March 1975

M. Roy Terada

Chi ef Engi neer

State of Hawai i

Public Uilities Comm ssion
P. O Box 541

Honol ul u, Hawaii 96809

Dear M. Terada:

This responds to your letter of February 26, 1975, asking whet her
the |l eak reported by Gasco, Inc. on Form DOT-F-7100. 2 dated
February 19, 1975, should have been tel ephonically reported under
49 CFR 191.5 (a) (2). This reporting requirenent reads:

"(a) At the earliest practicable nonent follow ng discovery,
each operator shall give notice in accordance w th paragraph
(b) of this section of any |eak that

(2) Required the taking of any segnent of transm ssion
pi pel i ne out of service."

As provided in Section 191.1, the | eaks which nust be reported
under Part 191 are those unintended by the operator that require
i mredi ate or scheduled repair. Wthin that general guide, the
criteria under Section 191.5 identify |eaks that are significant
enough to necessitate early notice so that this Ofice may
pronptly investigate the incident. To this end, when discovery
of a leak on a transm ssion |line causes the operator to

i medi ately take a segnent of the line out of service (i.e., by
shutting down the segnent) to nmake a repair, the leak is
reportabl e under Section 191.5 (a) (2).

The synopsis which you encl osed of the incident in question,
prepared by G Fujita of Gasco, states that imrediately follow ng
the incident, the damaged section was isolated by closing two 16-
inch valves. The gas supply to a nearby town was mai ntai ned by
increasing the pressure in an 8-inch line. Soon thereafter,
repairs were nmade to the damaged section of line by installing
new pi pe.

Under these circunstances, where after discovery of the |eak the
line was i medi ately shut down for purposes of repair, the
i ncident was reportable under Section 191.5 (a) (2).

Si ncerely,

Joseph C. Cal dwel |

Director
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Ofice of Pipeline Safety

February 26, 1975

Ofice of Pipeline Safety
400 Sixth Street, S. W
Washi ngton, D. C. 20590

Attention: M. Joseph C. Caldwell, D rector
Gent | emen:

As required by Title 49, Part 191.15, we encl ose
Transm ssion Failure Report on formDOI F 7100.2 and a synopsi s
report by Gasco, Inc. of the 16" transm ssion |line rupture
January 24, 1975 in Honol ulu, Hawaii.

When notified of the rupture, we inforned Gasco, Inc.
that by our interpretation of Part 191.5 (a) (2) this |eak
requi red notice by tel ephone.

M. Ceorge Fujita, Distribution Manager at Gasco, Inc.,
called on the priority list showm on your letter of June 1, 1973
and reported to M. Paul J. Cory. M. Cory received the report
but informed M. Fujita he did not feel this was a | eak requiring
a tel ephone report.

W woul d appreciate an interpretation of Part 191.5 (a)
(2) for future guidance. No early estimate of the costs of
repair were made so the decision to report was based entirely on
"the taking of a segnment of transm ssion pipeline out of
service."

Very truly yours,

Roy Terada
Chi ef Engi neer

Encl
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