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410-859-3366 
9:00AM – 5:00PM ET 

 
Agenda 

 
1. Call to Order – Chair Michael Mayers 

2. Introduction of Members and Guests  

3. Chair’s Remarks and Purpose of Meeting 

4. Review of minutes from previous meeting  
 

5. Committee Procedures – Staff Liaison Tom McGowan 
a. Overview of NFPA  
b. NFPA Codes and Standards Making Process   
c. ProQual JPR Format  
d. Manual of Style  
e. Document Information Page  
f. Document Cycle Information  
g. NFPA Updates  

 
6. Review of ROP – Technical Committee  

a. Review of Public Proposals and Actions 
b. Committee Proposals and Actions 

 
7. New Business 

8. Adjourn at the Close of Business 



NFPA 1006 Technical Committee Meeting Minutes 
March 23 and 24, 2007– Orlando, Florida 

 
March 23, 2007 
 
Convened 0800 hours. In attendance: 

 
Goodson, Carl- Chairman 
Florence, Frank- Staff Liaison 
Mayers, Michael- Secretary 
 
Bailey, Wayne 
Brennan, Frank 
Brink, Michael 
Carpenter, Mike 
Connell, Tom 
Eady, Melody 
Jackson, Fred 
Kitchel, Wes 
McCreary, Mike 
Rhea, Bobby 
Rousseau, Brian 
Schappert, Bob 
Schecter, Pete 
Sproul, Ralph 
Walker, Mike 
Wehrli, Chuck 
Zafares, Andrea 
 

Our esteemed chairman began with a review of the agenda and continued the tradition of awe-
inspiring remarks. 
 
INTRODUCTIONS 
 
Conducted introduction of committee members and new members for the benefit of the guests; 
introduced guests Blades Robinson. 
 
REVIEW OF MINUTES OF SAN ANTONIO MEETING 
 
Review of minutes was performed. 
 
Motion to accept the minutes as amended (Carpenter) was made and seconded (Wehrli).  
Motion was carried. 
 
NFPA UPDATE AND REVIEW OF CYCLE 

 
Frank Florence reviewed the standards process issues affecting the document and clarified our 
cycle: 

 
Current position- Fall 2007 
ROP Meeting- San Diego meeting held. 
Published- December 22, 2006 
Comment closing date ROC- March 2, 2007 
ROC meeting- Orlando, FL on March 23-24, 2007 



ROC will be published August 24, 2007 
Document to Standards Council by January 25, 2008 

 
PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
The Cave chapter comments were addressed first due to the anticipated departure of the Cave 
Task Group members. 
 
Log 93: Motion to reject (Carpenter) was made and seconded (Kitchel).   Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Content is covered in 18.2.1 and 18.2.2. 
 
Log 94: Motion to reject (Eady) was made and seconded (Brink).   Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Accept in part.  Discussion: Accept the language on cave and topographical maps and 
insert on the end of the knowledge statement.  The remaining submitted language is already 
covered in Chapter 5. 
 
Log 95: Motion to reject (Connell) was made and seconded (Walker).   Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Accept in part.  Discussion: Accept the language to add read and understand cave 
and topographic maps to the existing 18.2.1 (B).  The remaining submitted language does not 
relate to the existing JPR. 
 
Log 96: Motion to reject (Connell) was made and seconded (Carpenter).   Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Proposed language is not referring to support material but 
PPE issues. 
 
Log 89: Motion to reject (Eady) was made and seconded (Carpenter).   Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Proposed language is not referring to support material but 
PPE issues (see Log 96). 
 
Log 88: Motion to reject (Eady) was made and seconded (Carpenter).   Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Proposed language is not referring to support material but 
PPE issues (see Log 96). 
 
Log 87: Motion to accept in part (Carpenter) was made and seconded (Jackson).   Motion 
carried.  Action Taken: Accept in Part.  Discussion: Committee desires to add the light statement 
and rejecting the deletion of self-rescue equipment.  Committee realizes lights are an important 
part of the JPR. 
 
Log 86: Motion to reject (Kitchel) was made and seconded (Sproul).   Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Committee does not agree with the substantiation of the 
submitter. 
 
Log 85: Motion to accept (Kitchel) was made and seconded (Eady).   Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Accept.  
 
Log 84: Motion to accept in part (Mayers) was made and seconded (Connell).  Motion 
carried.  Action Taken: Accept in part the grammatical change to add “and the” and rejecting the 
use of the “written messages” as too specific.  
 
Log 83: Motion to reject (Wehrli) was made and seconded (Kitchel).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Committee will amend in core competencies 5.2.2.   
 
Log 82: Motion to reject (Carpenter) was made and seconded (Wehrli).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Committee will amend language in core competencies 5.2.2.   
 



Log 81: Motion to accept (Eady) was made and seconded (Connell).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Accept. 
 
Log 90: Motion to reject (Carpenter) was made and seconded (Kitchel).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Committee believes current definition is adequate.   
 
