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ACTI O\ Rel ocation of Punp

n A. Judah
Acti ng Associ at e Director for Pi pel i ne Safety
Regul ati on, DMI-30

DMI- 14

Your menorandum dated June 20, 1980, request ed
clarification of Section 195.304(b) concerning renoval
of a punp from a pipeline and subsequent use of that
punp on the sanme pipeline or another pipeline. You
guestioned whether the punp nust be hydrostatically
tested before being returned to service.

Attached is an interpretation of Section 195.304(b)
Which | hope will be hel pful.
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No. 80- 16
Dat e: Decenber 1, 1980

DEPARTMVENT OF TRANSPORTATI ON
RESEARCH AND SPECI AL PROGRAVG ADM NI STRATI ON
MATERI ALS TRANSPORTATI ON BUREAU

Pl PELI NE SAFETY REGULATORY | NTERPRETATI ON

No
te: A pipeline safety regulatory interpretation applies a particular
rule to a particular set of facts and circunstances, and, as such
may be relied upon only by those persons to whomthe interpretation
is specifically addressed.

SECTI O\ Section 195. 304(b)
SUBJECT: Rel ocation of Punp

FACTS: A punp, which has been in service at one location on a
pipeline system is renoved from service at that
| ocation, is overhauled and inspected, and is installed
at another location on the same pipeline or another
pipeline. The punp with related piping is the only item
bei ng install ed. The punp was originally tested at the
factory.

Questions: Must the punp be hydrostatically tested before being
placed in service if the punp is (1) installed at
another location on the sane pipeline system or
(2) installed on another pipeline systen?

Interpretation: Section 195.304(b) excepts a conponent from the

hydrostatic testing requirenent of Section
195.302 if the conponent is the only item
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being replaced or added to a pipeline system
and the nmanufacturer certifies that the
conponent was hydrostatically tested at the
factory or that a quality control system was
used to ensure the strength of the conponent.

In case (1) the punp is being added to the
sanme pipeline system at another |ocation, and
in case (2) the punp is being added to another
pi pel i ne system Further, in both cases, the
punp has been hydrostatically tested at the
factory. Ther ef or e, in accordance wth
Section 195. 304(b), i f t he appropriate
manuf acturer's certification has been nade,
the punp need not again be hydrostatically

tested in either case.

The piping installed does not affect the
application of Section 195.304(b) provided it
is the auxiliary piping normally associated
with punp installations and thus does not
renove the installation from the concept that
only a single conponent is being replaced or
added. However, if the piping were punp
suction and discharge lines wth associated

valved and by-pass, nore than a single
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conmponent woul d be i nvol ved in t he
installation and Section 295.304(b) would not
appl y.

The fact that the punp was overhaul ed does not
alter this interpretation as long as the
overhaul involved only those itens which
normal ly wear on punps, such as bearings,
seals and inpeller. If, however, welding or
other repair work that could affect the
strength of the punp case was perforned, then
a manuf acturer's certification regar di ng
original testing could not be relied on to
pr edi ct future strength, and Section

195. 304(b) woul d not apply.

Mel vin A Judah

Acting Associate Director for

Pi peline Safety Regul ation
Material s Transportati on Bureau



