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resistance properties equal to those of
bronze. R .
* * k3 ‘ * ®

7. Section 193.10-10 is amended by re-
vising paragraph (K) (4) .as follows:

§193.10-~10 Fire hydrants and hose.

(K) x % %

(4) Each section of-fire hose installed
or replaced after 1 July 1976, must be
Iined commercial fire hose that conforms
to Underwriter's ILaboratories, Inc.
Standard 19 or Federal Specification
ZZ-H-451E. Hose that bears the Label of
Underwriter's Laboratories, Inc. as lined
fire hose is accepted as conforming ito
this requirement. Each section of fire
hose used after January 1, 1980 must
conform to the specification required by
this paragraph. o

Dated: September 17, 1975. .

J. V. CAFFREY,
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Act=

ing Chief, Office of Merchant
Marine Safety.

[FR Doc.75~25241 Flled 9-22~75;8:45 am]

Materials Transportation Bureau
: [49CFR Part195]
[OPSO Docket No. OPSO-35; Notice No. 76-4]

TRANSPORTATION OF LIQUIDS BY
PIPELINE

Offshore Pipeline Facilities

The safety standards in Part 195 of
Title 49 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions govern the transportation by pipe-
line in interstate and foreign commerce
of petroleum< petroleum products and
various other hazardous materials. Part
195 presently apples to both onshore
and offshore pipelines.

Exploration and development of petro-
leum resources in offshore areas are cur-
rently being expanded to meet increased
energy needs. Additionially, plans for the
construction of deepwater ports on the
Outer Continental Shelf are heing de-
veloped. In view of these developments
the Materials Transportation Bureau
(MTB) is considering amending the fol-
lowing sections of Part 195 to more clear-
ly delineate the applicability of Part 195
to offshore liquid pipelines and to better
assure the safe operation of such pipe-
lines:

Section 195.1. Paragraph (b)(4) of
§195.1 presently excludes gathering
- Ilnes in rural areas from the applicability
of Part 195. Gathering lines are pipe-
lines which transport a commodity from
a production facility to a trunkline re-~
ception point. MTB proposes to amend
$ 195.1(b) (4) to make it .clear that off-
shore gathering lines are within the
coverage of Part 195. A significant per-
centage of existing offshore pipelines are
gathering lines. MTB believes that safety

requires the regulation of offshore gath- "

ering lines because of the greater likeli-
hood of defects attributable to their
Jbeing more difficult to install, monitor,
maintain and repair than onshore gath-
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ering lines. Additionally, many 'offshore
gathering lines are in areas where they
are exposed to various kinds of vessel
traffic and fishing operations. Moreover,
the potential damage due to spillage
from an offshore gathering line is great-
er than from an onshore gathering line
because of the greater difficulty in locat-
ing and containing a spill from an off-
shoreline.

Section 195.2. The term “offshore” as
presently defined in § 195.2 means geney-
ally the areas off the coastline of the
United States. MTB proposes to amend
the definition of “offshore” to mean the
area covered by the ‘““outer continental

shelf” and the “lands beneath navigable -

waters” as those ‘terms are respectively
defined in the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331) and the Sub-
merged Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1301). The
proposed definition of “offshore” estab-

-lishes the outer margin of the continental

shelf as one of the boundaries of an off-
shore area and includes inland navigable
bodies of water such as the Mississippi
River. MTB believes that many pipelines
crossing inland navigable bodies of water
should be. subject to many of the same
requirements as pipelines crossing coastal
waters because of the similarity of oper-
ating conditions. At the same time, in
developing the amendments proposed
hereinafter MTB has taken into account
the fact that many inland waters do not
pose the same operating problems as
coastal waters. All areas not included
within this proposed definition of “off-
shore” would be within the meaning of
the term “onshore” as it is used in the
proposed amendments.

