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51 SW 1st Avenue, Miami, Florida 33130.
Each person submitting comments should
include his name and address, identify
the bridge, and give reasons for any
recommended change in the proposal.
Coples of all written communications
received will be available for examina-
tion by interested persons at the office
of the Commander, Seventh Coast Guard
District.

The Commander, Seventh Coast Guard
District, will forward any comments re-
ceived before May 20, 1974, with his rec-
ommendations to the Chief, Office of Ma--
rine Environment and Systems, who will
evaluate all communications received and
take fingl action on this proposal. The
proposed regulations may be changed in
the light of comments received.

In consideration of the foregoing, it
is proposed that 33 CFR Part 117 be
amended by revising § 117.463 to read as
follows:

§117.463 DManatee River, Fla.; U.S.
Route 41 drawbridge near Braden-
ton.

(a) The draw shall open on signal
from 6 a.m. to 7 a.m. and 9 a.m. {o 4 p.m.

(b) The draw need not open for the
passage of vessels from 7 a.m. to 9 a.m.
and 4 p.m. to 6 p.m.

(¢) From 6 p.m. to 6 a.m. the draw
shall open on signal if at least three
hours notice is given.

(d) The draw shall open on signal
from 6 a.m. to 6 p.m. for the passage of
public vessels of the United States, tugs
with tows and vessels in distress. From
8 p.m. to 6 a.m. the draw shall open as
soon as possible for the passage of such
vessels. The opening signal from such
vessels is four blasts of a whistle or horn
or by shouting.

(e) During a hurricane alert issued
by the United States Weather Bureau
affecting the area the draw shall open
on signal.

(f) The owner of or agency controlling
the bridge shall conspicuously post no-
tices containing the substance of these
regulations, both upstream and down-
stream, on the bridge or elsewhere, in
such a manner that they may be easily
read at all times from an approaching
vessel. .
(Sec. 5, 28 Stat. 362, as amended; sec. 6(g)
(2), 80 Stat. 937 (33 US.0. 499; 49 U.S.C.
1656(g) (2)); 49 CFR 146(c)(6), 33 CFR
1.05-1(c) (4))

Dated: April 15, 1974,
R. I. PRICE,
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Dep~
uty Chief, Office of Marine
Environment and Systems, By
direction of the Commandant.

{FR Do0¢.74-9128 Filed 4-19-74;8:45 am]

Federal Aviation Administration
[14CFRPart71]
[Alrspace Docket No. 7T4-EA-25]

PROPOSED ALTERATION OF CONTROL
ZONE AND TRANSITION AREA

Notice of Proposed Rule Making

‘The Federal Aviation Administration
i5 considering amending §§ 71.171 and
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71.181 of Part 71 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations so as to alter the Erle, Pa.,
Conftrol Zone (39 FR 378) and Transition
Ares (39 FR 488).

‘We plan to commission a new instru-
ment landing system (@QLS) to serve
Runway 24 at Erie International Air-
port, Pa. A new procedure is in devel-
opment based on the ILS. Additionally,
a review of the airspace requirements of
the Erle terminal area for conformance
with Terminal Instrument Procedures
(TERPs) indicates that alteration of the
Erie, Pa. Control Zone and 700-foot floor
‘Transition Area will be required. '

Interested parties may submit such
written date or views as they may de-
sire. Communications should be sub-
mitted in triplicate to the Director,
Eastern Region, Attn: Chief, Air Trafic
Division, Department of Transportation,
Federal Aviation Administration, Fed-
eral Building, John F. Kennedy Inter-
national Airport, Jamaica, New York
11430. All communications received on
or before May 13, 1974, will be considered
before action is taken on the proposed
amendment. No hearing is contemplated
at this time, but arrangements may be
made for informal conferences with Fed~
eral Aviation Administration officials by
contacting the Chief, Airspace and Pro-
cedures Branch, Eastern Region.

