
Technical Committee on Liquefied Petroleum Gas 
 

 
Date: May 23, 2011 
 
To: Technical Committee on Liquefied Petroleum Gas  
 
From: Denise Beach, Staff Liaison/Senior Engineer 
 
Re: Agenda Package – June Pre-ROP Meeting  
 
 
Enclosed is the agenda package for the June 21-22, 2011 meeting in Huntsville, AL.  
Please ensure that you have reviewed the materials in advance.  The agenda will be 
posted on the NFPA 58 document information page under the “Next Edition” tab. 
 
Some items to bring to the meeting include:  Agenda packet; your copy of the NFPA 58; 
any previous Reports on Proposals or Reports on Comments that you wish to 
reference.   
 
If you have any questions or comments, please feel free to reach me at (617) 984-7501 
or by e-mail at dbeach@nfpa.org.  You can reach the LPG-AAA TC Chair Frank 
Mortimer at Frank.J.Mortimer@EMCins.com. 
 
    
 



Technical Committee on Liquefied Petroleum Gas 
 

AGENDA 
 
 

Embassy Suites 
800 Monroe Street 

Huntsville, AL 35801 
June 20-21, 2011 

 
1. Chair’s welcome, call to order, and opening remarks at 8:30 a.m.  
2. Self-Introduction of Committee Members and Guests 
3. Approval of Minutes from the ROC Meetings held in October 2009 in Des Moines, IA.  

See NFPA 59A Document Information, archived revision information page to review. 
4. Staff Liaison Report                                                                            
 A.  Committee membership update (For the period Oct. 1, 2009 – May 16, 2011) 

Name Category Change Date 

David Burnell Enforcer (Principal) Appoint 3/02/2010 

Glenn Mahnken Insurer (Principal) Appoint 3/02/2010 

Matt Sigler Enforcer (Principal) Appoint 8/02/2010 

David Meyer Special Expert (Principal) Appoint 10/20/2010 

Joseph Sternola Installer-Maint. (Principal) Resign - † 11/09/2009 

Roger Maxon Manufacturer (Alternate) Resign 7/13/2010 

Hari Ramanathan Enforcer (Alternate) Resign 8/10/2010 

Phillip Ribbs Labor (Principal) From E to L 8/11/2010 

Leslie Woodward Installer-Maint From Alt to P 8/11/2010 

Adam Muliawan Enforcer (Principal) Resign 1/23/2011 

 (Total Voting Members – 30; E=27%, SE=20%, M=20%, IM=13%, I=10%, RT=3%, 
U=3%, L=3%) 

 B.  Revision Cycle Review and timeline (Attachment A) 



5.   Old Business - Review of Section 6.19 and Chapter 8.  In the minutes of the October 
2009 meeting, NFPA Staff noted that both section 6.19,  LP-Gas Systems in Buildings 
or on Building Roofs or Exterior Balconies, and Chapter 8 use terms that are not 
consistent with current building and life safety code terminology, such as “frequented 
by the public”, “partially occupied by the public”, and “occupied by the public”.  These 
terms should be reviewed and at least used consistently. It is recommended that the 
occupancies used by building and life safety codes be used.  Staff recommends that a 
task force be formed to develop recommendation for revision of 6.19 and Chapter 8 
the 2011 edition of NFPA 58.  This might be done in conjunction with the Technology, 
Standards, and Safety committee of NPGA. 

6.   New Business 
 A.  NFPA Staff Notes for Next Revision (Attachment B) 
 B.  Public Proposals Received to Date (Distributed in separate file)  
 C.  Formal Interpretation Request (Attachment C) 
7.     Establish task groups for Unresolved or new issues. 
8.     5 MMBH Burners without controls – B. Mahre 
9. Relief Valve Extensions – D. Stainbrook  
10.   ASME Tank Repair to Original Code of Construction – G. McRae  
11. Maximum Allowable Working Pressure of Underground Tanks – G. McRae  
12. Other Items?  
13. Date/Location of Next Meeting. (The ROP meeting must take place between Nov. 25, 

2011 and Feb. 24, 2012.)  
14. Adjournment.   



ATTACHMENT A:  Pre-ROP AGENDA 

 
NFPA 58 Revision Cycle 

Annual 2013 
  
 NFPA 58 A2013 (last cycle A11) [LPG-AAA] 

Intent to enter cycle    July 8, 2011 
Proposal Closing    November 25, 2011 
ROP Published and Posted   June 22, 2012 
Comment Closing    August 31, 2012 
ROC Published and Posted  February 22, 2013 

 
 

Intent to make motion (ITMAM) closing  April 5, 2013 
Issuance of standard - NO controversy  May 28, 2013 (publ. later) 
NFPA WSCE Meeting with NITMAM  June 9-13, 2013 (Boston) 

 Issuance of Standard – with controversy  August 1, 2013 (published later) 
  



 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Attachment B: 
NFPA Staff Notes for 

Consideration 



Attachment B:  Notes for 2014 edition of NFPA 58. 
 