Log 92: Motion to accept (Carpenter) was made and seconded (Rousseau).  Motion 
carried.  Action Taken: Accept.   Discussion: Delete the definition as it is not found in the body of 
the document. 
 
Log 91: Motion to reject (Kitchel) was made and seconded (Sproul).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject.  Discussion: The document is used internationally and NIMS is a definition specific 
to United States use and therefore needs to remain generic in nature.   
 
Log 80: Motion to accept in principle (Carpenter) was made and seconded (Zafares).  
Motion carried.  Action Taken: Accept in principle.  Discussion: Refer to NFPA 1983 specifically 
and not reference the specific section citation to avoid correlation issues.   
 
Log 79: Motion to accept (Eady) was made and seconded (Wehrli).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Accept.  
 
Log 76: Motion to reject (Wehrli) was made and seconded (Mayers).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject.  Discussion: No recommendation made to act on.   
 
**Log 77: Motion to reject (Wehrli) was made and seconded (Carpenter).  Motion tabled as 
committee action will be taken to evaluate the language of Annex G.1 to reflect true 
committee intent.  Action Taken: Tabled.  Discussion: See later action.   
 
**Log 78: Motion to table as committee action will be taken to evaluate the language of 
Annex G to reflect true committee intent.  Action Taken: Tabled.  Discussion: Tabled to reflect 
committee working group; Bailey, Kitchel, and Walker rewriting Annex G introduction.   
 
Log 74: Motion to accept (Connell) was made and seconded (Sproul).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Accept. 
 
Log 75: Motion to reject (Connell) was made and seconded (Sproul).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Document referenced is a proposed document.   
 
Log 72: Motion to reject (Brennan) was made and seconded (Sproul).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Committee was unable to find the language the submitter was 
referring to; wrong reference and wrong ROP.   
 
Log 71: Motion to reject (Sproul) was made and seconded (Carpenter).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Committee was unable to find the language the submitter was 
referring to; wrong reference and wrong ROP.   
 
Log 73: Motion to reject (Sproul) was made and seconded (Connell).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Committee was unable to find the language the submitter was 
referring to; wrong reference and wrong ROP. 
 
Log 68, 69, 70: Motion to reject (Sproul) was made and seconded (Schecter).  Motion 
carried.  Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: On all three logs, Committee was unable to find the 
language the submitter was referring to; wrong reference and wrong ROP.   
 



Log 48: Motion to reject (Connell) was made and seconded (Schecter).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: No citations from the proposed references are in the 
document. 
 
Log 63: Motion to accept in principle (Mayers) was made and seconded (Carpenter).  
Motion carried.  Action Taken: Accept in principle.  Discussion: The intent of the Committee was 
that all water rescue personnel meet a minimum swim requirement. 
 
Log 49: Motion to reject (Connell) was made and seconded (Carpenter).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: The change should be made in 11.1.10(B). 
 
**Motion to put back in relevant chapter 5 JPRs and definitions of Level 1 and 2 need an 
appendix saying that it is the Committee’s intent to (Jackson) was made and seconded 
(Carpenter).  Motion applies.  Action Taken: Tabled. 
 
 
Log 51: Motion to accept in principle (Walker) was made and seconded (Jackson).  Motion 
carried.  Action Taken: Accept in principle.  Discussion: Change the verb “operating” hazards to 
“manage” hazards. Clarifies the JPR. 
 
Log 50: Motion to reject (Wehrli) was made and seconded (Schecter).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Committee felt JPR already addressed the need to control the 
watercraft. 
 
Log 59: Motion to accept in part (Walker) was made and seconded (Schecter).  Motion 
carried.  Action Taken: Accept.  Discussion: Committee wishes to strike “confined” and reject the 
addition of “and controlled”.   
 
Log 60: Motion to reject (Jackson) was made and seconded (Schecter).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Item is addressed already in the JPR. 
 
Log 37: Motion to accept (Bailey) was made and seconded (Walker).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Accept. 
 
Log 39: Motion to accept in part (Walker) was made and seconded (Kitchel).  Motion 
carried.  Action Taken: Accept in part.  Discussion: Committee wishes to strike “basic swimming 
rescue” and read “survival swimming skills”. 
 
Log 40: Motion to reject (Wehrli) was made and seconded (Carpenter).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Rescuer becomes a victim once hitting the water and the JPR 
already covers this, and material is sufficient. 
 
Log 36: Motion to reject (Wehrli) was made and seconded (Walker).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Information is already contained within 12.2.2(B). 
 
Log 1: Motion to reject (Brink) was made and seconded (Walker).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject.  Discussion: The Committee’s intent was that all rescuers have these basic skills. 
 
Log 2: Motion to reject (Mayers) was made and seconded (Carpenter).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Comment exceeds the minimum requirements intended by the 
Committee. 
 
Log 25: Motion to accept (Jackson) was made and seconded (Walker).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Accept. 
 



Log 26: Motion to accept (Wehrli) was made and seconded (Walker).  Motion failed.  Action 
Taken: Failed. 
 
