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Th:s is in reference to the National Transportanon Safety Board’s Safety
 Recommendations ¥93-1 and -2, stated below, wlhich the Safety Board issued to the Research
and Special Programs Adminis"tration (RSPA) onn November 30, 1993, These tecommendations
were izsued to RSPA as a result of the Board’s investigation of the March 1, 1993, incident
involving a leak from a compressed gas cylinder on a tractor/semitrailer along Interstate 35 near
Des Moines, lowa.

1-93-1

Coordinate with the Compressed Gas Associgtion, Inc. [CGA] ih amending
Pamphilet C-6, Standard for Visual Inspection of Compressed Gas Cylinders, to
require the use of a thread gauge, such as an L9 or equivalent, to messura the
interior section neck threads for acoeptance or rejection during periodic
exatnitation of oylindets that are used to tratisport pases with corrosive properties,

1-93.2

Prohibit the use of cyhndem that do not theet the acceptance critetia for cylinder
neck threads established in CGA Pamphlet.C-6, Standard for Visual Inspection of
Compressed Gas Cylinders.

In ptevious correspondence dated February 13, 2001, RSPA informed the Safety Board
that it was working with the CGA to develop an alternative inspection method for determining
the adequacy of neck threads during peticdic examination of cylinders because RSPA and the
CGA. did not believe that use of a thtead gauge, as valled for in 1.93-1, was a workable solution
in that a thread gauge does not adequately detect all thread cotrosion that can result in significant
leakage. In our letter dated July 20, 2001, the Safety Board indicated that we looked forward to
receiving the results of RSPA and CGA’s efforts to develop an alternative inspestion program,
but because of the time that has elapsed, Safety Recommendations 1-93-1 and -2 were classified

“Open—Unacceptable Response,”
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The Safety Board pointed ottt agaif jin itd July 20, 2001, letter that the severity of the
corrosion to the cylinder threads on the cylinders involved in the Des Moines incident was not
evident during the post-incident visusl inspebtions, Thus, visual inspection alone should not be
the criteria by which cylinders are tejectedior accepted. The Safety Board is aware that the
CGA’s Pampliet C-6 was recently tevised arid published last August. The revisious to Pamphlet
C-6 do not accomplish the objective df the Boatd’s recommettdation in that criteria for accepting
or rejecting cylinders are still based dn visu2l inspection tather than soitie quantifiable measure
of cylinder neck threads, such as a micromieter or a controlled-diameter go/no-go device that |
gauges the thread crests in the L-9 portion of the threads. Since the intent of the Board’s Safety
Recommendations [-93-1 and -2 has ot beer} thet, and in view of the tinde that has elapsed since
the recommendations were issukd, e have olassified Safely Recommendations
1-93-1 and 1-93-2 “Closed—Unacceptable Adtion.”
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Mation C. Blakey
Chairman

cc: Mr. Rabert Clarke, Safety and Health Team Leader
Office of Transportation Policy Development