Sections 195.106 and 195.128. MTB pro-
poses to add a new .paragraph (b) to
§ 195.128 to require that a design factor
of 0.50 or less be used in the design for-
mula set forth in § 195.106 for offshore
pipelines located on and within a 300~
foot radius of an offshore platform. Sec~
tion 195.106 presently requires a general
design factor of 0.72 or less for all pipe-
lines. MTB proposes to amend that sec-
tion to reflect the proposed 0.50 design
factor for pipelines on and near an off-
shore platform. MTB believes that a more
stringent design factor resulting in in-
creased wall thickness is-justified because
of the need to protect against the poten-,

. tial for greater stresses in pipelines on

or near offshore platforms and because
of the increased concentration of oper-
ating and maintenance personnel and
equipment on an offshore platform.
Sections 195.230 and 195.232. M'TB pro-
poses to amend § 195.230 to permit repair
of wellls on offshore pipelines being laid
from a lay barge as long as the welds are
made in accordance with established

written welding procedures that produce'

sound ductile welds pursuant to § 195.214,
Section 195.230 presently prohibits repair
of a weld if there are cracks in the weld
or if the weld was previously repaired.
1t is additionally proposed that § 195.232
be amended to except offshore pipelines
from the requirement that a weld must
be rempved whenever it contains one or

more cracks or when it is unacceptable
under § 195.228 and has not been or s not
permitted to be repaired. MTB recognizes
the many problems that may arise during
the removal of welds from a pipelino
being installed offshore from a lay barge.
These problems include loss of tension in
the pipe string, barge motion, proper
alignment, and limited access to the weld
Joint. Considering the possibilities of
damage to the pipe string, reduced weld
quality, and the potential personnel haz«
ards associated with the removal of pipo
welds on board a lay barge, MTB belleves
that permitting the additional repair of
welds in accordance with applicable weld«
ing procedures permitted by the proposed
amendments is justified.

» Section 195.234. Section 195.234 pres-
ently provides for the nondestructive
testing of pipeline welds. Paragrabh (e)
(1) of §195.234 presently requires that
100 percent of the girth welds be non-
destructively tested in any location
where loss of commodity could reason= .
ably be expected to pollute bodies of
water. MTB proposes to amend parie-
graph (e) (1) to explicitly require that
100 percent of the girth welds on pipos
lines located In offshore sreas be non-
destructively tested. The proposed
amendment will continue to require the
nondestructive testing of all girth welds
on pipelines In any body of water which
is not an offshore area but in which a
loss of commodity could reasonably be
expected to pollute the body of water.
MTB believes that the nondestructive
testing of all girth welds in such areas is
justified by the obvious difficulties en-
countered in the repair of girth welds
once they have been submerged, and by
the difficulty of containing a spill from a
submerged pipeline.

Sections 195.238 and 195.242. MTB pro-
poses-to amend § 195.238 to provide that
a pipeline component may not be sub-
merged unless it has an external protec«
tive coating in accordance with the
standards set forth in §195.238. MTB
proposes to amend § 195.242 to provide
that a cathodic protection system must
be Installed for all submerged pipelines
to mitigate corrosion that might result
in structural failure. Sections 195.238 and
195.242 presently require only burled
pipelines to comply with their external
coating and cathodic protection require-
ments. Under the proposed amendment
of §195.248 certain offshore submerged
pipelines need not be burled. The pro~
posed amendment of §§195.238 and
195.242 are Intended to make it clear
that sybmerged but unburied pipelines
still have to comply with external coat«
ing and cathodic protection require-
ments.

Section 195.246. MTB proposes to add
a8 new paragraph (b) to §195.246 to re-
quire offshore pipelines in water depths
of 200 feet or less to be installed so thaf
the top of the pipeline is below tho
natural bottom. This proposed require-
ment would not apply, if unstable sofl
conditions would expose the pipeline to
greater external forces than would occur

/



. by Iaying the pipeline on the natural

bottom, or if the pipeline is otherwise
appropriately protected. In general, off-
shore pipelines installed in water less
than 200 feet in depth are placed bhelow
the natural bottom to comply with trawl-
ing interest requests. Also, hurricanes
have-damaged.- pipelines that were not
ditched in water depths up to 175 feet.
The installation of- pipelines below the
natural bottom heyond the 200-foot water
depth does not appear warranted from &
cost and safety standpoint.