Log 26: Motion to reject (Schappert) was made and seconded (Carpenter).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Material is included in the JPR. 
 
Log 28: Motion to reject (Zafares) was made and seconded (Jackson).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: This correction has been previously made. 
 
Log 3: Motion to reject (Carpenter) was made and seconded (Sproul).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: AHJ should cover in their own protocols. 
 
Log 27: Motion to hold (Connell) was made and seconded (Walker).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Hold until next revision.  Discussion: Improved JPRs should be written for next revision on 
communications, self-rescue, pre-dive checklist, and contingency planning. 
 
Log 4: Motion to reject (Connell) was made and seconded (Jackson).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Rejected already in Log 3. 
 
Log 30: Motion to reject (Connell) was made and seconded (Mayers).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Existing JPR is adequate. 
 
Log 24: Motion to accept in part (Connell) was made and seconded (Carpenter).  Motion 
carried.  Action Taken: Accept in part.  Discussion: Accept in part by deleting “rescue”, add 
“operations” behind dive, and delete any other proposed text changes. 
 
Log 23: Motion to accept in part (Carpenter) was made and seconded (Schappert).  Motion 
carried.  Action Taken: Accept in part.  Discussion: Accept in part by adding text to the end of the 
requisite skills stating “monitor and record submerged diver location, breathing, and dive times”. 
Log 22: Motion to reject (Connell) was made and seconded (Kitchel).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Basic means common not low level. 
 
Log 19: Motion to reject (Connell) was made and seconded (Carpenter).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Suggested material already covered under JPR. 
 
Motion to adjourn for evening. 
 
March 24, 2007 
 
Reconvened 0800 hours. In attendance: 

 
Goodson, Carl- Chairman 
Florence, Frank- Staff Liaison 
Mayers, Michael- Secretary 
 
Bailey, Wayne 
Brennan, Frank 
Brink, Michael 
Carpenter, Mike 
Connell, Tom 
Jackson, Fred 
Kitchel, Wes 
McCreary, Mike 
Rhea, Bobby 
Rousseau, Brian 



Schappert, Bob 
Schecter, Pete 
Sproul, Ralph 
Walker, Mike 
Wehrli, Chuck 
Zafares, Andrea 
 

 
Log 20: Motion to reject (Kitchel) was made and seconded (Jackson).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Committee feels the existing language is already correct. 
 
Log 5: Motion to reject (Schappert) was made and seconded (Jackson).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Committee feels the existing language is already correct. 
 
Log 18: Motion to reject (Connell) was made and seconded (Schappert).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: Committee feels the existing language is already correct. 
 
Log 6: Amended motion to accept in principle in part (Jackson) was made and seconded 
(Zafares).  Motion carried.  Action Taken: Accept in principle.  Discussion: Change language to 
“advanced dive training” from “advanced open water training” and reject the rest of the comment. 
 
Log 53: Motion to accept in principle (Carpenter) was made and seconded (Schappert).  
Motion carried.  Action Taken: Accept in principle.  Discussion: See committee action on Log 6. 
 
Log 21: Motion to accept (Jackson) was made and seconded (Schappert).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Accept. 
 
Log 17: Motion to accept (Rhea) was made and seconded (Wehrli).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Accept. 
 
Log 43: Motion to accept in part (Jackson) was made and seconded (Schappert).  Motion 
carried.  Action Taken: Accept in part.  Discussion: Delete “confined”. 
 
Log 64: Motion to reject (Connell) was made and seconded (Jackson).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject. Discussion: Material covered in the JPR already. 
 
Log 7: Motion to reject (Connell) was made and seconded (Carpenter).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject. Discussion: The Committee believes the list is accurate. 
 
Log 8: Motion to reject (Connell) was made and seconded (Kitchel).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject. Discussion: The Committee believes the list is accurate. 
 
Log 65: Motion to accept in part (Connell) was made and seconded (Rhea).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Accept in part. Discussion: Keep the text regarding hand signals and delete the 
word “effective”. 
 
Log 44: Motion to hold (Connell) was made and seconded (Kitchel).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Hold. Discussion: Committee has insufficient information at this time to act on this 
proposal. 
 
Log 9: Motion to reject (Sproul) was made and seconded (Schappert).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject. Discussion: Committee only authorized to create a Level 1 and 2 and this 
would be new information. 
 



Log 45: Motion to reject (Sproul) was made and seconded (Wehrli).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject. Discussion: Committee only authorized to create a Level 1 and 2 and this would 
be new information. 
 
Log 10: Motion to reject (Sproul) was made and seconded (Brink).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject. Discussion: Committee only authorized to create a Level 1 and 2 and this would 
be new information. 
 
Log 11: Motion to reject (McCreary) was made and seconded (Sproul).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject. Discussion: Committee only authorized to create a Level 1 and 2 and this 
would be new information. 
 
