer

12 | 1

I ¢ 1ericar ana administrative Support

lviangan, dean

Recearch Analyct

Brommer, Susan
Clerical Suinnart
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Attachment 7 Notes
Damage Prevention / Technical allocations based on damage prevention allocated to Hazardous Liquids Base Grant. Additional damage
prevention activities allocated to the State Damage Prevention Grant and the One Call Grant.

The following staffing changes occurred in 2015:
There were no staffing changes in 2015.

TQ Training Notes:

REEEEEEEEELTTE
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Note'

Note #2 MN State laws automatically adopt the amendments of the Federal Standards.

82 9/9/2004 Performance of periodic underwater inspections 09/2004  Adopted
Note' Note #2 MN State laws automatically adopt the amendments of the Federal Standards.
33 6/20/2005  API RP 1162 Public awareness campaign 06/2005  Adoptea
Note' Note #2 MN State laws automatically adopt the amendments of the Federal Standards.
84 111572005 PSIA >tatuory changes 10 operator qualitication program - U//2UU>  Adopted
Note' Note #2 MN State laws automatically adopt the amendments of the Federal Standards.
85 11/23/200>  Adopuon of NAUL dlandard as airect assesment stanaard 1172003 Agopled
Note' Note #2 MN State laws automatically adopt the amendments of the Federal Standards.
86 7/10/2006  Incorporate by reference various standards 0772006  Adopted
Note' Note #2 MN State laws automatically adopt the amendments of the Federal Standards.
87 7/17/2007  Integrity Management Program Modifications and Clarifications 07/2007  Adopted
Note' Note #2 MN State laws automatically adopt the amendments of the Federal Standards.
2873 FR 16562 3/28/2008 Administrative Procedures, Updates and Technical Amendments (73 032008  Adopted
FR 16562)
Note' Note #2 MN State laws automatically adopt the amendments of the Federal Standards.
= _ riulcuLg vliusually SCLSILIVE AlTas UL NuLdl WILBHUIT MNazaluuus |
— 89-73 FR 31634 6/3/2008 Liquid Gathering Lines and Low-Stress Lines (73 FR 61634) 06/2008  Adopted
s Note' Note #2 MN State laws automatically adopt the amendments of the Federal Standards.
——
_ 0 0 O v
— 90-74 FR 2889 1/16/2009 Administrative Procedures, Address Updates and Technical 01/2009  Adopted
— Amendments
|
= Note' Note #2 MN State laws automatically adopt the amendments of the Federal Standards.
— Incorporation by reference update: American Petroleum Institute
— _
mm=  91-74 FR 17099 4/14/2009 Standards 5L and 1104 04/2009  Adopted
===  Note' Note #2 MN State laws automatically adopt the amendments of the Federal Standards.
—  92-74 FR 62503 11/30/2009  Editorial Amendments to Pipeline Safety Regulations 1172009  Adopted
I
-
=
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Note'
g.
Note'

h.
Note'

Mandatory operator response to notification 08/1987  Adopted
Note 3 M.S. 216D effective 08/01/1987.

Mandatory notifications of excavators/public 08/1987  Adopted
Note 3 M.S. 216D effective 08/01/1987.

Civil penarities/injuctive relief substantially same as DOT 08/1987  Adopted
Note 3 M S 216D effective 0R/01/1987. Increase to $1,000 in 1998.

'If Adoption Status is No, Please provide an explanation
State Attendance at 2015 NAPSR Regional Meeting: Attended full time (Lead rep or alternative pipeline staff)
Frequency of General Legislative Session: Annually

Attachment 8 Notes
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Attachment D0 - Performance and Damage Prevention Questions

CALENDAR YEAR (C ) 2015

Planned Performance: What are your Planned Annual and Long-term goals for your Pipeline Safety Program?

Annual Goals:

. Continue training for inspection staff to build pipeline safety knowledge base
. Perform routine pipeline safety inspections

. Accident/incident investigation

. Pipeline Safety and Damage prevention Enforcement

. Damage prevention educ on presentations

. Host Pipeline Safety/Damage Prevention educational conference

. Pipeline Safety Spring Conference

. Conduct MS216D Review - consider damage prevention law changes

. Pipeline Safety Program Effectiveness Evaluation

O 00 1 N W N —

Long Term Goals:

1. Continue to build and maintain constructive relationships with Minnesota's pipeline operator, underground utility operator and
excavation community.

. Know that Minnesota's pipeline infrastructure is operated safely.

. Prevent damage to pipelines and other underground utilities.

. Continue to improve GIS based/linked inspection database. Continue to build a data driven inspection process.

. Develop highly qualified/trained workforce to address pipeline safety and damage prevention issues in Minnesota.

. Equip highly trained staff with tools to maximize effectiveness

. Implement consistent inspection and enforcement program

. Communicate best practices to all stakeholders in Minnesota

o~ kW

Past Performance:  hat did the Pipeline Safety Program accomplish during the subject year (to this document) to contribute
toward the program's annual and long-term goals?

2015 Accomplishments:
1. MNOPS Spring Conference -361 attendees - Hazardous Liquid and Natural Gas
2. 105 Education Presentation were given throughout Minnesota engaging utility operators, pipeline operators, excavators, emergency
responders and the public regarding pipeline safety and damage prevention
. All Minnesota Intrastate pipeline companies received a Field & Records inspection in 2015.
. Common Ground Alliance Presentation and participation in the organization.
. Worked with stakeholders to form a Minnesota Regional Common Ground Alliance.
. Notice about ice formation on regulator vents
. Lessons learne  shared at NAPSR
. Continual partnership with Minnesota's Utility Coordinating Committees.
9. Continue training for inspection staff to build pipeline safety knowledge base
10. Perform routine pipeline safety inspections
11. Accident/inc’ nt investigation
). Pipeline Safety and Damage prevention Enforcement
13. Damage prevention education presentations
14. Host Pipeline Safety/Damage Prevention educational conference
15. Preliminary deployment of an iPhone/iPad based inspection documentation tool.

o 1N L kW

1. Has the state or agency reviewed the Damage Prevention Assistance Program (DPAP) document in the last twelve months?

Yes

DUNS: 804886729
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2. Has the state or  2ncy developed or is in the process of developing a plan to address the nine elements contained in the P 5
Act of 2006 for an ¢ ctive State Damage Prevention Program?
Yes

If yes to question 2, where does the state or agency stand on implementation of the nine elements contained in the PIPES Act of
2006? Please provide a description of how the state or agency has or will meet each element. If not, please provide a brief passage
:plaining the reasons why the state or agency has not.
MNOPS has developed a plan and the nine elements are fully implemented. MNOPS submitted the 9 element characterization survey
which describes in detail MNOPS program and implementation of the nine elements. MNOPS continuously reviews it's damage
prevention programs in an effort to assure they continue to meet the 9 elements and that the program is effective.

Attachment 10 Notes
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