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M E M O R A N D U M 
 
 
TO: NFPA Technical Committee on Public Safety Telecommunicator Professional 

Qualifications 
 
FROM: Stacey Van Zandt 
 
DATE: 4/13/2012 
 
SUBJECT: NFPA 1061 ROC TC Circulation Ballot (F2012) 
 

 
The April 12, 2012 date for receipt of the NFPA 1061 ROC letter ballot has passed. 
 
The preliminary ROC ballot results are as follows: 
 
8  Members Eligible to Vote  
2  Not Returned (Phelps and Weihs) 
 
In accordance with the NFPA Regulations Governing Committee Projects, attached are reasons for 
negative votes for review so you may change your ballot if you wish.  Abstentions and affirmative 
comments are also included.  Ballots received from alternate members are not included unless the 
ballot from the principal member was not received.   
 
If you wish to change your vote, the change must be received at NFPA on or before April 20, 2012.  
Members who have not returned a ballot may do so now. Such changes should be sent to Stacey 
Van Zandt via either e-mail to svanzandt@nfpa.org or via fax to 617-984-7056.  You may also mail 
your ballot to the attention of Stacey Van Zandt at NFPA, 1 Batterymarch Park, Quincy, MA 02169.  
 
The return of ballots is required by the Regulations Governing Committee Projects. 
 
 
 
Attachment:   
Circulation Explanation Report 



Friday, April 13, 2012
Document # 1061
Circulation Report for PQU-PST    Comments

1061-1 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

Entire Document (Log # 6 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. Do not concur with a ranking structure imposed by the language in this proposal. It is not consistent
with industry practices and does not harmonize with existing APCO ANS 3.103.1-2010. I voted in the negative
because this standard imposes a ranking which does not exist in the industry; the group identified during the
call that the ranking imposed here is consistent with other NFPA standards. A standard associated with a
Firefighter 1, Firefighter 2, or Firefighter 3 represents a clear progression in career growth and development,
one building on the other. NFPA 1061 seeks to identify individual job functions which, each on their own, is a
distinct job function which has no bearing on job progression and one does not build upon the other. They are
each individual functions. I also do not concur that the Submitter's comments were addressed.

1061-2 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

Title (Log # 7 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. I believe the changes are beyond the scope of NFPA 1061. The expansion into additional public
safety communication positions are outside of the Public Safety Telecommunicator's qualifications and thereby
causes a duplication with an existing ANS supported through APCO. Although the original intent was to
collaborate and harmonize with existing and developing standards, it is not occurring and, instead, is creating a
liability of duplication. By doing so, NFPA 1061 is developing new and/or making revisions that are outside its
scope.  NFPA 1061 revisions were conducted by the technical committee in June 2011 without any
comprehensive process to identify the appropriate qualifications for the positions upon which it has expanded
its standard. The "scope" of NFPA 1061 was not addressed or changed until August 2011 and, therefore, I do
not believe the committee had the proper authority to make revisions based upon the existing scope nor based
upon its procedure for the development of its standards as JPRs are conducted without well-rounded input of
individuals performing the task(s) as are those developed within the scope of the ANSI accredited, APCO
International's Standards Development Committee which utilizes a nation-wide occupational analysis process
inclusive of high performing individuals specific to the position for which the standard addresses.

1061-3 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

1.1 (Log # 8 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative
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Friday, April 13, 2012
Document # 1061
Circulation Report for PQU-PST    Comments

Adams, C. The changes to NFPA 1061 creates a duplication with existing APCO standards developed and/or
currently in development. This addition to NFPA 1061 is beyond the scope of the standard. The expansion of
the scope in August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's meeting and, therefore, the technical
committee was developing work outside its scope at the time. That scope should remain in effect to allow for
harmonization and to prevent duplication which is occurring with other standards (in particular, APCO
standards). I also do not believe the Submitter's comments were addressed.

1061-4 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

1.2 (Log # 9 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. The changes to NFPA 1061 creates a duplication with existing APCO standards developed and/or
currently in development; does not allow for harmonization within the original scope of NFPA 1061. This
addition to NFPA 1061 is beyond the scope of the standard. The expansion of the scope in August 2011
occurred after the technical committee's meeting and, therefore, the technical committee was developing work
outside its scope at the time. That scope should remain in effect to allow for harmonization and to prevent
duplication which is occurring with other standards (in particular, APCO standards). The committee statement
that, "[t] sentence was worded to the persons working the centers, not the centers themselves" does not address
the comment that the change is beyond the scope, that other standards exist for the positions identified and the
scope of the document duplicates another ANSI standards developer whose scope is public safety
communications. I also do not believe the Submitter's comments were addressed.

1061-5 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

2.4 (Log # 10 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

1061-6 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

3.3.x Public Safety Answering Point (PSAP) and A.3.3.x (New) (Log # 5 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

1061-7 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

3.3.x Public Safety Communications Center (New) (Log # CC6 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.
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Friday, April 13, 2012
Document # 1061
Circulation Report for PQU-PST    Comments

Weihs, K.