Log 12: Motion to reject (Walker) was made and seconded (Kitchel).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject. Discussion: Committee only authorized to create a Level 1 and 2 and this would 
be new information. 
 
Log 13: Motion to reject (Kitchel) was made and seconded (Walker).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject. Discussion: Committee only authorized to create a Level 1 and 2 and this would 
be new information. 
 
Log 42: Motion to accept in principle (Connell) was made and seconded (Brennan).  Motion 
carried.  Action Taken: Accept in principle. Discussion: Change to say “survival swimming and 
support” skills. 
 
Log 61: Motion to reject (Wehrli) was made and seconded (Schappert).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject. 
 
Log 14: Motion to accept (Brennan) was made and seconded (Sproul).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Accept. 
 
Log 62: Motion to accept in principle (Walker) was made and seconded (Sproul).  Motion 
carried.  Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: See Log 14. 
 
Log 15: Motion to reject (Sproul) was made and seconded (Carpenter).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject.  Discussion: New material. 
 
Log 16: Motion to reject (Sproul) was made and seconded (Rhea).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject. Discussion: New material. 
 
Log 58: Motion to hold (Jackson) was made and seconded (Connell).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Hold. 
 
Log 41: Motion to accept (Connell) was made and seconded (Sproul).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Accept. 
 
Log 47: Motion to accept in principle (Brennan) was made and seconded (Connell).  Motion 
carried.  Action Taken: Accept in principle. Discussion: Include standard face mask. 
 
Log 33: Motion to reject (Connell) was made and seconded (Schecter).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject. Discussion: New material. 
 
Log 32: Motion to reject (Jackson) was made and seconded (Connell).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject. Discussion: New material. 
 
Log 34: Motion to reject (Zafares) was made and seconded (Brink).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject. Discussion: New material. 



 
Log 35: Motion to reject (Connell) was made and seconded (Brink).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject. Discussion: New material. 
 
Log 52: Motion to reject (Carpenter) was made and seconded (Zaferes).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject. Discussion: Committee believes “shall” needs to be changed. 
 
Log 56: Motion to reject (Rhea) was made and seconded (Jackson).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject. Discussion: Needs editorial reference change. 
 
Log 54: Amended motion to reject (Carpenter) was made and seconded (Walker).  Motion 
carried.  Action Taken: Reject. Discussion: Delete references to certifying agencies. 
 
Log 57: Motion to hold (Carpenter) was made and seconded (Wehrli).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Hold. Discussion: Material needs to be updated but committee does not have 
sufficient information at this time. 
 
Log 55: Motion to reject (Jackson) was made and seconded (Wehrli).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject. Discussion: Committee feels information is sufficient. 
 
Log 70: Motion to reject (Rousseau) was made and seconded (Wehrli).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject. Discussion: No substantiation. 
 
Log 38: Motion to reject (Kitchel) was made and seconded (Wehrli).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject. Discussion: Current language maintains consistency with 1670. 
 
Log 29: Motion to reject (Rhea) was made and seconded (Brink).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject. Discussion: See Log 38. 
 
Log 31: Motion to hold (Jackson) was made and seconded (Connell).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Hold. Discussion: Requires new material. 
 
Log 68: Motion to reject (Rousseau) was made and seconded (Sproul).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject. Discussion: No text reference, no substantiation. 
 
Log 69: Motion to reject (Rousseau) was made and seconded (Sproul).  Motion carried.  
Action Taken: Reject. Discussion: No substantiation. 
 
Log 46: Motion to hold (Walker) was made and seconded (Kitchel).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject. Discussion: Requires new material. 
 
Log 34: Motion to reject (Zafares) was made and seconded (Brink).  Motion carried.  Action 
Taken: Reject. Discussion: New material. 
 
**Log 77: Earlier motion to table: Motion to accept edited language was made and 
seconded.  Motion tabled as committee action will be taken to evaluate the language of 
Annex G.1 to reflect true committee intent. Action Taken: Reject. Discussion: After discussion, 
determined that the language was already there. 
 
**Log 78: Earlier motion to table: Motion to accept edited language to Annex G was made 
and seconded (Brennan).  Motion carried.  Action Taken: Reject. Discussion: New material. 
 



COMMITTEE PROPOSALS 
 
CC1: Motion to add “witnesses and reporting parties” to 5.2.2 (Kitchel) was made and 
seconded (Brennan).  Motion carried. 
 
CC2: Motion to delete references to “subterranean rescue” (Kitchel) was made and 
seconded (Brennan).  Motion carried.
 
CC3: Motion to revise A.3.3.222 to read [see below] (Kitchel) seconded (Carpenter).  
Motion carried.  
 

A.3.3.206 Tool Kit Annex G Rescue Technician Tool Kit 
This annex is not a part of the requirements of this NFPA document but is included for 
informational purposes only.  The tool kits given as examples are not intended to dictate 
the items necessary for the specific disciplines they address, nor do they prohibit any 
jurisdiction from exceeding or deviating from the list. These tool boxes are identified to 
provide guidance on equipment needed to evaluate candidates. 