Section 195.248. Section 195.248 pres-

" ently designates certain cover require-

ments for pipelines in various locations.
MTB proposes to amend §195.248 by

. adding a new paragraph (b) explicitly

designating cover requirements for off-

. shore pipelines. MTB proposes to require

" a minimum of 48 inches of cover be-

tween the top of the pipe and the natural
bottom for offshore submerged pipelines
located in a river, stream, harbor or
deepwater port safety zone. (A deep-
_water port safety zone means the safety
"zone established around a deepwater
port as determined by the Secretary of
Transportation in accordanece with sec-
tion 10(d) of the Deepwater Port Act of
1974 (33 U.S.C. 1506).) For other off-

- shore areas MTB proposes to require a

minimum of 36 inches of cover for off-
shore pipelines installed under water
less than 12 feet deep as measured from

. the mean low tide in tidal waters or from

the mean low watermark in nontidal
waters. The proposed .new paragraph
(b) ; like the present paragraph (a), al-

-lows less cover than the minimum re-

q'uired if it is impractical to provide the
minimum cover and additional equiva-
lent protection is provided.

MTB believes that a 48-inch cover re-
quirement is justified in rivers or streams
because of the underwater currents that
have the potential for eroding the river
_or stream bottom. MTB also believes
" that a 48-inch cover requirement is jus-
tified In harbors and deepwater port

o safety zones because of the heavy ship-

ping traffic in such areas which could
result in dredging activities and heavy
anchor droppings. MTB -believes that
8 minimum 36-inch cover requirement
for ofishore pipelines in depths of 12
feet or less except in rivers, streams,
harbors, and deépwater port safety zones
is a reasonable safety requirement to
protect other users of these relatively
near shore offshore areas and to protect
the pipelines from external damage. The
proposed cover requirements are con-
sistent with the present standards of the

. U.S.Army Corps of Engineers.

Section 195.258. MI'TB proposes to add
a new paragraph ¢b) to § 195.258 to re-
quire that each submerged offshore valve
be marked or located by conventional
survey techniques to facilitate quick lo-
cation when operation of the valve is
required. MTB recognizes that it may
be impractical to physically mark each
offshore valve and proposes to allow off-
shore valves to be alternatively located
by the use of conventional survey tech-
niques such as triangulation to facilitate

the quicklocation of offshore valves.
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Section 195.260. Section 185.2G60 re-
quires the installation of pipecline valves
at certain locations. MTB proposes to
amend paragraph (c¢) to require the in-
stallation of valves at Jocations on pipe-
lines in offshore areas that will minimize
damage or pollution in offshore areas.
Existing paragraph (c) refers only to
the prevention of damage by the appro-
priate location of valves in-open country
and near populated areas.

Section 195.306. Section 195.306 pres-
ently allows liquid petroleum to be used

_as a test medium in pipelines if certain

conditions are met. Because of the diffi-
culties arising from the location and con-
tainment of a spill resulting from a test-
ing failure on underwater pipelines, MTB
proposes to amend paragraph (b) of
§195.306 to prohibit the use of liquid
petroleum as a test medivm in offshore
pipelines.

Section 195.410. Section 195.410 estab-
lishes requirements for the marking of
Hquid pipelines. MTB propases to add a
new paragraph (e) to §195.410 to re-

* quire that pipe risers on offshore plat-

forms be marked to protect them from
damage by vessels. Since the markers are
intended fo warn vessel operators of & po-
tential danger they are constructed ac-
cording to a format generally understood
by vessel operators. One widely adopted
format for alds to navigation is the Uni-
form State Waterway Marking System
(USWMS) which is set forth in 33 CFR
66.10. The proposed amendment regulat-
ing the marking of risers on offshore
platiorms conforms to the USWMS. The
intended effect of the marking require-
ment is not to supersede similar require-
ments of the U.S. Coast Guard or ths
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers but to be
compatible with them. Thus, where a
marker is required on a riser on zn off-
shore platform or deepwater port facil-
ity by .either of these agencies, a single
slgn that complies with the proposed

-§ 195.410(e) can be used. The sign must

be rectangular with edges colored inter-
national ordnge. Black block lctterson a
white background must be used to warn
-of the danger from anchoring hecause of
the pipeline risers and to give the name
and telephone number of the carrier. The
sign must be visible in overcast daylight
from vessels that may damage or inter-
fere with the pipeline risers.

Section 195.412. Paragraph (b) in
§ 195.412 presently excepts offshore pipe-
lines from the requirement that carriers
‘must inspect at least once every 5 years
each crossing’under a navigable water-
way to determine the cordition of the
crossing. Because of the difficulties in-
volved in locating, containing and re-
pairing leaks from offshore pipelines,
MTB believes that offshore pipelines
should be inspected more frequently so
that preventive actlon can be taken to
correct unsafe conditions. MTB proposes
to revise paragraph (b) by adding a new
requirement that offshore pipelines be
inspected at intervals not exceeding one
year.