Any data or views presented during

such conferences must also be submitted
in writing in accordance with this notice
in order to become part of the record
for consideration. "The proposal con-
tained in this notice may be changed in
the light of comments received.
" The official docket will be available
for examination by interested parties
at the Office of Regional Counsel, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Federal
Building, John F. Kennedy Interna-
tional Airport, Jamaica, New York.

The Federal Aviation Administration,
having completed & review of the air-
space requirements for the ferminal
area of Erie, Pennsylvania, proposes the
airspace action hereinafter set forth:

1. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71, Federal
Aviation Regulations so as to delete the
description of the Erie, Pennsylvania
control zone and substituting the fol-
lowing in lieu thereof:

ERIE, PENNSYLVANIA

Within a 5-mfile radius of the center, 1at,
42°04°63'* N., long. 80°10°43’* W. of Eerie In-
ternational Airport, Erie, Pa.; within a 6-
mile radius area of the center of the airport,
extending clockwise from a 060° bearing to
& 235° bearing from the afrport; within a
9.5 mile radius of the center of the sair-
port, extending clockwise from a 090° bear-
Ing to 176° bearing from the airport; within
3.6 miles each side of the Erie ILS localizer
NE course extending from the 5-mile radius
area to 8 miles NE of the OM.

2. Amend §71.181 of Part 71, Federal
Aviation Regulations so as to delete the
description of the Erie, Pennsylvania
700-foot floor transition area and by
substituting the following in leu
thereof:

ER1E, PENNSYLVANIA

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within an 8.5 mile
radius of the center, 1at. 42°04'53’* N., long.

80010%43’* W. of Erie Internationnl Airport,
Erle, Pa.; within a 15,56 milo radius of tho
center of the alrport extending oclookwiso
from a 074° bearing to & 221° bearing from
the Afrport; within 4 mliles ench skio of the
Erle ILS localizer S8W course, extending from
the 8.5-mile radius area to 11 miles SW of
the OM; within § miles each sido of the Erlo
VORTAC 0564° radial extending from tho 8.6
mile radius area to 23.6 miles NE of tho
VORTAC,

=« This amendment is proposed under
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation
Act of 1958 (12 Stat. 749; 40 U.S.C.
1348) and section 6(c) of the Department
c(:f)'s”t‘ransportation Act (49 U.S.C. 16566
c)).

Issued in Jamaica, N.¥,, on April 3,
1974.
James Bisro,
Deputy Director,
Eastern Reglon.,
[FR Doc.74-9074 Filed 4-10-74;8:46 am]

Office of Pipeline Safety
[49CFRPart192]
[Docket No. OP3-2T; Notice T4-2]
PLASTIC PIPE
Qualification for Use

The Office of Pipeline Safety (OPS)
is considering several amendments to
Part 192 concerning qualifications for use
of plastic pipe: Amendments to Appen-
dices A and B would incorpornte by
reference the 1970 and 1971 edltions of
the American Society for Testing Mato-
rials (ASTM) Specification D2513,
“Standard Specification for Thermo-
plastic Gas Pressure Pipe, Tubing, and
Fittings.” An amendment to § 192.123(c)
would adopt a standard dimension ratio
(SDR) of 21 in determining minimum
wall thickness for plastic plpe. An
amendment to § 192,69 would permit tho
use of special sizes of plastic pipe wheore
pripe of a diameter included in o listed
specification is impractical to use. Fi=
nally, a further amendment to § 192.50
would require, as a qualification for use,
that plastic pipe manufactured after the
effective date of the amendment be man=
ufactured in accordance with the latest
listed edition of a listed specification.
Listed specifications are those in Section
I of Appendix B to Part 192.