 
1. Form a task force to review FI’s.  If a requirement is rewritten to make the question 
not applicable, the FI can be deleted. 
 
2. The term “positive shutoff valve” is used in chapters 3, 5, and 6 extensively.  It is not 
defined.  
 
3. Is more information needed in A.4.2.1 ?  It has been the same for decades, and given 
the extensive list of references in the Handbook it  should be  expanded if retained. 
 
4. Note the following duplication, and difference: 
 

5.2 Containers. 
5.2.5 ASME Container Openings. 
5.2.5.4* ASME containers of 125 gal through 2000 gal (0.5 m3 
through 7.6 m3) water capacity shall be provided with an 
opening for an actuated liquid withdrawal excess-flow valve 
with a connection not smaller than 3 ⁄4 in. (19 mm) national 
pipe thread (NPT). 
 
5.7 Container Appurtenances and Regulators. 
5.7.4 Container Valves and Other Appurtenances.  
5.7.4.1 (B) Containers of 125 gal through 4000 gal (0.5 m3 through 
15.2 m3) water capacity shall be provided with an actuated 
liquid withdrawal excess-flow valve with a connection not 
smaller than 3⁄4 in. NPT (19 mm) 

 
These should be reconciled, or one deleted and replaced with a reference to another. 
 
5. Note paragraph 5.2.5.6: 
 

5.2.5.6 ASME containers in storage or use shall have pressure relief valve 
connections that have direct communication with the vapor space of the 
container. 

 
As chapter 5 applies to ASME containers in storage or use, the text is superfluous and I 
recommend deletion. 
 
6. Consider revising 5.7.5.10: 
 

5.7.5.10  Gauging devices requiring bleeding of product to the atmosphere, such 
as fixed liquid level, rotary tube, and slip tube gauges, shall be designed so that 
the bleed valve maximum opening to the atmosphere is not larger than a No. 54 
drill size. 



 
7.  5.7.8.4 – “substantial dome”.  Is “substantial” needed?  It has been in the Code since 
1939. 
 
8. Add a requirement to 5.11, Internal Valves (Reserved) to require a shutoff valve with 
multiple manifolded internal valves? 
 
9. FI, LPG-5 (1957) describes the meaning of the term “Line of adjoining property that 
can be built upon”.  We could delete the FI, if the code were changed.  Annex A text 
could be added, including the drawing or other drawing, that would enable the FI to be 
deleted, and to provide the information to more users. 
  
10. Table 6.4.5.8 – The table was originally derived from NFPA 50 and 50A.  However, 
these documents have since been withdrawn and absorbed into NFPA 55.  The current 
requirements of NFPA 55 are much different from those shown in table 6.4.5.8.  The 
committee should either update the table to match NFPA 55, or remove it entirely and 
direct users to NFPA 55 for the required separation distance. 
 
11. Table 6.5.3, row K, flammable and combustible liquid tanks require a 20 ft 
separation.  There is an FI, 95-1 that says that this applies only to the fill and vent 
connection of the UG container.  Can the table be revised to state this? This would 
allow the FI to be deleted. 
 
12. Section 6.12: 

6.12.1  On new installations and on existing installations, stationary container 
storage systems with an aggregate water capacity of more than 4000 gal (15.1 
m3) utilizing a liquid transfer line that is 1½ in. (39 mm) or larger and a pressure 
equalizing vapor line that is 1¼ in. (32 mm) or larger shall be equipped with 
emergency shutoff valves. 
 
6.12.2  Where required, an emergency shutoff valve shall be installed in the 
transfer lines of the fixed piping transfer system within 20 ft (6 m) of lineal pipe 
from the nearest end of the hose or swivel-type piping connections. 

As currently written, 6.12.2 requires an ESV, except as noted in 6.12.1.  FI 79-1 covers 
the requirement for an ESV on each pipe feeding a hose at a transfer point.  Can 6.12.2 
be revised to state this so that the FI can be retired? Also please review FI 79-2 to see if 
6.12.2 can be revised to incorporate it and retire the FI.  
Reference: 6.12 
F.I. 79-1 
Question: Is it the intent of 6.12 to require either an emergency shutoff valve or a 
backflow check valve in each leg of the piping when two or more hoses are used? 
Answer: Yes. 
Committee Comment: Unless these provisions are made, it would be possible for flow 
from one leg of the piping to escape through a leak in the other leg. 
Reference: 6.12 
F.I. 79-2 



Question: In an LP-Gas installation subject to the provisions of 6.12 of NFPA 58 by 
virtue of the container capacity qualifications, the vapor piping used in liquid transfer 
operations is 1½ -inches nominal size. However, a vapor hose permanently affixed to 
the delivery end of this piping (by the use of a 1½ -inch-to-1-inch reducing elbow) is 1-
inch nominal size. No backflow check valve is installed in this piping. 
Is it the intent of 6.12 of NFPA 58 to require that an emergency shutoff valve be 
installed in the fixed vapor piping? 
Answer: No. 
Committee Comment: The Committee notes that, in the absence of either an 
emergency shutoff valve or a backflow check valve, 6.18.2.6(1) or (2) would require an 
excess flow valve in the fixed vapor piping cited. 
 
