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gas explosion at an oll refinery kills a
tmck drlver who inadvertently opens. the
wrong vaive.
Five workers die and more than 40 others
are injured after an explosion and fire caused
by a ruptured pipe at another refipery.
A worker i3 seriously burned by a flash
that erupts 23 he and two co-workers
lnstnmng & new fuel lina
accidmts,alloiwhlcﬁ'occurredat
refineries I the South Bay within the past
two moaths, ralss anew questicns about the
mtetyottbemasvmpatroleumreﬂnlng

industry.
prite stadstics that show refining to be
the safest manniacturing activities in
state, questions have been raised about
uality of maintenance at tha plants and
rules governing minimum safety poll-

Un.lou officlals have charged repeatedly
the past several years that safety
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been compromised hy industry policies that
have phased out uLien workers oo mainten-
ancajobs faver 5t outside construction

Scurce: Caiffornia Department of industriad Relations

- Meanwhile, new state regulations drafted
to replace existing refinery safely policies,
which In some cases are decades old, have
besn moving slowly through the bureaucracy,
raising the ire of even industry officlals.

Yet people both in and out of the industry
agree that pstroleum refining hag a solid
safety record.

“Obvicusly, when something goes wrong
in a refinery it can be catastrophic,” said
Tom Butler, a state who has
helped probe many refinery accidents. “The
potential is high, but statistically the injury
;md iliness of workers at reflneries is very
ow.”

“Refineries are safe,” sald Johm Siggeon,
a 15-year oll refinery veteran “What causes
the problems are the people in them.”

Statistically, the number of (llness and in-
juries per oil refisary worker is much lower
than most other types of manufacturing.

While the average numbes of cases of iliness
and injury ameng California menufacturing

mpanles iu 1883 was 10.7 per 100 workers,

oll industry reported 2 rate of 5 per 100
orkess, according to the siate Deparment
- Refinery / A®
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~hecks of critical piping each year,

extensive training for workers and

7perlodic review by corporate safety
engineers.

Advancements in electronics
also have allowed refinery oper-
ators to improve their control of
super-heated refining processes,
heading off problems before they
become critical, Walker said.

“I have to admit that the com-
panies have a lot of good training
and safety programns,” Siggson
said. “Theyb are really big about
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chemical accident in the Los A=
geles generally gave refineries 1’,
high safety ranking.

“Where the risk could be peatst-
in a refinery, there was a sufficlent-
amount of money going into saieg'
precautions,” said Eugene F
Calafato, one of the report's au-
thors. “You can never devise a pres:
ventative maintenance scheduls,
that can catch every equipment
fatlure.”
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