To qualify for use under Part 192,
plastic pipe must be menufactured in
accordance with o listed edition of o
listed specification. At present, there axre
two listed editions of ASTM Specifica-
tion D2513: the 1966T and 1968 edi-
tions. Pipe manufactured in accordance
with the latest published edition of o
listed specification cannot be used under
Part 192 until that edition 1s accepted
by OPS and listed in Section X of Ap-
pendix B. The 1970 and 1971 editiong
of ASTM D2513 have been reviewed by
OPS and found to provide satisfactory
safety criterla. The 1970 edition only
contains minor differences from the ear-
lier editions, including improvements in
the requirements for quality control in
the pipe menufacturing process. Hovw-
ever, in addition to the minor chanpes
included in the 1970 edition, the 1971

edition contains a significant chanpo
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“from previous editions, and adds a new
material to those already approved.

Subsequent to publication of the 1968

edition of ASTM D2513, industry recog-
nized that designation of the higher
density polyethylenes- into one series

(3300) covered a broad range of molecu--

lar weights. Since the physical proper-
ties of the high density end of the range
‘differed considerably from those at the
lower end, it was decided to call the
higher density material “ulira-high
density” and redesignate it the 3400 se-
ries. The 1970 and 1971 editions reflect
this split into “high” and “ultra-high”
density material. This new designation
contributes to safety by more clearly de-
fining the characteristics of the various
families of plastics.
The 1971 edition of ASTM D2513
changes the maximum SDR of 26, as
contained in earlier editions, to 21. The
SDR is the ratio of outside pipe diame-
ter to wall thickness. Experience in the
gas industry indicates that an SDR of
26 is not acceptable for gas pipelines be-
cause of unpredictable exfernal stresses
" that may result from construction and
~soil stress effects and the problems as-
sociated with making taps on pipelines
under pressure designed to an SDR of
. 26. Instead, experience shows that an
SDR of 21, or less, provides a safer de-
sign for plastic pipe. For these reasons,
- most manufacturers of plastic pipe have
stopped making pipe designed to an
SDR of 26 because of the lack of de-

mand from gas operators. Accordingly, -

in the 1971 edition of ASTM D2513, the
highest SDR included is 21.

" 'The OPS considers the reasons um-
- derlying the ASTM change in SDR from

26 to 21 significant enough to propose
that the lower ratio be established as
the mazimum for-qualifying pipe under
Part 192. The proposed amendment to
§192.123(c) provides that the wall
thickness for thermoplastic pipe may
. not be less than the outside pipe diame-

ter (OD), in inches, divided by 21. How-

ever, where the OD divided by 21 would

be less than 0.062 inches, this dimen-

sion, which is the standard currently in

effect, would continue to be the mini-
- mum wall thickness allowed. Under the
proposed amendment, all plastic pipe
manufactured to the 1971 edition of
ASTM D2513, if it is incorporated by
reference as 2 listed specification, would
be acceptable because that edition con-
tains & maximum SDR of 21. Plastic
pipe manufactured to earlier listed edi-
tions of ASTM D2513, or other listed
specifications, would not qualify for in-
stallation under Part 192 unless the ra-
tio of outside diameter to wall thickness
is 21, orless. -

The 1971 edition of ASTIM D2513 pro-
vides specifications for the new material
“polybutylene.” This material has been
extensively tested by the gas and plastic
industries in Europe and the United
States, both in the laboratory and in the
field; and consistently found acceptable
in all respects: The proposed amend-
ment would permit operators to use
polybutylene pipe which is manufac-
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tured in accordance with the 1971 edl-
tion of ASTNM D2513.

Special sizes of plastic pipe of o diam-
eter between the sizes included in o listed

. speclification are important to the gos

industry, particularly for incert renewal
of mains and service lines where the
outside diameter is imited by the slze of
the facility being replaced. Speclal insert
fittings of a diameter between the sizes
included in a lsted specification are also
frequently necessary for particularized
applcations. At present, however, thece
pipes may not be uced under Part 192,
Notwithstanding the special slzes in-
volved, OPS believes that in-between
sizes of plastic pipe manufactured to the
same strength levels required of pipe in-
cluded in a listed specification provide
8 comparable level of safety. It is there-
fore proposed to amend § 192.59 to per-
mit the use of special sizes of new or used
plastic pipe which meet the material,
strength, and design criteria for pipe
which is included in o listed specification.
‘The proposal would not permit speclal
size pipe to be used in all instances, but
only where pipe of a diameter included
in a listed specification is impractical to
use. This limitation would preserve the

° safety advantages which accrue from the

general use of sizes of pipe included in
the listed specification, while permitting
the use of special size pipe in certain
unusual situations.

