Grade Definition ’ Action Criteria &ramples ]

1 A leak that represents an Requires Prémpt action to protect life and 1. Any Leak which In the judgment of Operating
existing or probable hazard to Property, and continuous actlon untll the Personnel at the scene, Is regarded as an immediate
Persons or property, and condltions are no longer hazardous, hazard,
requires immediate repairor [*The Pro'rﬁ'pt actlon In some Instances may 2. Escaping gas that has Ignited.
continuous action untl the fequire one or more of the following 3. Any Indication of &as which has migrated into or under
conditions are no longer a bullding or into 3 tunnel,
hazardous, 4. Any Reading at the Outside wall of 3 building or where

a. lmplemeEtaﬂon of company emergency plan
(192.615)

b. Evacuating premises

<. Blocking off an area

d. Rerouting traffic

e. Eliminatin®sources of ignition

f. Venting the area

g Stoppinlthe flovk _'o.f Bas by closing valves or

8as would likely migrate to an outside wall of 3 buiiding.
5. Any reading of 80% LEL, or greaterin 3 confined space.
6. Any reading of 80% LEL, or greater in smal
substructures (other than gas associated substructures)
from which gas would likely migrate to the outside wall
of 2 bullding.

7. Any leak that can be seen, heard, or felt and which is

* | Inalocation that may endanger the general public or

other means
h Notifylng police and fire departments proparty.
b
2 A look that Is recognized as Leaks should be repalred or cleared within one A, Leaks Requiring action Ahegd of Ground Freezing or
being nonhazardoys atthe calendar year, but no later than 15 months from | Other adverse Changes In Venting Conditions.

time of detectlon, but Justifies | the date the leak was reportad, |n determining Any leak which, under frozen or other adverse soil
scheduled repalr based on the repalr priority, criterla such ag the following conditions, would likely migrate to the outslde wall of 3

probable future hazard, should be considered, bullding.
a. Amount ang migratlon of gas, B. Leaks Requiring Action Within Six Months
b. Proximity of 83s to bulldings and sub-surface 1. Any reading of 40% LEL, or greater, under 3 sidewalk In
structures'_ ’ @ wall-to-wall paved'area that does not qualify as 2 Grade
¢. Extent of pavement, ~, , 1 leak,
d. Soll type, and soll conditions (such as frost cap, | 2. Any reading of 100% LEL, or greater, under a streetina
moisture and natural venting), wall-to-wall paved area that has significant 8as migration

and does not qualify as a Grade | leak.
Grade 2 leaks should be reevaluated In at Jeast 3. Any rending less than 80% LEL In small substructures
once every six months untjl cleared, The {other than gas Assoclated substructures) from which gas

frequency of reevaluation should be determined | would likely migrate creating a probable future hazard
by the location ang migration gf the leakage 4. Any reading betwaen 20% LEL and 80% LEL ina
condition. e confined space.

5. Any reading on a plpeline operating at 30 percent
Grade 2 leeks may vary greatly In degree of SMYS, or greater, In a CIASS3 or 4 location, which does
potential H¥tard. Some Grade 2 leaks, when not Qualify as a grade 1 leak,
evaluated by the above criterla, may Justify 6. Any reading of 80% LEL, or greater, In £3s associated

scheduled repalr within the next 3 working days, | sy bstructures,

Others may Justify repalr within 30 days, Duﬂng\ 7. Any leak which, In the judgment of operating

the working day on which the leak is discovered, personnel at the scene, Is of sufficient magnitude to
these situations shoutd be brought to the Justify scheduled repalr.

attention of the Individuals responsible for
scheduling leak repalr,

On the other h?nd, many Grade 2 leaks, becayse
of thelir location and magnltude, can be
scheduled fer repair on a normal routine basls
with periodic relnspection as necessary.

3 A leak that is non-hazardous | These leaks should be reevaluated during the Ledks Requiting Reevaluation Al Periodic Intervals.
atthe time of detection ang next scheduled survey, or within 15 months of L. Any reading of less than 80% LEL in small gas
can be feasonably expected to | the date reported, whichever occurs first, until associated substructure 5,

remaln non-hazardoys. the leak s regraded or no longer result, in 3 ‘| 2. Any reading under a street In areas without wali-to-
reading, wall paving where It | unlikely the gas could migrate
10the outside wall of a buliding.
- " |3.Any reading of less than 20% LgL in a confined space.
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