Section 195.416. Paragraph (a) of
$195.416 requires carrlers to conduct
tests at intervals not exceeding 12

months on underground pipellnes that
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are cathodically protected to determine
whether the protection is adequate. Sinee
leaks caused by corrosion as well as other
leaks from offshore pipelines are more
difficult to locate, contain,” and repair
than leaks from onshore pipelines, MTB
proposes to amend paragraph (a) to re-
quire the testing of cathodically pro-
tected offshore pivelines at intervals not
exceeding 6 months.

In consideration of the foregoing MTB
proposes to amend Part 195 of Title 49 of
the Code of Federal Regulations as sef
forth below:

1. In §195.1, paragraph (b) (4) wonld
be amended to read as foBows:

§195.1 Scope.

(b) o s &

(4) Except for Subpart B of this part,
transportation of petroleum in anshore
pipelines in rural areas between a pro-
duction facility and a carrier’s trunkline
reception point. )

2. In §195.2, the definition of “off-
shore” would be revised to read as fol-
lows:

“Offshore” means the area-covered by
the “outer continental shelf” and the
“lands beneath navigable waters” as
those terms are respectively defined in
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act
(43 US.C. 1331) and the Submerged
Lands Act (43 U.S.C.1301) ;

3. In §195.106, paragraph (a) would
be amended to read as follows:

§195.106 Internal dosizn pressuxe.

(a) Internal deslgn pressure for the
pipe In a pipeline iIs determined in aec-
cordanee with the following formuls:

2 St
=——XEXF
D

=Internszl design pressm-c iz rounds per
square inch gauge.
=Ylold sirength In pounds per sguare inch
determined In accordance with para-
graph (b) of this cection.
=Nominal wall thickness of the pive In
inches. It this Is unknown, it is Qeter-
mined in accordance with paragraph
(c) of this cection.
=Nominal outside diameter or the pipe In
inches. .
E=Seam Jjoint factor determined in accord-
ance with paragraph (e) of thiscection.
=Except as provided in § 195.128, a design
factor of. 0.72, except that 2 design
factor of 0.54 1s uced for pipe that has
been cold worked to meet the specified
minimum yleld strength and is subse-
quently héated, other than by welding
to 600° F. or more.

4. In § 195.128, the existing first para-
graph would be desiznated as paragraph

(a) and a new paragraph (b) would be
added to read as follows:

§ 195.128 Station piping.

- . - T g -

(b) A design factor of 0.50 or less must
be used in the design formula set forth

’

In §195.106, for pipelines located on an

offshore platform and within 300 feet
measured horizontally from an offshore

platform. )

5. In §195.230, the existing introdue-
tory text would be amended and desig-
nated as paragraph (a), existing para-
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graphs (a), (b), and (¢} would be re~
designeted as paragraphs (a) (1), (a) (2),
and (a) (3), and a new paragraph (b)
would be added to read as follows:

§195.230 Weclds: Repair of defects.

(a) Except as provided in paragraph
(b) of this section, & weld that is found
unacceptable under § 195.228 may not
be repaired unless—

(1) There are no cracks 1n the Weld'

(2) The segment of the weld to be re-
paired was not previously repaired; and

(3) The weld is inspected .after repair
to assure its acceptability.

(b) In the case of offshore pipelines, a
weld on a pipeline being installed from a
lay barge may be repaired if the repalr
is made In accordance with established
written welding procedures that have
been tested under §195.214 to assure
that they will produce sound ductile
welds. ‘

6. Section 195.232 would be amended
to read as follows:

§195.232 Welds: Removal of defects.

Except for offshore pipelines being
laid from a lay barge, a cylinder of the
pipe containing the weld must be re-
moved and the ends rebeveled when-
ever—

(a) The weld contains one or more
cracks;

(b) The weld is not acceptable under
§ 195.228 and is not repaired; or
. (c) The weld was repdired and the

repair did not meet the requirements of
" § 195.228.

7. § 195.234, paragraph (e) (1) would
be amended to read as follows:

§195.234 Welds: Nondestructive test«
ing and retention of testing records

(e) * & %

(1) In offshore areas and at anyloca~
tlon where a loss of commodity could
reasonably be expected to pollute any
stream, river, lake, reservoir, or other
body of water which is not an offshore

area. . .
8. In §195.238, paragraphs (a) and
(b) would be amended to read as follows:

§ 195.238 Extcrnal coating.

