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Abstract
This paper provides a discussion into the events of September 16th, 2015 when an oil spill occurred off the Gulf of Mexico. Edward Hillary, the Vice President for Gulf Drilling Operations at Acme Oil, made poor decisions that led to the destruction of Cormorant, an oil rig, by a Category 5 hurricane known as Mike. The result was a colossal oil spillage that brought destruction to wildlife and numerous beaches. Mr. Hillary had ordered the installation of equipment for the rig that could withstand winds up to 100mph only, which is just beneath Category 3. Mr. Hillary was confident that the hurricane could never reach Cormorant. He was, however, wrong. The mistake resulted in what is considered the worst environmental disaster in the history of the United States of America.













Gulf Drilling Operations of Acme Oil
	A category 5 hurricane led to the damage of an oil rig off the Gulf of Mexico, the Cormorant. This happened on September 15th, 2015. The result was the spillage of 20 million gallons oil and the death of Matt Champion, a member of the security crew which had remained behind after the evacuations.
Background
	Edward Hillary was the Vice President of Drilling Operations at the multinational Oil Company, Acme. The drilling of the oil rig in the Gulf known as “the Cormorant” had been completed in 2011 and had begun operations in 2012. It was located 50 miles east of Galveston, Texas. After a review of the oil rig infrastructure by a committee, it was found out that the set-screw stabilizer bars were designed to withstand wind speeds of 100mph which was just beneath the Category 3 wind speed. On 18th July 2014, Mr. Hillary received through email, a briefing from the company’s internal compliance department committee. It highlighted the safety and environmental concerns in relation to Acme’s drilling operations in Gulf of Mexico. What mainly concerned committee the most was the stability of the rig and infrastructure. 	According to the Cormorant architectural plans, twice as many set-screws for the struts that aid in holding the up the rig in turbulent waters were to be installed. In a bid to save money, Hillary adjusted the infrastructure and number of screws needed. He overrode the architectural plans since his annual bonus earnings were based on a third of all savings in costs. Hillary also felt safe due to weather risk related loss assessment data which placed the risk of a Category 3 hurricane for the Gulf to be less than 1 percent, 0.0003%. The data was based on an August 2010 memo. Hillary thus did not consider the unpredictability of weather. The minor adjustments saved around $3,000,000. Cormorant was to generate a profit of over a billion dollars.
On September 16th, the hurricane came close to one mile off the Cormorant and within short period of time, infrastructure of rig began weaken due to failure of the structural set-screw installed by Hillary. The result was a collapse of the rig and thus seeping of hundreds of gallons of oil into the Gulf. There was little chance of survival for the security crew members who were left behind to manage the rig when it was being evacuated as the hurricane was a Category 5 and the infrastructure was crumbling. Matt Champion, who had worked at Acme’s oil rigs for six years, was killed when one of the struts supported by the failing set-screws snapped and fell. This raises the question whether the life would have been spared if the architectural plans were not modified. 
	Oil continued spilling even after the storm was over. Mr. Edward Hillary got wind of the destruction that had occurred on September 16th at 7.00 am and assembled his team to formulate ways to reduce the destruction but no one could really provide a good solution. His only concern was to avoid potential liability. 
Negligence
	Negligence is defined as the “Theory of tort recovery involving a legal duty, a breach of duty, proximate cause and injury” (Abadinsky, 2014). This was the first liability and thus Hillary should be charged for it. Hillary did not follow the architectural plans the implementation of the construction project. He also ignored the internal compliance department’s concerns. His aim was to save on costs so as to increase his bonus. 
	Negligence can be proven using four components namely; duty, breach, causation and damages (Abadinsky, 2014). In relation to duty, as the Vice President for drilling operations, ensuring the safety of the staff was Mr. Hillary’s legal duty. Failure to adherence to safety precautions such as installing twice as many set-screws as in the architectural plan was a breach of legal duty. Causation was as a result of Mr. Hillary’s actions of not using the infrastructure plan thus causing injury. Damages included the death of the security worker and the destruction of wildlife. 