13. Can FI 58-04-1 on 6.13 be retired by adding something to Annex A? 
Reference: 6.13 
F.I. No.: 58-04-1 
Question: Is it the intent of 6.13 of NFPA 58 to allow a maintenance valve (locked in 
the open position) to be placed between a hydrostatic relief valve and the pipe upon 
which it is installed? 
Answer: No. 
 
14. Par 6.19.2.2 states: 

6.19.2.2  Only regulators recommended by the manufacturer for use with LP-Gas 
shall be used. 

And (new) 6.8.1.1 requires that regulators comply with UL 144 or Z21.80.  Could 
6.19.2.2  be revised to reflect what 6.8.1.1 says? Or why not change 6.8.1.1 to say what 
6.19.2.2 says. 
 
15. Section 6.21.1: 

6.21.1 Application. Section 6.21 shall not apply to engine fuel vaporizers or to 
integral vaporizing burners such as those used for weed burners or tar kettles. 

It appears to be Non-Application, rather than Application.   
 
16. In Section 6.24, 6.24 3 applies to both cylinder dispensers and vehicle fuel 
dispenses, and 6.23.4 provides additional requirements for vehicle fuel dispensers.  I 
note that 6.24.3.1 thru 6.24.3.3 apply to vehicle fuel dispensers only.  Should they be 
moved to 6.24? 
 
17. Delete Annex H.  It is replaced by NFPA 290. Revise A.6.25.5.1 to read: 
 

A.6.25.5.1 For LP-Gas fixed storage facilities of 60,000 gal (227 m3) water 
capacity or less, a fire safety analysis could indicate that applied insulating 
coatings are quite often the most practical solution for special protection. It is 
recommended that insulation systems be evaluated on the basis of experience or 
listings by an approved testing laboratory NFPA 290, Standard for Fire Testing of 
Passive Protection Materials for Use on LP-Gas Containers be used to determine 



the fire resistance of passive fire protection materials applied to the exterior of 
LP-Gas containers. 

 
18.  Chapter 8.   
 
A. 8.3.2 Storage Within Buildings Frequented by the Public and in Residential 

Occupancies. 
8.3.5 Storage Within Residential Buildings. 

 
Why is “Residential Occupancies” in the title of 8.3.2? It allows more than 8.3.5. 
 
B. Chapter 8, Storage of Cylinders Awaiting Use or Sale, covers only cylinders as stated 

in 8.1.  This leaves ASME 420’s awaiting sale or use not covered by NFPA 58.  I 
recommend that chapter 8 be expanded to included ASME “cylinders”. 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 

Attachment C: 
Formal Interpretation 

Request 
 
 
 



Propane Technical Services 
1195 Sterling Circle N 
Maplewood, MN 55119-7183 

February 8, 2011 

Ms. Denise Beach 
NFPA 
1 Batterymarch Place 
Quincy, MA 02169-7471 

Dear Ms Beach: 

Subject: Formal Interpretation - NFPA 58-2011 

Phone: (651) 777-8565 
Fax: (651) 777-8480 
billmahre@aol.com 

References: 3.3,10; A.3.3.10; 6.18; 6.18.4; 6.18.4.2 (A) (B) (C); 6.18.5; 6.18.1; 
6.25.3; 14.1; 14.3: 14.3.2; 14.3.3 

Is it the intent of the NFPA 58 Technical Committee to include all container 
installations in excess of 4000 gallons water capacity to comply with all provisions 
of the Code which are described as Bulk Plants and in one occasion described as 
Bulk Plants and Industrial Plants? Would the provisions of the Code cover 
container storage at Commercial sites and Agriculture sites? These sites involve 
the product use by vapor piping to appliances and the Code is silent. Is a 6500 
water gallon capacity container which is providing vapor service to a 25 uncit 
condominium building considered a "Bulk Plant"? Is a 10,000 water capaclty 
container providing service to a grain dryer considered a "Bulk Plant"? 

r3J2LWL~ 
Bill Mahre 
Propane Technical Services 

I 


	Technical Committee on Liquefied Petroleum Gas

