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M E M O R A N D U M 

 
 
TO: NFPA Technical Committee on Fire Doors and Windows 
 
FROM: Kristin Collette, Staff Liaison 

DATE: October 4, 2011 
 
SUBJECT: NFPA 105 ROC TC Letter Ballot (A2012) 

 ______________________________________________________________________  
 
The ROC letter ballot for NFPA 105 is attached. The ballot is for formally voting on 
whether or not you concur with the committee’s actions on the comments. Reasons must 
accompany all negative and abstention ballots. 
 
Please do not vote negatively because of editorial errors.  However, please bring such 
errors to my attention for action. 
 
Please complete and return your ballot as soon as possible but no later than Friday, 
October 28, 2011.  As noted on the ballot form, please return the ballot to Diane 
Matthews either via e-mail to dmatthews@nfpa.org or via fax to 617-984-7110.  You 
may also mail your ballot to the attention of Diane Matthews at NFPA, 1 Batterymarch 
Park, Quincy, MA 02169. 
 
The return of ballots is required by the Regulations Governing Committee Projects.   
 
 
 
Attachments:  Comments 
  Letter Ballot 



Report on Comments  –  June 2012 NFPA 105
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
105-1     Log #2

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
William E. Koffel, Koffel Assoc., Inc.

105-3
Revise text to read as follows:

In lieu of referencing NFPA 80 for inspection, testing, and maintenance requirements, provide a specific set of
requirements for inspection, testing, and maintenance for smoke door assemblies.

Not all smoke door assemblies have a fire protection rating.  As such, to rely on NFPA 80
requirements is inappropriate.  In addition, as included in Proposal 80-17, the language in Chapter 5 of NFPA 80 will
specifically apply to fire door assemblies. Does this mean that there are no requirements for smoke door assemblies?

The committee is holding this comment for action during their next revision cycle.
The committee is in agreement that this change is very much needed but it is considered new

material for this cycle as it was not discussed during the ROP meeting for NFPA 105.  The committee will reevaluate this
at next cycle.  A small task group has already been formed for work prior to the Public Input meeting.
It should be noted that additional inspection, testing and maintenance provisions may apply to smoke door assemblies

than apply to fire door assemblies and the committee will need time adequate time to determine these differences.  The
current reference back to NFPA 80 for inspection, testing, and maintenance provisions accomplishes the coordination
between the two documents at this time.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
105-2     Log #3

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Nicholas A. Sealover, Koffel Associates, Inc.

105-6
Revise text to read as follows:

Reject original proposal and revise 6.3.2.2 to read as follows:
A smoke damper access panel shall be labeled with the words “Smoke Damper” in letters not less than 1 in.

(25.4mm) ½ in. (13 mm) in height. External insulation shall…”.
There are inconsistencies among NFPA 5000, 105, 80, and the International Building Code which

should be addressed by creating uniformity, not by broadening the problem with new requirements pertaining
specifically to smoke damper labeling proportionality.  None of these documents currently contain requirements
pertaining to the width of characters on damper signage.  However, NFPA 80 and 105 currently require lettering with a
minimum height of 1” while NFPA 5000 and the International Building Code specify a minimum height of ½”.  If the
above recommendation is adopted, the only additional change required to establish consistency among the
aforementioned codes is the modification of the text in NFPA 80 to require ½” high lettering as opposed to 1”.  This
solution is much more reasonable than modifying all documents to specify 1” high lettering, with or without width
proportionality.  In addition, there is no justification for requiring a specific width for this type of lettering for which the
primary use of such is the distinguishing of different types of dampers by trained personnel.  It is a reasonable
expectation that these personnel would be able to distinguish between the words FIRE and SMOKE regardless of
character width and that those responsible for fabrication of such labels would take into consideration the legibility of
them and refrain from producing labels with abnormally sized characters. The proportionality requirements pertaining to
EXIT signs and accessibility signage are a separate issue and must be maintained because these signs must be legible
from greater distances in emergency situations by those with varying levels of visual acuity. However, these
requirements do not apply to the labels in consideration.
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Report on Comments  –  June 2012 NFPA 105
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
105-3     Log #4

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Allison C. Carey, Koffel Associates, Inc.