(a) No pipeline system component
may be buried or submerged unless that
component has an external protective
coating that— )

(1) Is designed to mitigate corrosion
of the buried or submerged component;

(2) Has sufficient adhesion to the
metal surface to prevent underfilm
migration of moisture;

(3) Is' sufficiently ductile fo resist
cracking;

(4) Has enough sirength to resist
damage due to handling and soil stress;
and

(5) Supports any supplementa.l ca-
thodic protection.

In addition, if an insulating-type coat-
Ing is used it must have low moisture
absorption and provide high electrical
resistance.

(b) All pipe coating must be inspected
just prior to lowering the pipe into the
ditch or submerging the pipe in offshore
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waters and any damage discovered musb
be repaired.
9. In 4 195.242, paragraph (a) would

- be amended to read as follows:

§195.242 Cathodic protection system.

(8) A cathodic protection system must
be installed for all buried or submerged
facilities to mitigate corrosion that
might result in structural failure. A test
procedure must be developed to deter-
mine whether adequate cathodic protec-
tion has been achieved.

* £ 4 *® * »

10. In § 195.246, the existing first par-
agraph would be designated as para-
graph (a) and a new paragraph (b)
would be added to read as follows:

§195 246 Inslallauon of pxpe in a’

* o * * *

(b) Unless otherwise appropriately
protected, all offshore pipe in water
depths of 200 feet or less, as measured
from the mean low tide in tidal waters
or from the mean low watermark in non-
tidal waters, must be installed so that the
top of the pipe is below the natural
bottom except where unstable soil condi-
tions would expose the pipeline to greater
external forces than would occur by lay-

ing the pipeline on the natural bottom.

11. In §195.248, existing paragraph
(b) would be redesignated as paragraph
(c), paragraph (a) would be amended
and e new paragraph (b) would be added
toread asfollows:.

§195.248 Cover over buried pipcline.

(a) Unless specifically -exempted in
this subpart, all onshore pipe must be
buried so that it is below the level of
cultivation. Except as provided in para-
graph (c¢) of this section, the pipe must
be installed so that the cover between the
top of the pipe and the ground level or
road bed, as applicable, complies with the
following table:

>
Cover (inches) .
For For

normal rock
excavation excavation!

Location

Industrial, commercial, and

residential areas. . _....._. 35 30
Drainage dntches at pnbllc .

roads and railroads....--- 38
Any other area. coacecee.--- 18

88

1 Rock ezcavation is any excavation that requires
blastmg or removal by equivu]ent meaus

(b) Except as provided in paragraph
(c) of this section, all offshore pipe in~-
stalled under water less than 12 feet

deep, as measured from the mean low
tide in tidal waters or from the mean low-
watermark in nontidal waters, must have
a minimum cover of 36 inches between
the top of the pipe and the natural bot-
tom except that all offshore pipe in-
stalled under water of any depth in a
river, stream, harbor or deepwater port
safety zone (as defined in the Deepwater
Port Act of 1974 (33 U.S.C. 1502)) must
have a minimum cover of 48 inches be-

tween the top of the pipe and the natural
bottom.

- L] * ] .

12, In § 195.258, the existing first parn«

- graph would be designated as paragraph

(a) and a new paragraph (b) would bo
added to read as follows:
§195.258 Valves: General.

* - - L} L]

(b) Each submerged offshore valve
shall be marked or located by conven-
tlonal survey techniques to facilitato
quick location when operation of the
valve is required. '

13. In § 195.260, paracraph (¢) would
be amended to read os follows:

§195.260 Valves: Location,

- * L] * .

(c) On each mainline at locations
along the pipeline sysfem that will minie
mize damage or pollution from accl- .
dental liguid discharge, as appropriate
for the terrain in open country, for off«
shore areas, or for populated areas.

14. In § 195.306, paragraph (b) would
be amended to read as follows:

§195.306 :I‘cst medium,

. It ] - .

(b) Except for offshore plpelines, g~
uid petroleum that does not vaporize rap-
idly may be used as the test medium if—

(1) The entire pipeline section under
test is outside of cities and other popu~
lated areas;

(2) Each building within 300 feet of
the test section is unoccupied while the
test pressure is equal to or greater than
o pressure which produces a hoop stress
of 50 percent of specified minimum yleld
strength;

(3) The test section is kept under sur-
veillance by regular patrols during the
test; and

(4) Continuous communication I3
maintained along entire test section.

