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M E M O R A N D U M 
 
 
TO: NFPA Technical Committee on National Fuel Gas Code 
 
FROM: Joanne Goyette 
 
DATE: December 10, 2010 
 
SUBJECT: NFPA 54 ROC TC FINAL Ballot Results (A2011) 
 
 
The Final Results of the NFPA 54 ROC Letter Ballot are as follows:  
 
29  Members Eligible to Vote  
  2  Not Returned (B. Olson and J. Stackpole) 
  4  Negatives (E. Angelone, R. Frazier, J. Osterhaus, and A. Lanier Papageorge) 
  0  Abstentions  
 
There are two criteria necessary to pass ballot [(1) affirmative 2/3 vote and (2) simple majority]. 
 
(1) The number of affirmative votes needed for the proposal/comment to pass is 18. 

(29 eligible to vote - 2 not returned - 0 abstentions = 27 × 0.66 = 17.82) 
 
(2) In all cases, an affirmative vote of at least a simple majority of the total membership 

eligible to vote is required. This is the calculation for simple majority: 
          [29 eligible ÷ 2 = 14.5 = (15)] 
 
Reasons for negative votes, etc. from alternate members are not included unless the ballot from 
the principal member was not received. 
 
According to the final ballot results, all ballot items received the necessary 2/3 required 
affirmative votes to pass ballot. 
 
 



Circulation Explanation Report for NFG-AAA   Comments Friday, December 10, 2010
Document # 54

54-7 5.6.1 and 5.6.8.4 (Log # 28 )

Affirmative with Comment

Buchal, T. I strongly recommend that one of the advisory panels looks into the listing requirement for
controls, especially limit controls.

54-25 9.6.4 (Log # 14 )

Negative

Osterhaus, J. I agree with the submitter's comments.  In Texas, incidents have occurred when a gas valve was
unintentionally and unknowingly opened by a person moving furniture, an appliance or inadvertently
"bumping" into the handle on a valve.  A latching or locking device on a gas valve that would require more
than a single plane force to open it would reduce the risk of unintentional gas discharge from an
uncapped/unplugged valve.  The Code may require that disconnected outlets be capped or plugged, but most
consumers do not have a copy of the code and are not aware of the requirement.  Consumers are not members
of a qualified agency but do connected and disconnect gas appliances, such as clothes dryers and space heaters,
to fuel systems. There was an explosion and fire at a Texas residence that occurred when an
uncapped/unplugged gas valve, located behind an electric clothes dryer, was unintentionally opened when the
clothes dryer was pushed against the valve handle. The discharging gas accumulated in the house and was
ignited, resulting in an explosion that structurally damaged the house, severely injured one person and resulted
in the death of another.   A gas shutoff valve designed to prevent the valve handle from moving to an open
position until manually released or unlatched, may have prevented this incident from occurring.

54-32 12.9.6 (Log # CC14 )

Negative

Angelone, E. The distance recommended was not based on factual information or research.

Frazier, R. The National Fire Protection Research Foundation's Report sited in the substantiation of 54-32
(Log #CC14) is very inadequate and falls short of providing useful information in determining a minimum set
point for distances to adjacent building openings.  Additional research is needed to justify any specification
changes.

Papageorge, A. There is no substantiation or data to support this code section.  The research upon which this
code section is based is very limited in its scope (only one type of building and location was modeled). I
support the deletion of the section in its entirety.

54-33 12.9.6 (New) (Log # 10 )

Negative

Angelone, E. See my Explanation of Negative on Comment 54-32 (Log #CC14).

Frazier, R. See Substantiation for original Log #10

Papageorge, A. There is no substantiation or data to support this code section.  The research upon which this
code section is based is very limited in its scope (only one type of building and location was modeled).  I vote
negative to the committee action for rejection and support the submitter's recommendation to delete the new
section 12.9.6 in its entirety.
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