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The meeting was called to order by Chair Bill Peterson at 09:00. 
 
Members present (P = via phone) included: 
 
Bill Peterson, Chair 
Ken Holland, NFPA  

 

Mike Wieder Alan Joos 
Fred Piechota Phil Stittleburg 
Willie Shelton Larry Pigg for Jim Crawford 
Pat Marlatt Mike Brackin (P) 
Ed Hawthorne Doug Forsman (P) 
Jim Stumpf (P) Steve Austin (P) 
R. Kirk Hankins (P) Ernie Grant (P) 
Ron Hopkins (P) 
Larry Preston 

Kirk Hankins (P) 

 
Ed Hawthorne welcomed the group to Houston and also explained the hotel fire safety 
procedures (these were later repeated by Ken Holland). 
 
Motion by Marlatt, second by Shelton to approve the minutes from the June 6, 2010 TCC 
meeting held in Las Vegas. Motion passed. 
 
Ken Holland reported on the TCC ballot voting results of documents that are in cycle. 
The initial ROC ballot on 1081 received some negative votes; it was recirculated and the 
new ballots are due November 12th. ROP ballots for 1037, 1041, 1051, and 1061 all 
passed. The 1005 ROP ballot passed ballot at the TC level but was rejected at the TCC 
level. This was discussed later in this meeting. 
 
It was noted that 1001 will enter the Fall 2012 cycle and the 1001 committee will begin 
their work on this in San Antonio on February 1-2, 2011. Forsman asked if there was any 
consideration to going to one level and Marlatt stated that this would be discussed. 
 
There was a discussion on having TCC meetings prior to ballot deadlines. It would be 
useful to discuss critical issues before submitting ballots. All agreed that this was a good 



idea. Hawthorne suggested conducting an electronic meeting as an option if the group 
was able to assemble at a given location. 
 
Ken Holland then provided numerous updates on NFPA activities: 
 

 The NFPA Research Foundation will be soliciting proposals for standards-based 
research projects. Chairs are encouraged to reply if their committee would like an 
issue researched. Wieder noted that he submitted a proposal earlier this year 
requesting research on new coefficients for calculating friction loss in fire hose; 
the proposal was accepted and testing is under way. 

 
 Public Fire Protection is hiring two new staff members to replace Frank Florence 

and Bruce Teele (retiring 12/31). They are Tom McGowan and Orlando 
Hernandez. Specific staff assignments are yet to be determined. 

 
 The group discussed the rules for balloting and the Pro Qual TCC. Revising the 

TCC Supplementary Operating Procedures was discussed. Forsman gave a 
historical overview of the issue. He noted that originally all TCC members could 
vote. After two years the committee chairs were excluded from voting. Some time 
later the TCC requested to go back to the original plan, but the Standards Council 
denied the request and that remains the policy today. Holland advised that this 
policy is consistent with all other TCCs. For some reason, the Pro Qual TCC 
membership list specifies the committee chairs are “vote limited.” This is not 
done on other TCCs. Peterson, Forsman, and Holland will research other TCC 
procedures prior to our TCC making any recommendations for change to the 
Standards Council. 

 
The next item of business was Technical Committee Reports: 
 

 1000 – Brackin advised that it was just approved and that the committee is now 
out of cycle (OOC). 

 1001 – Marlatt deferred until a later agenda item. 
 1006 – Holland noted that they are entering cycle in January 2011. 
 1021 – Preston reported that they are OOC. 
 1031 – Carlson reported that they are OOC 
 1033 – No report; Holland advised that J&B was going to release a manual that 

covers 1033 and 921; there is a push to get 921 members on 1033 to make the 
standards more consistent. 

 1035 – Grant reported that the new document was just released and they are now 
OOC. 

 1037 – Pigg reported that they are in cycle and are working on adding 
prerequisites to match other documents. 

 1041 – Hopkins advised that they are in cycle, have had their ROP meeting, and 
are proceeding well. 

 1051 – No report, in cycle 



 1061 – Holland advised that they are working with APCO to align both 
organization’s standards and training. Looking at a complete revision to include 
chapters for management positions. 