15. In § 195.410, a new paragraph (e)
would be added to read as follows:

§195.410 Line markers.

» - °® * -

(e) In the case of offshore pipelines,
each riser on an offshore platform that
is exposed to damage by marine traffle
must be identified by a marker having
the following characteristics: -

(1) A sign, rectangular in'shape, with
a narrow strip along each edge colored
international orange and the area be-
tween lettering on the sign end boundary
strips colored white.

(2) Written on the sign in block style,
black letters—

‘(i) The word “Warning,” “Coution,” or
“Danger” followed by the words “Do Nob
Anchor or Moor” and the words “Petro-
leum Pipeline;” and

(i) The name of the carrier and the
telephone number (ncluding area code)
where the carrier can be reached at all
times.

(3) In overcast daylight, the sign is
visible and the writing required by (e) (2)
(1) of this section is legible from ap-
proaching or passing vessels that may
damage or interfere with the pipecline.
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16. In §195.412, the section heading
and paragraph (b) would be revised to
read as follows:

§195.412 Imspection of rx"hls—of-way
and offshore pipclines.
> * * 'S -

(b) Each carrier shall, at intervals not
exceeding one year, inspect each offshore
pipeline to determine whether its con-
dition is safe.

17. In § 195.416, paragraph (a) would
be amended to read as fonows

§195.416 External corrosion control.

(2) Each underground onshore pipe-
line that is under cathodic protection
must be tested at intervals not exceeding
12 months and each offshore pipeline
that is under cathodic protection must
be tested at intervals nof exceeding 6
months to determine whether the pro-
tection is adequate.

Interested persons are invited to par-
ticipate in this rule-making action by

submitting such written data, views, or

arguments as they may desire. Commu-
nications should identify the regulatory
docket and notice numbers and be sub-
mitted in duplicate to the Acting Direc-
tor, Office of Pipeline Safety Operations,
Department of Transportation, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20590.

All communications received by Octo-
ber 20, 1975, will be considered by the
* Director of MTB before taking finsal
-action on the notice. Late filed comments
will be considered so far as practicable.
All comments will be available for ex-
amination by interested persons at the
Office of Pipeline Safety Operations,
Room 6226, 2100 Second Street SW.,
Washington, D.C., hefore and after the
closing date for comments. The proposal
contained in this notice may be changed
In the light of comments received.

In commenting on the proposed defini-
tion of.ihe term “offshore,” interested
persons should carefully consider the
various -situations in which pipelines
would by definition be “offshore” pipe-~
lines. MTB requests comments on
whether any of the amendments pro-
posed herein should be changed because
pipeliné facilities in rivers, bays and
other similar protected inland waters are
not designed, constructed, operated, and
. maintained in substantially the same
way as pipelines on. the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf and in the territorial seas
off the coast of the United States.

Proposed effective dale. MTB rtec-
ognizes that the liquid pipeline industry
will need a reasonable period of time in
which to comply with some of the pro-
posed amendments” for offshore liquid
pipelines. MTB anticipates that the pro-
posed amendments relating to offshore
pipelines will become effective in early
19%6. If there are any proposed amend-
ments in this notice with which the in-
dustry needs a long lead time in which
to reasonably comply, persons should
identify the proposed amendment, state
why & longer lead time is needed, and
state a reasonable time needed for com-
pliance.

This notice Is issued under the author-
ity of sections 831-835.of title 18, United
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States Code, section 6(e) (4 of the De-
partment of Transportation Act (49
U.8.C. 1655(e) (4)), § 1.64 of the Regula-
tions of the OMce of the Secretary of
Transportation (49 CFR 1.64), and the
redelegation of authority to t.he Director,
Office of Pipeline Safety Operations, set
forth in Appendix A to Part 102 of the
Regulations of the Office of the Director,
Materials Transportation Bureau (49
CFR Part 102).

Issued in Washington, D.C,, on Sep-
tember 17, 1975.
Cesar DreLrox,

Acting Director,
Office of Pipeline Safety Operations.

