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The Committee was- apprised of the prob- § 192.452 Applicability to converted ACTION: Correction.
loie created by Subpart N In respect te pipe- pplns SUMMARY: This document corrects a
lines which, from an operating sense. regu-
larly switch from gas to liquid and back N"otwithstanding the -date. the pipeline final rules document that appeared at
again. rom the languaof o Subpart N the was installed or any earlier deadlinesfor page 42865 in the FEDERAL REGISTER Of
mandated requirements for conversion would e hursday, August 25, 1977 (FR Doe. 77-
have to be met at each change. compliance, each pipeline which qual-

By a unanimous afrmative vote, it was fies for use under this part in accordance 24303>.
agreed that. the Committee's intent in adopt- with § 192.14 must- meet. the. require- EFFECTIVE DATE: November 3, 1977.

.ing Subpart N was to not make it applicable
to the operating conversion of liquid lines to ments of this subpart specifically appli- FOR JRITHE R I1r-FORMATION CON-
gas and vice versa from an operations stand- cable to pipelines installed before Au- TACT:
point, and that OPSO stair be requested to gust 1, 1971, and all other applicable Peggy Hammond, 202-426-0135.
draft appropriate changes ter clarify the in- IgyHmod 0-2-15
tent of SubpartN. requirements within 1 year after the SUPPLEMENTARy INFORMATION:

PRncIPAL AvORs pipeline is readied for service. However, By Amendments 192-29 and 195-12, now
the requirements of ths-subpart speci- §§ o192.313(a>(4) (Ii) and 195.212(b)(3)

F. E. Fulton, L. M. Furrow and: R. L. fically applicable to pipelines installed (ii) were added, respeatively, to Parts 192
Beauregard.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part after July 31, 1971, apply if the pipe- and 195 to provide that the longitudinalseam of steel pipe need not be placed
192 of Title 49 of the Code of' Federal line substantially meets those require- near the neutral axis during bending
Regulations is amended as follows, ef- ients before it is readied for service or if-
fectlve December 30, 1977. . it is a segment which is replaced, re- "The pipe is 12 Inches or lios In outside

1. Section 192.13 (a) is revised to read located, or substantially altered. diameter with a diameter to wal thickness
as follows: ratio less than 70."

§ 192.13 Ceneral.
(a) No person may operate a segment

of pipeline that is readed for service af-
ter March 12. 1971, or in the case of an
offshore gathering line, after July 31,
1977, unless-

(1) The pipeline has been designed, in-
stalled, constructed, initially inspected,
and initially tested in. accordance with
this part; or

(2> The pipeline qualifies for use under
this part in accordance with § 192.14.

2. Section 192.14 is added to read as
follows:
§ 192.14 Conversion to service-subject to

this parz,
(a) A steel pipeline previously used in

service not subject to this part qualifies
for use under this part if the operator
prepares and follows a written procedure
to carry out the following requirements:

(1) The design, contruction, operation,
and maintenance history of the pipeline
must be reviewed and, where sufficient
historical records are not available, ap-
propriate tests must be performed to de-
termine if the pipeline is in a satisfac-
tory condition for safe operation.

(2) The pipeline right-of-way, all
aboveground segments of the pipeline,
and appropriately selected underground
segments must be visually inspected for
physical defects and operating condi-
tions which reasonably could be expected
to impair the strength or tightness of the
pipeline.

(3) All known unsafe defects and con-
ditions must be corrected in accordance
with this part.

(4) The pipeline must be tested In ac-
cordance with Subpart J of this part to
substantiate the maximum allowable op-
erating pressure permitted by Subpart L
of this part.

(b) Each operator must keep for the
life of the pipeline a. record of the in-
vestigations, tests, repairs, replacements,
and alterations made under the require-
ments of paragraph (a) of this section.

3. Section 192.452 is added to read as
follows:

4. The taole.of factors in § 192.619(a)
(2) (ii) is amended to.read as follows: As stated In the preamble. tho ra-

tionale for adopting this provision was
§ 192.619 llfaximum allowabla operat- that "safe bends in steel pipe 12 inches or

iag pressure: steel or plastic pipe- less in outside diameter with a D/t (dl-
Imes. ameter to thickness) ratio of less than

(a) * * 70 can be made without using an inter-
(2) * * nal bending mandrel even though the
(i) * * * longitudinal seam Is not placed near tho
(if) * * • neutral axis of the bend." This rationale

purportedly was based on comments ro-

Factors 1, segment- ceived on Notice 76-2 (41 FR 46463, Oct.
21, 1976), which proposed to remove the

locatiss Instllber Installedr Converted requirement for placement of the longi-
Nov. 12, 1970 Nov. 11, 197a 5192.14 tudinal seam near the neutral axis when

a bending mandrel Is used. Recently,

------------ 1.1 1.25 however, several Interested persons have
2 . 125 K2 L2 . pointed out that both the final rule and
3--L4 L Ls the rationale incorrectly reflect the writ-_____-----_----_L4_L5 _ 1.__ ten comments In the docket and the po-