A {urther proposed amendment to
§ 192.59 would require, as o qualification
for use, that plastic pipe manufactured
after the effective date of the amend-
ment be manufactured in accordance
with the latest listed edition of a lsted
specification. In contrast to this, the
present rule permits the use of plastic
pipe manufactured in sccordance with
any Hsted edition of a listed speclfication.
For example, where there are three listed
editions of a listed specification, manu-
facture to any one of the three would
suffice. The proposed amendment would
preclude the use of pipe manufactured
after the effective date of the amend-
ment in accordance with an edition of o
listed specification other than the latest
edition listed at-the time of manufac-
ture. Although OPS recopnizes that, as
a practical matter, plastic pipe Is usually
manufactured for the gas industry in
accordance with the latest edition in-
corporated by reference in Part 192, the
present rule does permit the use of pipe
newly manufactured in accordance with
earlier editions which are also incorpo-
rated by reference. This situation could
result in the use of pipe newly manufac-
tured without all the safely improve-
ments included in the latest listed edi-
tion of a listed specification. Such a re-
sult 1s not in the best interest of the
public or the gas industry, especlally
when the technology, methods, and ma-
terlals for plastic plpe are changing
rapidly.

At the same time, stockplled pipe man-
ufactured to earlier listed editions of o
listed specification meets the minimum
standards of safety ns the state of the
art provided at the time of manufacture.
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Except where Improvements in a later
listed edition of = Hsted specification
make certain stondards included in
earlier listed editions unsatisfactory, the
continued use of stockpiled pipe should
not be precluded. Therefore, the use of
stockplled pipe manufactured in z2ccord-
ance with any listed edition of a listed
specification before the efective date of
the proposed amendment would continue
to be permitted, except as its usz may bhe
precluded by the SDR of 21 proposzal dis-
cucsed above.

In consideration of the foregolng, it is
proposed to amend 49 CFR Part 192 as
follows:

1. In §192.59, paragraph (2)(1) and
(b) (1) would be amended and a newpar-
arraph (¢) would be added fo read as
follows:

§192.59 Plastic pipe.

(o) New plastic pipe 1s qualified@ for
use under this part if—

(1) Except as provided In paragraph
(¢) of this section and § 192.123(c), when
the pipe is manufactured, it meets the
requirements of the latest Hsted edition
of g listed specification, except that be-
fore (effective date) it may be manufac-
tured in accordance with any lsted edi-
tion of a listed specification; and

-1 » -] - -
(b) Used plastic pipe iIs qualified for
use under this part if—

(1) Except as provided in paracraph
(c) of this section end § 192.123(¢) when
the pipe is manufactured, it meets the
requirements of the latest listed edition
of & listed specification, except that be-
fore (effective date) it may bz manufac-
tured in accordance with any listed edi-
tion of a listed specification;

] E ] o E 4 »

(c) For the puxrpose of paragraphs (a)
(1) and (b) (1) of this section, where pipe
of o diameter included in a Hsted speci-
fication is Impractical to use, pipe of a
diameter between the sizes included in
8 Usted specification may be used if it—

(1) Meets the strength and desisn cri-
terla required of pipe included in that
Usted specification; and

(2) Is manufactured from plastic com-
pounds which meet the criteria for mate-
rial required of pipe Included in that
listed speeification.

2. In Section II of Appendix A, sub-
secton B.18. would ke amended by add-
ing “D2513-70" and “D2513-71" within
the parenthetical expression.

