
10046 Federal Register / Vol. 60, No. 36 / Thursday, February 23, 1995 / Proposed Rules

the facility, are to be considered part of
the facility.

Finally, the proposed revision to the
definition of ‘‘transfer’’ would specify
that a transfer begins once the transfer
hose is connected, thereby requiring
owners and operators to comply with
the safety requirements pertaining to the
transfer of oil or hazardous material at
an early stage of the process. Safety
measures at this stage are crucial
because as soon as a transfer hose is
connected, there is a risk of oil or
hazardous material being inadvertently
transferred, resulting in a spill.
Therefore, hose connections should be
made only while complying with the
supervisory and other requirements
specified in part 154.

Section 154.107 Alternatives
This section is proposed to be revised

to provide that the Captain of the Port
(COTP) will take final approval or
disapproval action within 60 days,
rather than 30 days, of a request from a
facility operator to use alternate
methods, procedures or equipment
standards from those required by part
154. The additional 30 days will allow
more time for the COTP to thoroughly
evaluate requests. Every effort will be
made to respond to requests in less than
60 days if possible.

Section 154.110 Letter of Intent
This NPRM proposes to require that

the facility owner’s name, address, and
telephone number be included in the
letter of intent required by § 154.110.
Currently, this information is required
of the facility operator only. This
additional information will be of great
assistance in determining and locating
the responsible party during a spill or
other emergency.

Section 154.310 Operations Manual:
Contents

This NPRM proposes to require that a
map of the facility, drawn to scale, be
included in the operations manual. In
the past there has been confusion among
industry and enforcement personnel
over the boundaries of various facilities
subject to regulation. The required map
would depict the physical boundaries of
the facility and include all structures,
such as wharfs, and would indicate
which piping in the facility is subject to
the testing requirements of 33 CFR
156.170(c)(4). This revision would assist
Coast Guard and industry personnel in
more readily determining which pipes
are subject to Coast Guard inspection as
opposed to those regulated by the
Environmental Protection Agency. The
accuracy of the facility operator’s
determinations as to which pipes are

subject to Coast Guard inspection under
§ 156.170 would be reviewed by the
COTP when the operations manual is
submitted to the COTP for a review of
adequacy under § 154.300. This revision
would help the Coast Guard and facility
owners and operators ensure that all
piping subject to the regulations is
properly tested.

The proposed rule seeks to simplify
for industry the information retention
requirements of part 154. Currently,
§ 154.310(a)(5) requires facility
operators to retain specified information
about the products handled by the
facility. This NPRM proposes that
Material Safety Data Sheets be retained
rather than the information currently
required by § 154.310(a)(5). This
revision would provide the Coast Guard
access to information of equivalent
value, while providing an easier method
of recordkeeping for facility operators.

In the past there has been confusion
regarding the appropriate state and local
personnel to contact in the event of a
spill or other emergency. Therefore, this
NPRM proposes to add a requirement
that the names and telephone numbers
of state and local officials be included
in the list of names and addresses
currently required under § 154.310(a)(7).
This would require the facility owners
to determine who the appropriate state
and local officials to contact are in
advance, so that time will not be wasted
in the event of an emergency. Also, this
NPRM proposes to require that the name
and telephone number of the ‘‘qualified
individual’’ listed in the facility
response plan required by 33 CFR
154.1026 be included. This is also vital
information in the event of an
emergency.

Currently, § 154.310(a)(16) requires
that the operations manual include the
maximum relief valve setting for each
transfer system. This rule proposes that
the Maximum Allowable Working
Pressure (MAWP) also be recorded. This
revision is necessary because of
proposed changes to § 154.500 which
would no longer require that each hose
assembly have a MAWP of 150 pounds
per square inch. Recording of the
MAWP will ensure that tests conducted
under 33 CFR 156.170 are conducted
using the correct MAWP for the transfer
piping system being tested.

Section 154.320 Operations Manual:
Amendment

Currently, under § 154.320(a)(1),
facility operators have 14 days to
respond to a notice from the COTP
regarding any inadequacies in the
operations manual. Industry has
indicated that 14 days is an insufficient
amount of time to respond to a COTP’s

request for amendments to the
operations manual. This NPRM
proposes a 45 day response period
starting from the date of the COTP’s
notice. Also, § 154.320(a)(1) provides
that the COTP shall notify the facility
operator of any amendment required or
adopted, and that such amendment
becomes effective 30 days after the
facility operator receives notice. This
NPRM proposes to delay the effective
date of such amendments until 60 days
after notification of the facility operator.

Section 154.500 Hose Assemblies
In the past there has been confusion

regarding the maximum allowable
working pressure (MAWP) to be used
for the testing requirements in 33 CFR
156.170. Part of this confusion was
caused by the fact that a minimum
(MAWP) was specified for hose
assemblies. This forced industry to test
their hose assemblies, and usually their
piping systems, at a minimum of 225
pounds per square inch. It is more
reasonable for the MAWP to be based on
the actual design of the transfer system,
rather than a pre-specified number. The
proposed changes to this section would
eliminate a minimum burst pressure
and MAWP for hose assemblies. With
this revision, industry could develop
their tests and inspection criteria based
on the actual needs of their systems, and
avoid unnecessary expense testing to a
level higher than that of their systems’
designs.

Section 154.520 Closure Devices
Under the current regulations,

industry must have enough valves to
blank off a transfer hose, even when it
is stored, unless it is new and unused.
The proposed change would clarify that
such hoses must be blanked off during
transfer. Also, the revisions would allow
for treating a hose that is cleaned of
product in the same manner as a new,
unused hose.

Section 154.530 Small Discharge
Containment

Experience reveals that many small
spills occur during the coupling and
uncoupling of transfer hoses, and from
coupled joints. Present regulations
require containment around manifold
areas, but do not specifically require
containment around those areas where
coupled hoses may cross or are
uncoupled or coupled. Therefore, a
paragraph is proposed to be added to
§ 154.530 that would require that fixed
or portable containment be placed
under each hose connection during
coupling, uncoupling, and transfer.
Comments on the viability and costs of
this proposed revision are solicited.