I Forooftsborescgmenlsinstallcd uprated,orconvertod sition of the Technical Pipeline Safety
after Xuly 31, 1977, that are notfoecated on an offshore Standards Committee (TPSSC). These
platform, the factor is L25. For segments Installed, persons have stated that the view of corm-
uprated, or converted after July 31,1977, that are Iocated
on an offshore platform oron a platform in inland nay-. menters and the TPSSC was that pipe
igablawaters (including a pipe riser), ther factor is 1.5. 12 inches and under in diameter can be

. . , . . bent safely without a mandrel and with-

5. The table of sections is amended by out placing the longitudinal seam near
the neutral axis, irrespective of the D/tadding the followingnew headings: ratio. In addition, they stated the record

Se. . shows that any size pipe with a Dft ratio
192.14 Conversion to service subject- to of less ,than 70 can likewise be bent

this part. safely.
lg2.452 Applicability to converted pipe-

lnes. After thoroughly reviewing the mat-
ter, it appears that Amendments 192-29

(49 USO 1672; 49 USG 1804 49 CFI 1.53(a).) and 195-12 are in fact inconsistent with

Issued in Washington, D.C., on No- the record as the interested persons have
vember 18, 1977. stated.

Accordingly, the following corrections
L. D. SANTANi, are made:

Acting Director, 1. Section 192.313 (a) (4) (it) is cor-
Materials Transportation Bureau rected to readus follows:

[FRDoc.-77-33967F11ed 11-23-77;8:45 am] §192.313 Bends and elbows.

[4910-60] (a) * a a
(4)aaa

rmdits. 192-29,195-12; Docket~No. OPSO381 (ii) The pipe is 12 Inches or less in out-

PART 192-TRANSPORTATION OF side diameter or has a diameter to wall
NATURAL AND OTHER GAS BY PIPELINE thickness ratio less than 70.

PART 195--TRANSPORTATION OF (Sec..3, Pub. L. 0-481, 82 Stat, 721, 49 USO
UQUIDS BY PIPEUNE 1672; for offshore gathering lines, So. 105,

Pub. L. 93-633, 88 Stat, 2157, 4 USO 1801; 40
Longitudinal Seams in Pipe Bends; oVF 1.53.)

Correction

AGENCY: Materials TransportationBu- 2. Section 195.212(b) (3) (Ii) Is correct-
reau, DOT. ed to read as follows:
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

§ 195.212 Bending of pipe.

(3 * 

(ii) The pipe is 12 inches or less in out-
'wide-diameter or has a diameter to wail
thickness ratio less than 70.

(Sec. 6 Pub. L. 89-670, 80 Stat. 937. 48 USO
1655; 18 USG 831-835; 49 CFR 1.53.)

Issued-in Washington, D.C., onNovem-
ber-18,1977.

I. D. SATM",
Acting Director,

Materials Transportation Bureau.
[IPR Doc.7-33914 Piled 11-23-77;8:45 am]

[3510-12]
Title 50-Wildlife and Fisheries

CHAPTER VI-FISHERY CONSERVATION
AND MANAGEMENT, NATIONAL OCE-
ANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRA-
TION, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

PART 611--GROUNDFISH OF THE GULF
OF ALASKA

Emergency Amendment

AGENCY: National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration, Department of
Commerce.

ACTION: Emergency amendment of
regulations.
SUMMARY: This document sets forth an
emergency amendment to the foreign
fishing regulations currently in effect for

'the Gulf of Alaska Trawl Fishery (50
CFR 611). Specifically, this document
amends 50 CFR 6-1.20(c) (1) and 611.91
(b) for the remainder of 1977 by com-
bining the foreign catch quotas for '"a-
cific ocean perch" and "other rockfishes".

JEFECTIVE DATE: 12:01 a.m., Novem-
ber 18, 1977, and shall remain in effect
for 45 days, unless repromulgated for an-
additional 45-day period thereafter.

ADDRESS: Send comments to: Director,
National Marine Fisheries Service, 3200
Whitehave NW. Washington, D.C. 20235.

FOR FURTlER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Mr. Harry L. Rietze, Director, Alaska
Region, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Box 1668, Juneau, Alaska
99802, 907-586-7221.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
In accordance with section 201(g) of the
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act of 1976 (16 U.S.C. 1821(g)), the Sec-
retary of Commerce prepared a Prelim-
inary Management Plan (PMO) for the
Trawl Fishery of the Gulf of Alaska (42
FR 8782, February 11, 1977) which was
'implemented, along with other PMP's, by
Parxt 611 of the Foreign Fishing Regula-
tions published on February 11, 1977 (50
CFR 611. 42 FR 8813).