 
CC4: Motion to accept changes to Reference A.1 (Sproul) and seconded (Zafares).  Motion 
carried.  
 
CC5: Motion to accept changes to Reference A.13.2 (Sproul) and seconded (McCreary).  
Motion carried.  
 
CC6: Motion to delete current A.13.1.7 and move the material to be the new third 
paragraph for A.13.2 (Kitchel) and seconded (Rousseau).  Motion carried.  
 
CC7: Motion to revise 5.1 to read: “…met prior to being qualified as a Technical Rescuer”, 
(Kitchel) and seconded (Carpenter).  Motion carried.  
 
CC8: Motion to adopt global change to document replacing the term “Rescue Technician” 
with “Technical Rescuer” (Kitchel) and seconded (Carpenter).  Motion carried.  
 
CC9: Motion to revise title of Annex G to read “Technical Rescuer Tool Kit” and modifying 
G.1 to read [see below] (Kitchel) and seconded (Carpenter).  Motion carried.  
 

G.1 Sample Tool Kit Contents. Table G.1 contains a list of sample tool kits which may be 
used with the various rescue specialties.  It is not to imply a minimum or all-inclusive 
listing of equipment necessary to perform a rescue. These tool boxes are identified to 
provide guidance on equipment needed to evaluate candidates. 

 
Motion to update rescue graphics using ROCO items (Walker) and seconded (Sproul).  
Motion carried.  
 
Discussion by Committee to replace memorial at front of document with a memorial to Bill 
Renaker; will be handled by Schecter.  
 
Discussion by Committee regarding the EMT issue; resolved that this was annex 
information and was addressed.  
 
Motion to forward correlation review of annex items to Florence so that typos are 
corrected (Sproul) and seconded (Rousseau). 
 
CC10: Motion to add the word “minimum” prior to the statement 2-hours in A.17.3.9 
(Brennan) and seconded (Kitchel).  Motion carried. 
 



Motion to change A.13.2.4 wording from “SCUBA” to “appropriate PPE” (Jackson) and 
seconded (Kitchel).  Motion carried. 
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
No new business. 
 
Motion to adjourn was made (Connell) and seconded (Sproul).  Motion carried and meeting 
was adjourned. 



Information Submitted by Rousseau for Chapter 5 Correlation 
 

Chapter 5 Victim Management Review 
Issue 1: With the removal of sections 5.3.1, 5.3.2, 5.3.3 and 5.5.5, have the skills and knowledge 
contained in those sections been dealt with appropriately within each specialty chapter. 
Issue 2: Section 5.1 contains the original language referring to Rescue Technician 
Issue 1 Assessment 
In reviewing the text of the ROP, the following table shows which, if any and to a degree to what 
extent, of the removed requirements from Chapter 5 are now contained within the respective 
chapters at Level 1. 

 5.3.1 
Access a Victim 

5.3.2 
Assess a Victim 

5.3.3 
Stabilize a Victim 

5.3.5 
Package a Victim

Ch 6 Rope No No No No 
Ch 7 Con. Space 7.1.3 7.1.3 7.1.3 7.1.4 
Ch 8 Trench 8.1.5 8.1.5 8.1.6 8.1.6 
Ch 9 St. Coll. 9.1.8 9.1.8 9.1.8 9.1.9 
Ch 10 Veh 
&Mach 

10.1.7 (10.1.7) (No) 10.1.9 

Ch 11 Surface 
Wtr 

11.1.6 No No No 

Ch 12 Swift 
Water 

12.1 No No No 

Ch 13 Dive 13.1 No No No 
Ch 14 Ice 14.1 & (14.1.3) No No No 
Ch 15 Surf 15.1 (15.1 -11.2.2) No No 
Ch 16 Wilderness 16.1.9 16.1.10 16.1.10 16.1.11 
Ch 17 Mine/Tun No No No No 
Ch 18 Cave 18.2.7 18.2.11 18.2.11 18.2.12 
 
Issue 1 Conclusion 
While most of the chapters have dealt with the majority of the removed JPRs, there are a number 
of occasions where these skills/knowledge are not dealt with in its entirety. As such, there are 
applications where these requirements should be, but are not, dealt with in the specialty chapters. 
The options are to correct the specialty chapters (new material???) or re-include the chapter 3 
sections. This being said, it is believed that the re-inclusion of the deleted sections, with the 
provision contained in the issue 2 conclusion, create, at worst a no harm/no foul solution and will 
ensure inclusion of critical skills while still allowing for flexibility in each of the disciplines. 
Issue 2 Conclusion 
Modify 5.1 to read: “The job performance requirements defined in Sections 5.2 through 5.5 shall 
be met prior to certification as a technical rescuer in a manner consistent with the needs of the 
respective discipline contained in chapters 6 thru 18.  
 













