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conflict between the rule and the guid-

ance in the Appendix, the requirements 

of the rule control. An operator must 

comply with the following require-

ments in establishing a reassessment 

interval for a covered segment: 

MAXIMUM REASSESSMENT INTERVAL 

Assessment method Pipeline operating at or above 
50% SMYS 

Pipeline operating at or above 
30% SMYS, up to 50% SMYS 

Pipeline operating below 30% 
SMYS 

Internal Inspection Tool, Pres-
sure Test or Direct Assess-
ment.

10 years (*) .............................. 15 years (*) .............................. 20 years. (**) 

Confirmatory Direct Assess-
ment.

7 years ................................... 7 years ................................... 7 years. 

Low Stress Reassessment ...... Not applicable ........................ Not applicable ........................ 7 years + ongoing actions 
specified in § 192.941. 

(*) A Confirmatory direct assessment as described in § 192.931 must be conducted by year 7 in a 10-year interval and years 7 
and 14 of a 15-year interval. 

(**) A low stress reassessment or Confirmatory direct assessment must be conducted by years 7 and 14 of the interval. 

[68 FR 69817, Dec. 15, 2003, as amended by Amdt. 192–95, 69 FR 18234, Apr. 6, 2004; 192–114, 75 

FR 48604, Aug. 11, 2010] 

§ 192.941 What is a low stress reassess-
ment? 

(a) General. An operator of a trans-

mission line that operates below 30% 

SMYS may use the following method 

to reassess a covered segment in ac-

cordance with § 192.939. This method of 

reassessment addresses the threats of 

external and internal corrosion. The 

operator must have conducted a base-

line assessment of the covered segment 

in accordance with the requirements of 

§§ 192.919 and 192.921. 

(b) External corrosion. An operator 

must take one of the following actions 

to address external corrosion on the 

low stress covered segment. 

(1) Cathodically protected pipe. To ad-

dress the threat of external corrosion 

on cathodically protected pipe in a cov-

ered segment, an operator must per-

form an electrical survey (i.e. indirect 

examination tool/method) at least 

every 7 years on the covered segment. 

An operator must use the results of 

each survey as part of an overall eval-

uation of the cathodic protection and 

corrosion threat for the covered seg-

ment. This evaluation must consider, 

at minimum, the leak repair and in-

spection records, corrosion monitoring 

records, exposed pipe inspection 

records, and the pipeline environment. 

(2) Unprotected pipe or cathodically 
protected pipe where electrical surveys are 
impractical. If an electrical survey is 

impractical on the covered segment an 

operator must— 

(i) Conduct leakage surveys as re-
quired by § 192.706 at 4-month intervals; 
and 

(ii) Every 18 months, identify and re-
mediate areas of active corrosion by 
evaluating leak repair and inspection 
records, corrosion monitoring records, 
exposed pipe inspection records, and 
the pipeline environment. 

(c) Internal corrosion. To address the 
threat of internal corrosion on a cov-
ered segment, an operator must— 

(1) Conduct a gas analysis for corro-
sive agents at least once each calendar 
year; 

(2) Conduct periodic testing of fluids 
removed from the segment. At least 

once each calendar year test the fluids 

removed from each storage field that 

may affect a covered segment; and 
(3) At least every seven (7) years, in-

tegrate data from the analysis and 

testing required by paragraphs (c)(1)– 

(c)(2) with applicable internal corro-

sion leak records, incident reports, 

safety-related condition reports, repair 

records, patrol records, exposed pipe re-

ports, and test records, and define and 

implement appropriate remediation ac-

tions. 

[68 FR 69817, Dec. 15, 2003, as amended by 

Amdt. 192–95, 69 FR 18234, Apr. 6, 2004] 

§ 192.943 When can an operator devi-
ate from these reassessment inter-
vals? 

