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1. In 11.4.1.2.4, insert “double wall or the tank shall be” so that the section reads as follows: 

11.4.1.2.4 Fuel tanks shall be double wall or the tank shall be enclosed with a wall, curb, or dike sufficient to 
hold the entire capacity of the tank. 
 
2. Delete annex note A.11.4.1.2.1 as follows: 

A.11.4.1.2.1 Dikes are generally not necessary due to the requirement for double-wall tanks with monitoring. 
 
3. Delete the last three paragraphs of A.11.4.3 as follows: 

Research has identified nothing in NFPA 30, Flammable and Combustible Liquids Code, or NFPA 37, Standard 
for the Installation and Use of Stationary Combustion Engines and Gas Turbines, that prohibits the outlet 
connection to the engine from the diesel tank from being in the location required by NFPA 20. 
 
The applicable code is NFPA 37, not NFPA30. The scope of NFPA 30 clearly states that if the installation 
meets the criteria in NFPA 37, then it satisfies the requirements of NFPA 30. 
 
Therefore, NFPA 37 applies for the fuel tank for the fire pump, as it is considered to be part of the installation 
of the internal combustion engine. Subsection 6.3.2 of NFPA 37 deals with fuel tanks inside structures for fuels 
other than Class I liquids. Sections 6.6, 6.7, and 6.8 of NFPA 37 deal with filling, venting, and connections 
between the engine and the fuel tank, and these sections send the reader back to NFPA 30 for the requirements. 
A review of the tank chapter in NFPA 30 for fixed tanks with capacity of 119 gallons or more finds no 
requirement stating that the connection to the engine has to be from the top of the tank, if the tank is on the floor 
on legs, or otherwise above ground. 
 
Submitter’s Substantiation: An error occurred in the processing of the 2010 edition of NFPA 20 with respect 
to Proposal 20-117 and Comment 20-102.  The clear intent of the committee at the end of the ROC meeting was 
to allow single wall tanks with dikes and double wall tanks without dikes.  This intent can be found in the 
committee meeting actions and committee statements on Comments 20-100 and 20-101. 
 
The error was simply in the Committee Meeting Action on Comment 20-102, where a “4” was printed instead 
of a “1”.  The Committee Meeting Action was printed as, “Remove the words “double wall” from Section 
11.4.1.2.4.”  Instead, the Committee Meeting Action should have been, “Remove the words “double wall” from 
Section 11.4.1.2.1.”  Unfortunately, by coincidence, the words “double wall” also appeared in Section 
11.4.1.2.4, so they were removed by the NFPA staff.  However, then the sentence did not make sense, so more 
words were deleted from Section 11.4.1.2.4, which had the effect of changing the intent of the committee.  This 
TIA proposes putting all of the language back that was inadvertently deleted. 
 
The annex note A.11.4.1.2.1 needs to be deleted because it contradicts the base paragraph (11.4.1.2.1) and the 
rest of section 11.4, which now allows the use of single wall tanks.  This was overlooked during the revision 
cycle, but since we are processing a TIA, it needs to be fixed so that the standard is consistent. 
 
The three paragraphs in annex note A.11.4.3 need to be deleted because they are no longer true.  The intent of 
the standard is not to send the user to NFPA 37 except as noted by 11.4.1.2.3.  All of the rules have been placed 



in NFPA 20 for common sizes of tanks.  These annex note sections were supposed to have been deleted by 
Proposal 20-117, but the proposal was not processed correctly, even after Comment 20-99 was submitted and 
accepted to clarify the Committee Action on Proposal 20-117. 
 
The three paragraphs in annex note A.11.4.3 need to be deleted because they are no longer true.  The intent of 
the standard is not to send the user to NFPA 37 except as noted by 11.4.1.2.3.  All of the rules have been placed 
in NFPA 20 for common sizes of tanks.  These annex note sections were supposed to have been deleted by 
Proposal 20-117, but the proposal was not processed correctly by NFPA staff, even after Comment 20-99 
specifically reminded the staff that they needed to pay attention to all of the text modifications of Proposal 20-
117. 
 
Emergency Nature: This issue meets three of the factors used by the NFPA in section 5.3 of the Regulations 
Governing Committee Projects to define “Emergency Nature” (a, b and f), which are discussed as follows: 
 
a) The document contains an error that was overlooked during a regular revision process.  Clearly, there 
was an error in processing the comments on 11.4.1.2.4 and 11.4.1.2.1.  In addition, three paragraphs in annex 
note A.11.4.3 were supposed to have been deleted, but they still appear in the 2010 edition. 
 
b) The document contains a conflict within the document.  There are two conflicts within the standard the 
need to be corrected.  The first is that section 11.4.1.2.4 requires a dike and section A.11.4.1.2.1 says, “Dikes 
are generally not necessary due to the requirement for double-wall tanks with monitoring.”   The second conflict 
is that section A.11.4.1.2.1 says that double-wall tanks are required, which is not the case.  Single wall tanks are 
permitted by the standard because section 11.4 does not require double-wall tanks and because single wall tanks 
can be constructed in accordance with the standards listed in 11.4.1.2.1. 
 
f) The proposed TIA will correct a circumstance in which the revised document has resulted in an 
adverse impact on a product or method that was without adequate technical justification.  The product or 
method that is being adversely impacted is the use of a double-wall tank without a dike.  The committee agreed 
that this was adequate protection from a technical perspective, but the standard does not allow this installation 
due to an error in how all of the sections were put together.  We’ve already had multiple contractors questioning 
the issue and complaining that they are being made to put dikes around double-wall tanks.  
 
 
 
 
Anyone may submit a comment by the closing date indicated above.  To submit a comment, please identify the number 

of the TIA and forward to the Secretary, Standards Council, 1 Batterymarch Park, Quincy, MA 02169‐7471. 
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