Report on Proposals  –  November 2012 NFPA 1006
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
1006-     Log #2  PQU-RES

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

Andrea Zaferes, Lifeguard Systems
Revise text to read as follows:

Manufacturer's recommendations, standard operating procedures, basic signals and communications techniques, use
of diver-tender communication equipment (tether lines and/or electronic communications), selection criteria of insulating
garments, buoyancy characteristics, personal escape techniques, applications for and capabilities of personal escape
equipment, hazard and on-scene personnel capability assessment, criteria for determining appropriate type and
quick-nonvisual-access of contingency equipment, and AHJ protocols for equipment positioning. Classes of personal
flotation devices; selection criteria for inwater insulation garments, personal flotation devices, and water rescue helmets;
personal escape techniques; applications for and capabilities of personal escape equipment; and equipment and
procedures for signaling distress.

"standard operating procedures" for what?  What SOP does this refer to?
What are "basic signals and communications techniques"?  who is communicating to who?
What "personal escape techniques"?  What should tenders be escaping from?  Also, "escape" is not the most effective

word to cover all contingencies.  You do not "escape" from an out-of-air emergency for example.
Contingency equipment includes quick-release pony bottles, cutting tools, backup masks, air blocks, electronic

communication systems, contingency bottles...)
"classes of PFD's .... personal escape equipment" are covered in the prerequisite Level I surface water rescue.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
1006-     Log #1  PQU-RES

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

Andrea Zaferes, Lifeguard Systems
Revise text to read as follows:

Level I Dive... Tender Level II Dive... Diver
The distinction between levels I and II are confusing.  It appears that Level I describes strictly the job

of someone acting as a tender – as stated by "Level I dive rescue skills are applicable to supporting dive rescue
technicians only."  Level II describes the job of someone acting as a diver.  Making tender and diver distinctions would
help clarify the qualifications and reduce the confusing redundancy between the two levels.  For example, 13.2.2
repeats 13.1.1 with the addition of "given a sub-surface mission" – but isn't 13.1.1 also only about a subsurface mission?
If 13.1.1 was not a subsurface mission it would belong in "Surface Water Rescue" instead of in the dive chapter.  This
specific example is addressed in a later comment.
Another example of confusion: 13.2.1 should be in 13.1 – you do not need to be a certified diver to develop a dive

profile/plan, or do any of the items mentioned in 13.2.1.  Tenders should be capable of doing these skills in order to
safely support divers.  If they cannot do these things then they should not be in the position of supporting divers.
Likewise there are diver-only skills listed in level I such as don and doffing drysuit with attached hood and boots with

respiratory protection (13.1.7) which is not what tenders should be wearing, and assisting an entrapped diver (13.1.8)
which is only a back-up diver diver's responsibility.  These should be moved to 13.2 job descriptions.
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
1006-     Log #4  PQU-RES

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

Andrea Zaferes, Lifeguard Systems
Revise text to read as follows:

Basic SCUBA emergency procedures for applicable environments and
Preventative measures, recognition of, and emergency medical first aid and treatment protocols for near drowning and

drowning, immersion hypothermia, ear and sinus barotrauma, carotid sinus reflex, arterial gas embolism, pneumothorax,
mediastinal emphysema, decompression sickness, accidental contamination, leg cramps, oxygen toxicity, bends,
decompression injuries, and other dive-related injuries and illnesses.
The above sentence should be moved to 13.1.8 (A).

"Basic" should be removed because PSD divers should be capable of self-rescue and backup diver
procedures for such advanced emergencies as blackwater entanglement, blackwater entanglement with out-of-air
emergency, entrapment, accidental contamination, etc.
Prevention is most important.
You cannot administer first aid if you cannot first recognize that there is a problem.
Decompression illness cannot be treated in the field, so knowledge of "first aid" is important.
Oxygen toxicity should not happen in level II diver operations and if it does because a team made serious errors, then

just administer care based on whatever signs present.  There is no specific first aid or treatment for oxygen toxicity.
Oxygen toxicity fits nicely into the "other dive-related injuries."  With the small amount of training time most teams

have, O2 tox is one of the least important diver injuries to cover so I advise not naming it specifically or even putting it
into anyone's head that dives that could even remotely result in Oxygen tox should be conducted in Level II operations.
"Bends" is a slang term for decompression sickness.
AGE and the other lung overexpansion injuries are more of a concern than decompression sickness, with drowning

being an even greater cause of diver death.  Leg cramps, carotid sinus reflex and ear/sinus barotrauma are also more
common than other dive related injuries.
This should be moved because it is the tenders who need to prevent, recognize, and treat injured divers.
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1006-     Log #5  PQU-RES

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

Andrea Zaferes, Lifeguard Systems
Revise text to read as follows:

Depth were evidence was found
Thermocline
Closest access location
What was found/recovered (i.e. body, weapon...)
Name of person preparing diagram
Name of department performing the search operation
Other conditions
Surf high tide low tide
Delete the grid - keep an open space - if you have it there a defense attorney can use it against you
Block - _____________m(ft)