1061-8 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

3.3.9 Public Safety Communication Center Personnel (Log # 12 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. There was a virtual lack of respect here in the development of another ANSI accredited body whose
scope is public safety communications. Although acknowledged by voting members of this process, the
majority felt it not prudent to accept the recommendation at the 11th hour, but to take more time. I do not
believe this, again, addressed the comment in a prudent, effective or efficient manner, but merely recommends
the rejection of the comment and suggests that it be addressed at a later time. The JPRs utilized do not provide
for a harmonization with APCO whose scope of public safety communications facilitates its standards process
through an occupational analysis from high performers specific to the individual job functions.

1061-9 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

3.3.9.x Public Safety Communications Manager/Director and A.3.3.9.x (New) (Log # CC2 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Affirmative with Comment

Adams, C. I am concerned that the JPR conducted appears to have been performed by one individual and I
have concerns as to whether this accurately reflects and provides for a basis for any change which is not done
in a comprehensive manner with individuals who perform the specific job duties addressed by the standard.

1061-10 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

3.3.9.x Public Safety Communications Supervisor and A.3.3.9.x (New ) (Log # CC1 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative
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Friday, April 13, 2012
Document # 1061
Circulation Report for PQU-PST    Comments

Adams, C. The action(s) taken by the NFPA 1061 committee does not address the concerns raised by the
submitter's comment. It is not merely the addition of a definition of a Public Safety Communications
Supervisor, but adds a section to NFPA 1061 which clearly creates a duplication with existing APCO standards
developed and/or currently in development; does not allow for harmonization within the original scope of
NFPA 1061. This addition to NFPA 1061 is beyond the scope of the standard. The expansion of the scope in
August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's meeting and, therefore, the technical committee was
developing work outside its scope at the time. That scope should remain in effect to allow for harmonization
and to prevent duplication which is occurring with other standards (in particular, APCO standards). The
document duplicates another ANSI standards developer whose scope is public safety communications.

1061-11 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

3.3.9 Public Safety Communications Training Officer (CTO).x (New) (Log # 13 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. The action(s) taken by the NFPA 1061 committee does not address the concerns raised by the
comment on the proposal. It is not merely the addition of a definition of a Public Safety Communications
Supervisor, but adds a section to NFPA 1061 which clearly creates a duplication with existing APCO standards
developed and/or currently in development; does not allow for harmonization within the original scope of
NFPA 1061. This addition to NFPA 1061 is beyond the scope of the standard. The expansion of the scope in
August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's meeting and, therefore, the technical committee was
developing work outside its scope at the time. That scope should remain in effect to allow for harmonization
and to prevent duplication which is occurring with other standards (in particular, APCO standards). The
document duplicates another ANSI standards developer whose scope is public safety communications.

1061-12 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

3.3.9.x Public Safety Communications Training Officer (CTO) and A.3.3.9.x (New) (Log # 3 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Affirmative with Comment

Adams, C. Accepted in principle with reference to Comment No. 1061-11, Log No. 13, all inclusive.

1061-13 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

3.3.9.x Public Safety Telecommunications Manager and A.3.3.9.x (New) (Log # 2 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Affirmative with Comment
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Friday, April 13, 2012
Document # 1061
Circulation Report for PQU-PST    Comments

Adams, C. Accepted in principle; however, the inclusion of the Public Safety Telecommunications Manager is
a duplication of an existing standard by an ANSI accredited organization; and that the inclusion herein exceeds
the scope of the NFPA. This addition to NFPA 1061 is beyond the scope of the standard. The expansion of the
scope in August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's meeting and, therefore, the technical committee
was developing work outside its scope at the time. That scope should remain in effect to allow for
harmonization and to prevent duplication which is occurring with other standards (in particular, APCO
standards). The document duplicates another ANSI standards developer whose scope is public safety
communications.

1061-14 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

3.3.9.x Public Safety Telecommunications Supervisor and A.3.3.9.x (New) (Log # 1 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Affirmative with Comment

Adams, C. Accepted in principle with reference to Comment No. 1061-10, Log No. CC1, all inclusive.

1061-15 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

3.3.9.1 Public Safety Telecommunicator (Log # 14 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Affirmative with Comment

Adams, C. Accepted in principle; however, the inclusion of the Public Safety Telecommunications Supervisor
is a duplication of an existing standard by an ANSI accredited organization; and that the inclusion herein
exceeds the scope of the NFPA. This addition to NFPA 1061 is beyond the scope of the standard. The
expansion of the scope in August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's meeting and, therefore, the
technical committee was developing work outside its scope at the time. That scope should remain in effect to
allow for harmonization and to prevent duplication which is occurring with other standards (in particular,
APCO standards). The document duplicates another ANSI standards developer whose scope is public safety
communications.