3. In Section I of Appendix B, the next
to the last item, beginning “ASTM
D2513,” would be amended by adding the
numbers “1970” and “1971” within the
parentheticol ezpression.

4. In §192.123, paragraph (o) would
be amended to read as follows:

§192.123 Design limitations for plastic
mpe.
L 4 L4 L 3 * E 3
(c) The wall thickness for thermo-
plastic pipe may not be less than the
larger of the following:

o
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(1) 0.062inches; or
(2) In accordance with the formula—

(0)1]
t—=—where
21

t=Wali thickness in inches.
OD=0utside pipe diameter in inches.

£ L L * L 4

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 Director, Of-
fice of Pipeline Safety, Department of
Transportation, Washington, D.C. 20590.
All communications received on or be-
fore June 3, 1974.

This notice is issued under the author-
ity of section 3 of the Natural Gas Pipe-
line Safety Act of 1968 (49 USC 1672),
§ 1.58(d) of the regulations of the Office
of the Secretary of Transportation (49
CFR 1.58(d)), and the redelegation of
authority to the Director, Office of Pipe~
line Safety, set forth in Appendix A to
Part 1 of the regulations of the Office
of the Secretary of Transportation (49
CFR Part 1).

Issued in Washington, D.C. on April 16,
1974. .
JosepeE C., CALDWELL,
Director,
Office of Pipeline Safety.

[FR Doc.74-9148 Filed 4-19-74;8:45 aml

[ 49 CFR Parts 192,195 ]
{Docket No. OPS-25; Notico No. 74-31

TRANSPORTATION OF NATURAL AND
OTHER GAS AND HAZARDOUS LIQUIDS
BY PIPELINE

Welding Requirements

This notice proposes to incorporate by
reference sections 2.0, 3.0, and 6.0 of the
1971 12th) edition of API Standard
1104 “Standard for Welding Pipe Lines
and Related Faeilities” into the Federal
gas pipeline and liquid pipeline safety
regulations, respectively Parts 192 and
195 of ‘Title 49 of the Code of Federal
Regulations. The notice also proposes
certain changes in the regulations which
would be necessary if the proposed in-
corporation by reference of the 12th edi-
tion is adopted, as well as editorial modi-
fications for clarity.

The welding specifications in sections
2.0, 3.0, and 6.0 of tne 1968 (11th) edition
of API Standard 1104 are currently in-
corporated by reference in Parts 192 and
195. Part 192 incorporates all three sec-
tions, and Part 195 incorporates sections
3.0 and 6.0. Section 2.0 pertains to the
qualification of welding procedures; sec~
tion 3.0 pertains to the qualification of
welders; and section 6.0 pertains to the
standards of acceptability for nonde-
structive testing.

In a petition for rule making recom-
mending that OPS adobpt the 1971 edi-
tion, the American Petroleum Institute
(API) stated that the 1971 edition con-
tains no major substantive changes to

the specifications in the 1968 edition but
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does conftain a number of editorial
changes which clarify content and scope.
‘The Office of Pipeline Safety (OPS) has
reviewed the 12th edition and concurs
in the API's characterization of changes.
In addition, OPS believes that as a resulf
of the changes, the 1971 edition reflects
current field welding practices better
than the 1968 edition.

The OPS recognizes that outright re-
placement of the 11th edition by the 12th
edition could result in a hardship for
welders qualified under §192.227 and
§ 195.222 in accordance with the 11th edi-
tion. These welders -would have to re-
qualify in accordance with the 12th
edition. A similar burden would be placed
on operators who would have to requalify
their existing welding procedures under
§ 192,225 in accordance with the 12th
edition. The OPS does not believe that
requalifications are justified on the basis
of changes contained in the 12th edition.
Consequently, the proposed amendments
recognize the soundness of welding pro-
cedures and welders qualified under the
11th edition. The proposal would require,
however, that after the amendments be-
come effective the 12th edition be used
when welding procedures qualified under
the 11th edition are changed and requal-
ified, new welders are qualified, or weld-
ers qualified under the 11th edition are
requalified. Likewise, the acceptability of
welds made after the effective date of the
proposed amendments would be based on
the 12th edition.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
OPS proposes to amend Parts 192 and
195 of Title 49 of the Code of Federal

 Regulations as follows:

1. Section® 192.225(a) would be
amended to read as follows:

§192.225 Qualification of welding pro-

- cedures.