Depth is critical to determine victim location based on witness statements in order to determine if
witnesses are providing truthful information and are critical to find the body or evidence as quickly as possible.  Without
depth you cannot perform calculations to determine body location.
Why is thermocline relevant?  And what is it asking for - the depths? temperatures? number of thermoclines?
How is a diver supposed to know depths and temperatures especially in low/zero visibility water?  It is not necessary to

record thermoclines.  There are other more important items to record - such as a descriptive list of what was recovered
and who filled out the diagram form (for later questioning).
What is the value of documenting the "closest" access point?  The only important access point is the one that is the

safest and most effective - the one that is used, which is not necessarily the closest.
Surf and tides are relevant to a minority of teams who may have other relevant issues on the diagram form-hence,

delete those specifics and leave it open by writing "other conditions" to meet the needs of all teams.  Grids and blocks
are used to make drawings to scale - which is definitely not what you want to do unless you are trained to make to scale
drawings - such as some crime scene technicians are.  Defense attorneys can easily destroy a "to scale" diagram if
there are any errors.  There is no need for a to scale dive site diagram ( simply write "not to scale", draw in the
necessary items and then record the measured distances between the items.
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1006-     Log #6  PQU-RES

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

Andrea Zaferes, Lifeguard Systems
Revise text to read as follows:

Perform thorough gear assembly check of assembled equipment, rapidly dress diver, and then check fully dressed
diver

"...Buddy awareness if buddy diving
500 300 yard continuous swim
Skin Diving Skills snorkel clearing popping and expansion blast method
Snorkel without mask...".
SCUBA Diving skill neutral buoyancy (power) inflation
Hover in shallow water at one depth for at least 1 minute without moving up or down.
If drysuits are used - drysuit buoyancy...(i.e. self-inflating drysuit, hose disconnect or flooding)
If fullface masks are used - full face mask removal underwater and switch to pony regulator and comfortably breathe 3

times, don full face mask underwater and clear it)...
Remove standard face mask, breathe comfortable 3 times, replace mask and breathe comfortably 3 times, clear mask

with minimal air escaping from mask
Descent procedures...raise inflator hose
Ascent procedures (signal/check time & depth/+ buoyancy/raise inflator hose/ascent@20ft/min maintain neutral

buoyancy and ascend no faster than 2 seconds per foot)
Air sharing at depth and during ascent, buddy breathing at depth and during ascent switch to a pony bottle underwater

and while ascending.  Switch to a contingency bottle brought by a backup diver.  Pass off a pony bottle as a backup
diver to a primary diver. Retrieve and then pass off a contingency bottle as a backup diver.
Emergency swimming ascents - inflates BCD orally. Drop weights when at surface.
Entanglement management underwater with a blacked out mask- self rescue
Entanglement management underwater with a blacked out mask as a backup diver assisting a primary diver
Demonstrate strong fin kicking skills.

Buddy awareness - buddy diving is more oriented for sport diving.  Most search operations are safer
and more effected when conducted by solo-tethered-tender-directed diving with contingency divers on the surface.
Significantly less than 50 or even 70 percent of Level II divers can do a 500 yard swim without stopping.  There are

many safe and effective divers who can only do shorter continuous swims.  300 yard is a more realistic distance.
"popping and expansion" - popping is not a common term. "exhale or blast method is a better description and more

common.  The expansion method cannot effectively be done with most modern snorkels because they have purge
valves (sadly).
Snorkel without mask - First, PSD divers should not wear snorkels as they are a hazard for entanglement and mask

flooding and contaminated water.  Second breathing without a mask should be done underwater or scuba where it is an
issue.  It is a non issue for skin diving.
PSD divers should never orally inflate their BCD's - they should not remove their full face masks or regulators on the

surface or underwater because of contamination and drowning issues, and they should never need to orally inflate their
BCD's.  If they have no primary air to use their power inflator to establish positive bouyancy at the surface - they should
ditch their weights, not orally inflate their BCD.  If ditching their weights does not make them positively buoyant then they
are not wearing sufficient wet or drysuit PPE.  Self-inflating drysuit is the most important drysuit emergency - a
disconnected hose is not an emergency (just re-connect it), a flooded drysuit is not an emergency unless the water is
contaminated (see video flooding of a drysuit by Walt "Butch" Hendrick) it is merely an inconvenience since nothing
changes other than possibly getting wet and chilled (simply make abort the dive)  Not all teams use drysuits or full face
masks so they should be written as optional skills
Raise inflator hoses - most modern BCD' s have pull down dumps which is the more recommended BCD deflation

technique because it allows divers to wear the power inflator low pressure lines under their arms to keep the power
inflator hose against their body when divers are in horizontal positions to reduce entanglements risks, and to prevent
power inflator hoses from moving out of easy and reflexive reach at any time during the dive.
Ascent procedures: often divers cannot check time & depth because of low visibility;
"+buoyancy" looks too much like "positive buoyancy" which is a serious ascent safety risk that an increasing number of
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divers are doing because of being overweighted (they think they are supposed to ascend by becoming positively
buoyant with their BCD power inflator);
20ft/min is not the most widely accepted ascent rate.  It would be nice but it is less realistic than 30ft/min. How can a