105-7
Revise text to read as follows:

6.5.2 Each damper shall be tested and inspected one year after installation.
6.5.2.1 In all occupancies other than hospitals buildings not containing a healthcare occupancy, each damper shall be

tested and inspected every 4 years thereafter.
6.5.2.2 In hospitals buildings containing a healthcare occupancy, each damper shall be tested and inspected every 6

years thereafter.
Current wording suggests that a “hospital” is an occupancy. Hospitals often contain numerous

occupancies, including healthcare, ambulatory healthcare, business, and hotel and dormitory. This revision clarifies that
buildings on a hospital campus without healthcare occupancies must maintain the 4-year damper testing and inspection
period. Buildings with multiple occupancies that include a healthcare occupancy are permitted to extend the testing and
inspection period to every 6 years. The definition of a “building” is outlined in the Life Safety Code and building codes.

Revise text to read as follows:
6.5.2.1 In all occupancies other than hospitals buildings not containing a hospital, each damper shall be tested and

inspected every 4 years thereafter.
6.5.2.2 In hospitals buildings containing a hospital, each damper shall be tested and inspected every 6 years

thereafter.
The committee is in agreement with the submitter and the changes made by the committee

address the submitter's concerns.  The intent of the 6 year exception was always to include only hospitals and not to
expand the provision to nursing homes and limited care facilities.  As the submitter has noted, the term 'building' is more
appropriate for this provision.
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Report on Comments  –  June 2012 NFPA 105
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
105-4     Log #1

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Joshua Elvove, U.S. General Services Administration

105-8
Revise A.6.5.2 as modified by ROP-8 as follows

If the damper is arranged to be activated automatically, such as by a smoke detector or other device or
system, the periodic test required by 6.5.2 should involve the initiation of the detector or other device or system by the
smoke detection system or some detector, the associated detector should be used as part of the periodic test. The
damper may also be actuated and cycled as part of the associated smoke detector testing in accordance with NFPA 72,
National Fire Alarm and Signaling Code, however, such. The testing as required per NFPA 72 does not meet all the
testing and inspection requirements of this Standard. The NFPA 72 testing can be combined with the required
inspection and testing requirements of this Standard providing all testing aspects of this Standard are met. If operational
issues are discovered during NFPA 72 testing, the operational issue should be reported to the building owner for
corrective measures as required by this standard.

I’ve added “or other device or system” so not to limit smoke damper initiation during testing to merely a
detector, since dampers may be activated by other automatic means (e.g., sprinkler waterflow switch that is part of a
smoke control system).

If the damper is arranged to be activated automatically, such as by a smoke detector, or other device or
system, the periodic test required by 6.5.2 should involve the initiation of the detector and other device or system by the
smoke detection system or some detector, the associated detector should be used as part of the periodic test. The
damper may also be actuated and cycled as part of the associated smoke detector testing in accordance with NFPA 72,
National Fire Alarm and Signaling Code, however, such. The testing as required per NFPA 72 does not meet all the
testing and inspection requirements of this Standard. The NFPA 72 testing can be combined with the required
inspection and testing requirements of this Standard providing all testing aspects of this Standard are met. If operational
issues are discovered during NFPA 72 testing, the operational issue should be reported to the building owner for
corrective measures as required by this standard.

The committee accepts the changes proposed by the submitter with one modification. If the
damper is arranged to be activated automatically the periodic test required should involve the initiation of the detector
and other device or system.  The committee changed 'or' to 'and' so that dampers activated automatically by multiple
means are all initiated during testing.  It is not adequate to only test one of the multiple means of initation.
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