Clean Water Act
	The Clean Water Act provides a basic structure in charge of regulating pollutant discharges into waters of the United States and regulating surface waters quality standards (EPA, 2018). The act made it not legal to direct any pollutant to single navigable waters unless a permit was acquired. Mr. Hillary should be charged with failing to adhere to the Clean Water Act. The result of drilling-related wastewater leakages is increased concentration of methane in water supplies, salinity of water and metals in drinking water (Lin, 2015). He should pay a fine for the damage done to the environment.
Involuntary Manslaughter
	Involuntary manslaughter is defined as the unlawful killing of another person unintentionally (Abadinsky, 2014). Mr. Hillary should be tried for involuntary manslaughter for death of Mr. Champion. Mr. Hillary’s amendment to the architectural plan is what led to the death of Matt. The extra set-screws might have prevented the strut from falling and killing the worker. Mr. Edward Hillary’s bad judgment led the unintended death of Mr. Champion. In most states, if convicted, one may serve prison sentences between 5-10 years. 
Restitution
	Noteworthy, the water source and the wildlife were sources of livelihood to some individuals. Some businesses relied on the source’s productivity whether directly or indirectly. The oil spill affected the source itself, wildlife and the whole ecosystem. Individuals who depend on the source for a living were greatly impacted by this. Mr. Hillary should, therefore, pay dependents for the damage caused. Low productivity and unemployment may be some of the effects of the oil spillage (Gill et al., 2011). The 20 million gallons of oil spilled lead to the destruction of beaches. The beaches provided sources of income to some of the residents. The result was many families losing their businesses. Companies involved in commercial fishing were colossally affected. The tourism industry was also affected. This was due the destruction of various tourist destinations. Boat operators and hotels also felt the pinch. It is also important to know that the impact of the spill not only affected close residents but also those living further away. The disruption in the supply of fish affected its price. Spillage also affects sustainability of resources. This means that the impact may also be felt in the future.
Health Risks
The spill will affect the health of some residents of the Gulf region. Others may be affected directly by coming into contact with the chemicals. Indirect impacts may also be felt. This may happen when residents, for a long time, consume marine products that are contaminated. The impact may be known after a long period of time. This may lead to job losses and reliance on medical aid. It is therefore vital that the company make legal agreements to compensate residents who may develop health complications as a result of the spill. The cleaning of the water source may take a long time. Thus, the agreement should also be extended to the workers involved in the clean-up process.
Preventable Measures
	There seems to be inadequacy of present legal framework in preventing oil spillage disasters. Proactivity is very essential in deterring oil spillage as opposed to the reactive nature greatly witnessed (Powers, 2011). Big Oil company executives such as Mr. Hillary should be more liable. He did not consider preventable measures to minimize the occurrence of the situation as he had a greater concern with enriching himself and the company.
The presence of more reactive than proactive preventable measures makes it harder to achieve justice (Gill et al., 2011). It is important to examine why remedies provided by common law are insufficient in combating environmental damage. It is also essential to come up with ideas on how big oil companies can be best policed and incentivized to operate within the regulations. 
Noteworthy, companies operate in areas occupied with wildlife and should not need incentives to operate with care for the environment. Sustainability is vital to ensure resources are well preserved for future generations. 
In conclusion, this essay vividly discussed the worst environmental disaster in history of the United States. The occurrence was as a result of the Category 5 hurricane that hit the rig. 
Negligence by Mr. Edward Hillary, the Vice President of Drilling operations at Acme, led to colossal damage. The set-screw installed could only withstand wind speed of up to 100mph which was just below Category 3 hurricane. He grossly underestimated the intensity of the hurricane. Therefore, Mr. Edward Hillary should be tried for the crime of negligence.  He should also be charged with involuntary murder for the death of Matt Champion. Furthermore, he should pay for restitution for the damage done to people’s livelihood as well as the environment. It is also essential for the company to make a legal agreement to compensate residents for any health risks that may occur, whether long-term or short term. The same agreement should also be extended to the employees cleaning after the spill. It is also recommended that proactive rather than reactive methods be emphasized and applied when dealing with oil spills.
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