diver or tender monitor a "30ft or 20ft/min" ascent rate? Not easily.  It is easy, though, to monitor a 2 second/foot ascent
rate.  If the diver travels 20 feet it should take 40 seconds.  How do you know you're going 20 or 30 ft/min?
Buddy breathing is not even recommended by most nationally recognized certification agencies because it is

task-loading and unsafe for both receivers and donors.  It is even less safe for public safety divers who may be in
contaminated or low/zero visibility water and who may also be dealing with an entanglement issue.  for these reasons
also, public safety divers should not share air with an octopus.  Octopuses (safe seconds) were invented by Walt
Hendrick Sr and Dave Woodward  for high visibility, midwater, buddy diving, and are not safe for debris covered bottom
dwelling divers in low/zero visibility and dirty water who are likely solo divers.
Emergency swimming ascent - inflates BC orally should not be done for the reasons stated above AND because you

just survived an out-of-air emergency and now you are going to orally inflate a BC to create positive buoyancy at the
surface to prevent drowning?
Just ditch the weight belt?
Emergency buoyant ascent - why orally inflate the BCD if you already ditched your weights?  If you are still negatively

buoyant without a weight belt then you are not wearing a sufficient wet or drysuit.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
1006-     Log #3  PQU-RES

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

Andrea Zaferes, Lifeguard Systems
13.2.1 should be moved to 13.1.2.

The job described in 13.2.1 is not diver specific, rather it is what tenders should be capable of doing to
properly support divers.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
1006-     Log #CP1  PQU-RES

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Technical Committee on Rescue Technician Professional Qualifications,

Review entire document to: 1) Update any extracted material by preparing separate proposals to
do so, and 2) review and update references to other organizations documents, by preparing proposal(s) as required.

To conform to the NFPA Regulations Governing Committee Projects.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
1006-     Log #7  PQU-RES

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Christian Grand'Maison, Quebec National Fire Academy

Revise text to read as follows:
The text of the annex E is exactly the same in the 2008 edition as it was in the 2003 edition and the figures are not. It

means that the text explain figures that don’t match together.
The figures E.1(a) and E.1(b) of the 2003 edition should be put back and paragraphs should be add to explain the

figures E.2 and E.3 of the 2008 edition. Or, the annex E should be revised entirely to reflect the upgrade of the FEMA
marking system.

The corrections that we ask will contribute to correct the reference between the text and the figures
and make the annex E more clear for all users.
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1006-     Log #8  PQU-RES

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Jeremy Metz, West Metro Fire Rescue

Delete text to read as follows:
Construct a belay system , given life safety rope, anchor systems, personal protective equipment, and rope rescue

equipment, so that the system is capable of arresting a fall, a fall will not result in system failure, the system is not
loaded unless actuated, actuation of the system…

There are many different types of belay devices and techniques used in the rope rescue community.
The statement “the system is not loaded unless actuated” has been misconstrued that a belay system can never be
under tension or “load”. This is contrary to many devices and techniques that are commonly used and tested in the rope
rescue community. The CMC MPD and the Traverse 540 both pass the British Columbia Council for Technical Rescue
belay competency parameters and yet they provide tension or “load” to the bealy rope. Another common technique is to
pretension a tandem prussic belay in systems where there is more than 30m (100ft) of rope inservice. At this length,
rope weight cannot be managed by the belayer and thus provide for an ineffective belay rope with too much slack in the
rope to arrest a fall.
I believe the text should be stricken from the standard and that this shall allow for multiple types of approved belay

devices and techniques.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
1006-     Log #9  PQU-RES

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Jeremy Metz, West Metro Fire Rescue

Revise text to read as follows:
Operate a belay system during a lowering or raising operation…, so that the belay line device is not loaded actuated

during operation of the primary rope rescue system, …

See comment on 5.5.11 various types of belay devices are commonly used in rope rescue, including
devices that provide pre-tension to the belay rope.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
1006-     Log #10  PQU-RES

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Jeremy Metz, West Metro Fire Rescue

Revise text to read as follows:
Belay a falling non-live load in a high-angle environment, given a belay system and a dropped non-live load, so that the

belay line is not taught until the load is falling, …
See comment on 5.5.11, 5.5.12 Various types of belay devices are commonly used in rope rescue,

including devices that provide pre-tension to the belay rope to make it more “taught” to reduce rope weight and amount
of rope inservice to arrest a falling load.
I also believe that an annex should be added under this paragraph with explicit recommendations to use non-live loads

and to use rope and hardware that has been taken out of service to be used for belay training only. This JPR is
intentionally causing a dynamic load on life safety rope and hardware which can prematurely cause damage and stress
on equipment. Again, an annex addition with the recommendation of conducting belay operation training with equipment
and rope that is no longer I front-line service.
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