(a) Each welding procedure mus$ be
qualified under section IX of the ASME
Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code or sec-
tion 2 of the 1971 edition of API Stand-
ard 1104, whichever is appropriate to
the function of the weld, except that a
welding procedure qualified under section
2 of the 1968 edition of API Standard
1104 before (effective date) may continue
to be used but may not be requalified un-
der that edition.

.
-3 ® & < [

2. Section 192.227(a) (2) would be
amended to read as follows:

§ 192.227 Qualification of welders.

(a) * % 8

(2) Section 3 of the 1971 edition of
API Standard 1104 or, if qualified before
(effective date), section 3 of the 1968
edition of API Standard 1104, except that
a welder may not requalify under the
1968 edition.

€ ® = L d *

3. Section 192.229(¢) would be amended
toread as follows:

§ 192,229 Limitations on welders.

€ L * L d *

(c) A welder qualified under § 192.227
(a) may not weld unless within the pre-

ceding 6 calendar months the welder
has had one weld tested and found ac-
ceptable under section 3 or 6 of the 1971
edition of API Standard 1104 or, in tho
case of tests conducted before (effective
date), section 3 or 6 of the 1968 edition
of API Standard 1104,

. 4. Section 192.241(c) would be amended
toread as follows:

§ 192.241 Inspection and test of welds,

] L) * * L]

(¢) The acceptability of & weld that Is
nondestructively tested or visuplly in-
spected is determined according to the
standards in section 6 of the 1971 edi-
tion of API Standard 1104,

5. Item IT.A.8 of Appendix A of Part
192 would be amended to read as follows:
APPINDIX A—INCORPORATED BY RITIRENCE
£ & * * -]

II. Documents incorporated by roferonco.

A. American Petroleum Institute:

- o o [ ] ]

8. APY Standard 1104 “Standnrd for Wold«
ing Pipe Lines and Related Facllitles” (1008
and 1971 editions).

E 3 L] o * L]

6. Section 195.222 would be amended
to read as follows:

§ 195,222 Welders: Testing,

Each welder must be quelified in ac-
cordance with section 3 of the 1971 edi-
tion of API Standard 1104 or, if qualified
before (effective date), in accordance
with section 3 of the 1968 edition of
APT Standard 1104, except that o welder
may not requalify under the 1968 edition,

7. Section 195.228 would be amended
to read as follows:

§ 195.228 Welds and welding inspeetions
Standards of acceptability.

Each weld and welding must be In-
spected to ensure compliance with the
requirements of this subpart. Visusl in-
spection must be supplemented by non-
destructive testing, The acceptability of
a weld is determined according to the
standards in section 6 of the 1971 edition
of API Standard 1104.

8. In the table of section. § 195.228
would be amended to read as follows:

Sec.
195.228 Welds and srelding Ingpootions
Standards of accoptability,

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 repulatory
docket and notice numbers and be sub-
mitted in duplicate to the Director, Office
of Pipeline Safety, Department of Trang-
portation, Washington, D.C. 20690, All
communications recelved by June 3, 1974,
will be considered by the Director before
taking final action on the notice. All com-
ments will be available for examination
by interested persons at the Offico of
Pipeline Safety before and after the
closing date for comments. The proposal
contgined in this notice may be chanped
in the lizht of comments received,

This notice is issued under the suthor-
ity of section 3 of the Natural Gas Pipo-
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