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Honorable Ellen G. Englemw 
Administrator I 
Rsearch and Special Programs ~ d s t r a t i o n  
Washington, D.C. 20590 

, ! 
DearME.Englernan: 

- _ _, _____ _ I  _ -.-...I^ - .  ._ . .. . . .. . . - -. I. 

This i s  in reference to the National Transpodation Safety Board's Safety 
Recommendations 1-93-1 and -2, stated below, which the Safety Board issued to the Research 
and Special Programs Administration(RSPA)on November 30, 1993. These recommendations 
were issued to RSPA as a result of the Board's investigation of the Match 1, 1993, incident 
involving a leak ftom a compressed gas cylinder on a tcact~rIsemitraileralong Interstate 35 near 
Des Moines, Iowa. 

Coordinate with the Compressed Gas A~sooiation, Ino. [CGA] itl amending 
Pamphlet C-6, Stnndard for Vtsual Inspection of Compressed Gas Cylinders, to 
require the use of a thread gauge, sUch ad an L9 w eqtdvalent, to measure the 
interior section neck threads for orceptanoe or mjection during periodic 
examination of cylinders that am used to tratlsport gases with corrosive properties. 

Prohibit the use of cylinders that do fiat meet the acceptance criteria for cylinder 
neck threads established inCGA Pmphl6t.C-6,Standard for Visual Inspeotion .of 
Cornpremed Gas cylinder^. 

In ptevious correspondence dated Fehary 13,2001, RSPA irfdrmed the Safety Board 
that it was working with the CGA to develop au alternative hspection method for determining 
the adequacy of neck threads during periodic mamination of cylinders because RSPA and the 
CGA did not believe that use of a b a d  gauge, as called fbr in 11-93-1, was a worlcable solution 
in that a thread gauge does not adequately detect all thread comaion that can result in significant 
leakage. In our letter dated July 20,2001, ihe Safety Board indicated that we looked forward to 
receiving the results of RSPA and CGA's afforts to develop an alternative inspection program, 
but because of the time that has elapsed, Safety R~comnmdations 1-93-1 and -2 were classified 
"Open-Unacceptable Response." 



The Safety Board pointed O U ~againjitl ii+July 20, 2001, letter that the severity of the 
corrosion to the cylinder threads on the cyhders involved in the Des Moines incident: was not : 
evidont during the post-incident d su4  inspektioa. Thus, visual inspection alone should not be 
the criteria by which cylinders are is aware that the : 
CGA's Pamphkd C-6 was to Pamphlet 
C-6do not acoomplish the criteria for a o c e p ~ g  
or rejecting cylinders are some quantinable measure : 
of cyhder neck tbreadlr, golno-go device that 
galrges the thread crests in the L-9poFon of the threads. Shce the intent of the Board's Sdety , 

Recomtnendatio~1-93-1and -2 has dot beer! met, and inview ofthe W e  that ha^ elapsed since 
the r~commendations were ism'h, e ~ V Bclms%fied Safety Racommendations , 

1-93-1 and 1-93-2 " C l o s e d - U c b e  

Marion C. Blakey / 

Chairman 

oo: 	 Mr. Robert Clarke,Safety a dHealth T e a  Leader 
Office of Transportation Policy Development 