[FR Doc.76-25230 Filed 9-22-75;8:45 am]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[ 14 CFR Part 2311

24A; Docket No. 27005; Dated:
Eeptember 18, 1875]

TRANSPORTATION OF MAIL; MAIL SCHED-
ULES; AUTOMATION OF FLIGHT SCHED-
ULE INFORMATION

‘Termination of Rule Making Froceeding

Under Part 231 of the Board’s Eco-
nomic Regulations (14 CFR Part 231)
flight schedule information is submitted
to the Board in the form of loose-leaf
pages of prescribed size, Data submitted
in this conventional hard-copy form can
of course be converted into machine-
readable form. Recently we decided to
consider the possibility of modernizing
our system for collecting fiight schedule
data by completely climinating the use
of conventional hard-copy filings, and
requiring instead that carrlers file this
data in machine-readable form only.

Thus, by Notice of Proposed Rule Mak-
ing EDR~279, dated September 30, 1974
(Doeket 27065) and published at 39 FR
350676 dated October 3, 1974, the Board

[EDR-27

-gave notice that it had under considera-

tion an gmendment to Part 231 to re-
quire that flight schedule Information
could only be filed with the Board an
magnetic tape, so that we could elimi-
nate the step of converting filed pages
into machine-readable form. The pro-
posal was also designed, incidentally, to
facilitate achieving uniformity among
the carriers in their reporting of flight
schedule information to the Board. Rec-
ognizing that some of the smaller car-
riers might not have access to automatic
data processing equipment, EDR-279 in-
dicated that we would grant necessary
relief by waliver, so as to enable such car-
riers to continue to submit fiight sched-
ule information in conventional form.

Comments in response to the notice
were submitted by ten certificated route
air carriers® and The Reuben H. Don-
nelly Corporation.

1 Allegheny Airlines, Inc; American Alr-
lines, Inc,; Delta Alr Lines, Inc.; Eastern Alr
Lines, Inc,; Kodink-Western Alaska Alrlines,
Inc.; Northwest Alrlines, Inc.; Ozark Alr
Lines, Inc; Pan American World Alrways,
Inc,; Trans World Afrlines, Inc,; and United
Alr Lines, Inc,

43743

Upon {urther consideration of this
matter, we have decided that it would
be premature to adopt the proposal at
this time.

Singce it now appears that we can mth—
out a great deal of dificulty receive re-
liable, timely and uniform computerized
flight schedule information, despite the
fact that fllings under Part 231 are made
in hardcopy form, there appears to be.no
adequate justification to insist that, sub-
ject to walver, all carriers must file this
information on magnetic tape. Moreover,
to the extent that the proposed rule
was designed to improve uniformity in
the filght schedule information being re-
ported, we have concluded that there
may be no need to amend the rute to
achieve such uniformity, and that we
should first try to accomplish this objeec-
tive through informal means.

Accordingly, the Board hereby ter-

minates the rule making proceeding in’

Docket 27065.

(Section 204(a), of the Federal Aviation Act,
as amended; 72 Stat. 743; 49 US.C. 1324)

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[seaL] Epwin Z. HOLLAND,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-25310 Plled 9-22-75;8:45 am}

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

[16CFR Part 1014 ]
PRIVACY ACT

Proposed Policies and Procedures Imple-
menting the Privacy Act of 1974

Correction

In FR Doc. '16-23274 appearing on page
42025 in the issue of Wednesdsy, Sep-
tember 10, 1975, make the following eor-
rection: In § 1014.12 (a) (3) om page
42028, the first two lines fa column one
should be omitted.

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION
[ 17 CFRPart 2401
[Rel. No. 11656; Pile No. 87-573]
NET CAPITAL REQUIREMENTS TO MUNiC-

, IPAL SECURITIES DEALERS AND SPE-

CIALISTS
Extension of Comment Period

In Securities Exchange Act Release
No. 11561 (July 30, 1975) ; 40 FR 29795,
the Commission solicited the views of
all interested parties with regard fo (1)
any special problems which may be
unique to brokers or dealers in municipal
securitles In anticipation of their be-
coming subject to Rule 15¢3-1 on Decem-
ber 1, 1975, and (2), the appropriate cap-
ital requirements for specialists, includ-
ing market makers, specialists and regis-
tered traders in options who do not deal
with the public and who are not clearing -
members of the Options Cleaﬁng Corpo-
ration.

The Commission has received requests
that the comment period be extended so

that interested persons may have addi-

tional time in which to present their
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