(a) Waiver from reassessment interval in 
limited situations. In the following lim-

ited instances, OPS may allow a waiver 
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from a reassessment interval required 
by § 192.939 if OPS finds a waiver would 
not be inconsistent with pipeline safe-
ty. 

(1) Lack of internal inspection tools. An 
operator who uses internal inspection 
as an assessment method may be able 
to justify a longer reassessment period 
for a covered segment if internal in-
spection tools are not available to as-

sess the line pipe. To justify this, the 

operator must demonstrate that it can-

not obtain the internal inspection tools 

within the required reassessment pe-

riod and that the actions the operator 

is taking in the interim ensure the in-

tegrity of the covered segment. 
(2) Maintain product supply. An oper-

ator may be able to justify a longer re-

assessment period for a covered seg-

ment if the operator demonstrates that 

it cannot maintain local product sup-

ply if it conducts the reassessment 

within the required interval. 
(b) How to apply. If one of the condi-

tions specified in paragraph (a) (1) or 

(a) (2) of this section applies, an oper-

ator may seek a waiver of the required 

reassessment interval. An operator 

must apply for a waiver in accordance 

with 49 U.S.C. 60118(c), at least 180 days 

before the end of the required reassess-

ment interval, unless local product 

supply issues make the period imprac-

tical. If local product supply issues 

make the period impractical, an oper-

ator must apply for the waiver as soon 

as the need for the waiver becomes 

known. 

[68 FR 69817, Dec. 15, 2003, as amended by 

Amdt. 192–95, 69 FR 18234, Apr. 6, 2004] 

§ 192.945 What methods must an oper-
ator use to measure program effec-
tiveness? 

(a) General. An operator must include 

in its integrity management program 

methods to measure whether the pro-

gram is effective in assessing and eval-

uating the integrity of each covered 

pipeline segment and in protecting the 

high consequence areas. These meas-

ures must include the four overall per-

formance measures specified in ASME/ 

ANSI B31.8S (incorporated by ref-

erence, see § 192.7 of this part), section 

9.4, and the specific measures for each 

identified threat specified in ASME/ 

ANSI B31.8S, Appendix A. An operator 

must submit the four overall perform-

ance measures as part of the annual re-

port required by § 191.17 of this sub-

chapter. 

(b) External Corrosion Direct assess-
ment. In addition to the general re-

quirements for performance measures 

in paragraph (a) of this section, an op-

erator using direct assessment to as-

sess the external corrosion threat must 

define and monitor measures to deter-

mine the effectiveness of the ECDA 

process. These measures must meet the 

requirements of § 192.925. 

[68 FR 69817, Dec. 15, 2003, as amended by 

Amdt. 192–95, 69 FR 18234, Apr. 6, 2004; 75 FR 

72906, Nov. 26, 2010] 

§ 192.947 What records must an oper-
ator keep? 

An operator must maintain, for the 

useful life of the pipeline, records that 

demonstrate compliance with the re-

quirements of this subpart. At min-

imum, an operator must maintain the 

following records for review during an 

inspection. 

(a) A written integrity management 

program in accordance with § 192.907; 

(b) Documents supporting the threat 

identification and risk assessment in 

accordance with § 192.917; 

(c) A written baseline assessment 

plan in accordance with § 192.919; 

(d) Documents to support any deci-

sion, analysis and process developed 

and used to implement and evaluate 

each element of the baseline assess-

ment plan and integrity management 

program. Documents include those de-

veloped and used in support of any 

identification, calculation, amend-

ment, modification, justification, devi-

ation and determination made, and any 

action taken to implement and evalu-

ate any of the program elements; 

(e) Documents that demonstrate per-

sonnel have the required training, in-

cluding a description of the training 

program, in accordance with § 192.915; 

(f) Schedule required by § 192.933 that 

prioritizes the conditions found during 

an assessment for evaluation and reme-

diation, including technical justifica-

tions for the schedule. 

(g) Documents to carry out the re-

quirements in §§ 192.923 through 192.929 

for a direct assessment plan; 
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