 1071 – No report; OOC 
 1081 – Hawthorne reported they are working on a revision that will include 

maximum times for donning PPE and SCBA; will be longer times than for 
municipal firefighters, as these folks do not do it on as regular of a basis. 

 1026 – Wieder reported that they are OOC; membership is maxed out, hold list 
has 12-15 people. 

 Traffic Incident Management Control PQ (new, possibly 1091) – Austin reported 
they currently have 5 approved members appointed and more applications are 
pending. Struggling to get law enforcement reps; will have first meeting this 
spring. 

 
Following a break the committee discussed the issues surrounding the revision of NFPA 
1005. The ROC ballot was circulated to the TCC members and it failed to pass (5-3). 
This decision does not really impact the work of the 1001/1005 committee, they will 
continue on. Marlatt overviewed the situation. They had received 3 ROP requests. The 
committee voted to accept one that requested that the standard be withdrawn, making the 
other two comments moot. The committee felt that structural firefighters should not be 
required to certify for a specific type of fire and that this could open a Pandora’s Box. It 
should be an AHJ decision. They also were concerned that NFPA 1405 might change 
from being for land-based firefighters to land-based departments that respond to marine 
fires. They recommend that the training parts of 1005 be placed in a new training chapter 
in 1405. When the committee made their decision they had not found anyone who had 
been certified to the standard. Joos and Piechota stated there are accredited agencies for 
this standard and advised that following the 1001/1005 meeting 91 people were certified 
to that standard. Peterson and Wieder both advised of being contacted by numerous 
sources that had concerns about retracting the document; these were forwarded to NFPA 
staff. It was reinforced that this is the proper way to handle such inquiries. Joos expressed 
concern about making decisions on standards based on the number of certifications 
granted. Marlatt stated this was written as a training document, not a certification 
document. Crawford offered that all pro quals are used for training and certification. 
Peterson overviewed the history of the document. He also advised this was an example of 
where a TCC meeting before the vote would have been helpful. Marlatt advised that they 
may decide to slip a cycle and do a rewrite; the other possibility is to get the current 
document back out and short-cycle for the rewrite. Several members expressed concern 
about withdrawing a document after its first cycle; rather it is better to make necessary 
adjustments and give it another chance.  
 
Old Business was discussed. 
 
Holland updated on the progress of the 1001/472 task group. The task group was directed 
to develop JPRs for the 472 position levels. 472 is developing these as an Annex for their 
document. The North American Fire Training Directors (NAFTD) has submitted a formal 
request to the NFPA for a haz mat pro qual document. Marlatt advised that we should 



watch and wait to see what the 472 committee comes up with. Ken Holland advised that 
the NFPA is planning a summit meeting of key people early in 2011 to address this and 
similar issues. 
 
He also noted that the 1006 committee was dealing with a request to reexamine a rejected 
TIA request. 
 
Holland and Peterson have requested permission and funding from the NFPA leadership 
to hold a major summit of all of the Pro Qual standards, state training directors, and 
certification officials similar to ones that were held in the late 80’s and early 90’s. This 
would allow the entire committee to meet together to discuss issues of common interest. 
There may be support from the USFA to make this happen as well. This would likely 
occur in late 2011 or 2012. 
 
The final topic of discussion was regarding the vision and direction of the Pro Qual 
documents, technical committees, and the TCC. It was suggested that this be a topic for 
the proposed summit of committees. It was also suggested that the TCC meet more than 
the current twice per year. Hawthorne suggested conference calls in the quarters that we 
do not have on-site meetings. These meetings would likely only be 30-45 minutes each. 
 
Marlatt suggested that we address the issue of currency (skill maintenance and retention) 
in all of the pro qual documents. Austin noted that the IAAI already requires training and 
recertification for their members, but he questioned if the NFPA should set these 
requirements. He feels that is it really an AHJ issue. Some suggested it is an accreditation 
organization issue. Brackin noted that 1000 refers it to the AHJ. This topic will be 
addressed at the proposed summit. We will try to obtain DoD research on skills retention. 
 
The next meeting will occur June 12th at the NFPA annual meeting in Boston. 
 
Meeting was adjourned at 12:25 hours. 