While the PMP generally characterized
pacific ocean perch- and other rockflishes
as comprising a (single species) group of
closely allied species in the Gulf of
'Alaska, H 611.91(b) and 611.20(c) (1) of
the regulations established separate

foreign catch quotas for pacific ocean
perch and "other rockilshes", in spite of
the fact that perch are very similar in
appearance to certain types of other
rockfish. This was done in an attempt to
obtain further refinement in reported
catch data.

On the basis of information developed
by U.S. observers, it appears that Japa-
nese fishermen have been mistakenly
identifying substantial amounts of "other
rockfish" as perch in the Gulf of Alaska.
In the past, these fishermen have not
been rerulred to separate perch from
other rockfish. Catch estimates based on
observer information indicate that the
Japanese have exceeded their quota for
other rockfish in the Gulf, while a sig-
nificant portion of their allocation for
pacific ocean perch remains untaken. It
appears that certain portions of the
catch reported as pacific ocean perch are
actually other rockfish.

Because of such an apparently unin-
tentional mis-Identification of species in
the reported catch figures. § 611.91(d)
(6) would require that all fishing by the
Japanese in the Gulf of Alaska Trawl
Fishery forthe remainder of 1977 cease
immediately as a result of exceeding
their quota for other rockfsh. denying
them large portions of their allocations
In pollock and other groundflsh. Com-
bining the foreign quotas for pacific
ocean perch and other rockfish to form a
single quota for rockflsh, including pa-
cific ocean perch, for the remainder of
1977 will prevent such an unduly harsh
result. Existing information indicates
that combining the quotas for this
limited period would not have a signifl-
cant impact on the resource Involved.

Based upon these considerations, the
Preliminary Management Plan for the
Trawl Fishery of the Gulf of Alaska is
hereby amended to combine the foreign
quotas for pacific ocean perch and other
rockfish. The foreign fishing regulations
are therefore also amended to Implement
the PMP amendment. Formal notice of
proposed rulemaking would be Impracti-
cal, unnecessary, and contrary to the
public interest. Accordingly, this amend-
ment Is effective immediately In accord-
ance with section 553(b) of the Adminis-
trative Procedure Act, 60 Stat. 237, as
.amended.

Issued this 17th day of November 1977,
at Washington, D.C.

WnFIIED H. ]LMom,
Associate Director, National

Marine Fisheries Service.

The Table n 50 CFR 611.91(b) Is
amended to read as follows:

-§ 611.9 Gulf of Alaska Trawl FIshery.

(b) *
Catch quota

Species: (metric tows)
Polloci-------------- 149.000
Eociflsh 33. 000
Flounders 20, C0
Sablefish (1)
Atka mackereL .. 22, 000
Pacific cod- 2,300
Others (combination) .... 10,200

60149

§ 611.20 [Amended]
50 CTR 611.20(c)(1), Table 2, is

amended by combining the individual
foreign allocations of "Pacific ocean
perch" and "other rockfishes" to form a
single allocation for "rockfishes" in the
Gulf of Alaska for Japan, the U.S..R.
and the Republic of Korea.
iFr Doc.77-3S47 Filed 11-23-T7;8:45 am!

[3510-12 ]
CHAPTER If-NATIONAL MARINE FISH-

ERIES SERVICE. NATIONAL OCEANIC
AND ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION,
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

PART 216--REGULATIONS GOVERNING
THE TAKING AND IMPORTING OF
MARINE MAMMALS

Bowhead Whale; Designation as Depleted
Species

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service, NOAA, Commerce.
ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: The bowhead whale (Ba-
-aens mystlcetus) Is declared depleted

throughout its range and is, therefore,
designated as a depleted species under
Section 3(1) (3) and Section 3(1) (C) of
the Marine Mammal Protection Act of
1972.
EF-ECTIVE DATE: November 25, 1977.
FOR FURT4ER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Mr. William P. Jensen, Marine Mam-
mal Program Manager, National Ma-
rine Fisheries Service, Washington,
D.C. 20235, 202-634-7461.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On June 10, 1977. notice was published
in the FmnuL REzisr (42 FR 29946)
proposing designation of the bowhead
whale (Balaena mysticetus) as depleted
through its range under Section 3(1) (B)
of the Marine Mammal Protection Act of
1972.

Interested parties were given the op-
portunity to submit comments, views, or
objections regarding the proposed desig-
nation.

Comments were received from 7 par-
ties, of which 5 favored and 2 opposed
the proposed designation.

Respondents favoring the proposed
designation expressed concern over the
recent increase in whaling effort, harvest
levels, and struck/lost ratio of an en-
dangered species, scientific uncertainty
over the status of bowhead stocks, the
native use of non-traditional harvest
methods, decline in native subsistence
needs, wasteful take, the legality of na-
tives not inhabitants of whaling villages
having participated in the harvests, and
the erosion of US. credibility within the
International Whaling Commission.

Respondents opposing the proposed
designation expressid concern over lack
of scientific evidence to warrant such an
action, destruction of the native culture,
causing an increase in welfare payments,
and the legality of the proposed designa-
tion i.e., does the fact that the bowhead
whale has been listed as "endangered,"
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