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Con t inen ta l  O i l  Company has  advised that  a l l  of t he  p la t form 

equipment, w i th  t h e  except ion of t'i.io water  tanks and the  h e l i p o r t  were 

so bcdly damaged by t h e  f i r e  t h 3 t  i t  was c l a s s i f i e d  a s  junk and s o l d  

a s  such. The f i r e  destroyed the  p h g s i c a l  evidence p e r t i n e n t  t o  t h e  

cause  of the acc iden t .  Vis1 i : i ' i  exami.nation of t he  damaged equi.pment 

by Con t inen ta l  personnel  d id  not shed any l i g h t  on t h e  cause  of t he  

casua 1 t y  . 
PROBABLE CAUSE 

The Sa fe ty  Board concliidcs t l i n t  tlir. i n v e s t i g a t i v e  record i n  t h i s  

ca se  does n o t  con ta in  s u f f i c i e n t .  information t o  provide a de te rmina t ion  

of the cause of th i s  c a s u a l t y .  l ~ l ~ ~ . ~ ~ e v c r ,  based on the m o s t  l i k e l y  

hypo thes i s ,  t he  Board concliides t h a t  tlie most probable  cause  was f a u l t y  

o p e r a t i o n  of two of t he  foul,  cirimp mlves of t he  s e p a r a t o r s  i n  a chain 

of even t s  combined w i t h  a mn1fr inct i .on of the primary dump va lve  c o n t r o l l e r  

du r ing  t h e  p i p e  c l ean ing  o p e r a t i o n  !Jhic.li allowed a l a r g e  volume of high 

p r e s s u r e  gas t o  e n t e r  the s t o r a g e  tank, r u p t u r i n g  i t .  

RECOMNENDATIONS 

The Sa fe ty  Board concurs r,ii.!:li the Coimnandant r e l a t i v e  t o  the recommenda- 

t i o n s  of the  Marine Board. 1.17 a d d i l - i n i i ,  the  Board makes t h e  fol lowing 

recommendation : 
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with  the  Department of t he  I n t e r i o r ,  s tudy  t h e  need 

f o r  s a f e t y  r e g u l a t i o n s  o r  the  r e v i s i o n  of r e g u l a t i o n s  

f o r  f ixed  and mobile d r i l l i n g  and product ion u n i t s  

ope ra t ing  on the  o u t e r  con t inen ta l  s h e l f ,  i nc lud ing  

the  ope ra t ing  equipment, the  methods and ope ra t ions  

u s e d  i n  d r i l . l i n g  f o r  and the  product ion of o i l ,  gas ,  

or o t h e r  subso i l  mine ra l s ,  and the  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  

thereof  by p i p e l i n e .  

BY THE NATIONAL TRANSPOXTATION SAFETY BOARD: 

Adopted t h i s  -?/dL day o f  m"," , 1969: 

-+-% !L---Ju 
Oscar M. Laurel ,  Memhr 



XI. 
St ruc tu res  on the  Outer Cont inenta l  Shelf' has  been v i o l a t e d .  

11. 
other  government agcncy contr ibuted t o  this casual ty .  

There i s  no evidcnce t h a t  any l i i ~  or regulat ion r e l a t i n g  t o  Fixed - 

There i s  no evidence t h a t  any personnel of t h e  Coast Guard or any 

Sccommendations: -~ 
1. The provis ions f o r  t a n k  vcnt ing simil.ar t o  those s e t  f o r t h  i n  
Id; CFR 55.13-60, should be made appl icable  t o  s tora&e tar'kc on platforms of 
t h i s  na ture ,  on the  Outer Cont inenta l  Shelf. 

2 .  
and unmanncd s t r u c t u r e  by (a )  cont inums occupanc~,  ( b )  persons l i v i n g  ane 
acmmmodated thereon. The primary considerat ion i s  durat ion of occupancy, 
and on t h e  s t r u c t u r e  under inves t iga t ion  the re  i s  c l e a r  i n t e n t  t h a t  it s h n l l  
bc rninned on z twenty-four hour (12 by 1 2 )  watch b a s i s .  Therefore,  t he  
def ini t i .on of a manned p l a t f o r z  a3 .set f o r t h  i n  33 CFR 140.10-?5 should 
be revised t o  inc luac  any s t r u c t u r e  wLlicli i s  occurJied by personnel  f o r  a 
pcr iod in cxcess of twelve (12) hoi.ns. 

3. 
personnel concerning procedures f o r  en ter ing  .the water from high e leva t ions .  

4. 
arrangement of t he  a r t i f i c i a l  i s l and .  The Class-Division concept foimd i n  
the  Nat ional  E l e c t r i c n l  Code and a s  s e t  f o r t h  i n  t h e  E l e c t r i c a l  Engineering 
Regukt ions  (CC-'259) should be made a?pl icable  t o  t h i s  t n e  s t r u c t u r e .  

5 .  provis ions  should be made f o r  the  rcqui r ing  of t h e  use of eq los ion -p roof  
equipment cccordine t o  the  a reas  def i red  by paragraph 4. above, and included 
i n  Sub-chapter N .  

6. The normal avenue of depar ture  froin t h e  top  l e v e l  of a platform i s  v i a  
two remotely loca ted  escape routes  t o  the  water l e v e l  boat landings.  
appears t h a t  the  loca t ion  of some l i f e  preservers  a t  t he  lowest l e v e l ,  and  
a means t o  remotely launch or  r e l ease  the l i f e  f l o a t s  from t h i s  l e v e l ,  i s  
des i r ab le .  

7. The o u t f i , t t i n g  of t he  msin deck w i t h  a common coLlection sump i s  
probably widesnread throughout offshore platforms due t o  t h e  need f o r  t.he 
con t ro l  of m y  no l lu t ion  problem. 
requirements concerning a non-hazardous vent ing arrangement. 

At the  ? resent  timc 33 CFIl 11iO.lO-25 d i f f e r e n t i a t e s  between a manned 

;U1 emergency b i l l s  and emergency d r i l l s  should l x l u d e  in s t ruc t ionc  t q  

Hazardous a reas  should be recognized a n d  so d e s i p i t e d  by the  general  

It 

Thercfore,  33 CFR 143 should include 
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