1061-16 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

3.3.9.1.1 Public Safety Telecommunicator 1 (Call Taker) and A.3.3.9.1.1 (Log # CC3 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Affirmative with Comment

Adams, C. Does not harmonize with ANSI accredited organization whose standards are supported by a
comprehensive nation-wide occupational analysis.
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Friday, April 13, 2012
Document # 1061
Circulation Report for PQU-PST    Comments

1061-17 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

3.3.9.1.1 Public Safety Telecommunicator I (Call Taker) (Log # 15 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. Harmonization between two ANSI accredited bodies is not occurring and is creating a conflict in
similar standards, duplicating efforts. NFPA pro-qual project documents are not part of NFPA 1061 and
therefore the comments are not addressed on their merit.

1061-18 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

3.3.9.1.1 Public Safety Telecommunicator I (Call Taker) and A.3.3.9.1.1 (New) (Log # 4 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Affirmative with Comment

Adams, C. Does not harmonize with ANSI accredited organization whose standards are supported by a
comprehensive nation-wide occupational analysis. This standard continues to provide a "ranking" which has
not been demonstrated exists within the identified environment of a public safety communications center. It
was prudent to be inclusive in the definition and not to annex pertinent material. I voted in the negative
because this standard imposes a ranking which does not exist in the industry; the group identified during the
call that the ranking imposed here is consistent with other NFPA standards. A standard associated with a
Firefighter 1, Firefighter 2, or Firefighter 3 represents a clear progression in career growth and development,
one building on the other. NFPA 1061 seeks to identify individual job functions which, each on their own, is a
distinct job function which has no bearing on job progression and one does not build upon the other. They are
each individual functions. however, the submitter's comments were not addressed.

1061-19 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

3.3.9.1.2 Public Safety Telecommunicator II (Radio Dispatcher) (Log # 16 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative
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Friday, April 13, 2012
Document # 1061
Circulation Report for PQU-PST    Comments

Adams, C. Harmonization between two ANSI accredited bodies is not occurring and is creating a conflict in
similar standards, duplicating efforts. NFPA pro-qual project documents are not part of NFPA 1061 and
therefore the comments are not addressed on their merit. In addition, it adds a section to NFPA 1061 which
clearly creates a duplication with existing APCO standards developed and/or currently in development; does
not allow for harmonization within the original scope of NFPA 1061. This addition to NFPA 1061 is beyond
the scope of the standard. The expansion of the scope in August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's
meeting and, therefore, the technical committee was developing work outside its scope at the time. That scope
should remain in effect to allow for harmonization and to prevent duplication which is occurring with other
standards (in particular, APCO standards). The document duplicates another ANSI standards developer whose
scope is public safety communications. Further, I have seen no information which supports the information
submitted through the change in NFPA 1061 and which does not harmonize with occupational analysis
conducted by and which supports the APCO standard for the same position.

1061-20 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

3.3.13 Task (Log # 11 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

1061-21 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

3.3.x TTD/TTY (New) (Log # CC5 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

1061-22 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

4.9, 4.10, 4.11, 4.12, and 4.13 (Log # 17 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. The NFPA 1061 committee did not address the concern posed by the comment.  It has identified
all-inclusively Homeland Security Presidential Directives for NIMS and ICS which do not all apply to a public
safety Telecommunicator.

1061-23 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

Chapter 5 (previous Chapter 4) (Log # 18 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.
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Document # 1061
Circulation Report for PQU-PST    Comments

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. The submitter's comments are not specifically addressed. This creates a duplication of an existing or proposed standard by an ANSI
accredited body whose scope is public safety communications. Incorporating in NFPA does not provide any benefit to the public safety community
nor the expansion of the NFPA scope for 1061; and, in fact, places an undue burden on the public safety communications industry through the
enactment of duplicating standards, creating a and unnecessary and potential liability upon the public safety communication centers across the
country. The expansion of the scope in August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's meeting and therefore, the 1061 committee was
developing work outside its scope at the time. That scope should remain in effect to allow for harmonization and to prevent duplication which is
occurring with other standards (in particular, APCO standards). The document duplicates another ANSI developer whose scope is public safety
communications. Further, I have seen no information which supports the information submitted through the change in NFPA 1061 and which does
not harmonize with an occupational analysis conducted by and which supports the APCO standard which is duplicated by this action.

1061-24 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

Chapter 6 (previous Chapter 5) (Log # 19 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. The submitter's comments are not specifically addressed. This creates a duplication of an existing or proposed standard by an ANSI
accredited body whose scope is public safety communications. Incorporating in NFPA does not provide any benefit to the public safety community
nor the expansion of the NFPA scope for 1061; and, in fact, places an undue burden on the public safety communications industry through the
enactment of duplicating standards, creating a and unnecessary and potential liability upon the public safety communication centers across the
country. The expansion of the scope in August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's meeting and therefore, the 1061 committee was
developing work outside its scope at the time. That scope should remain in effect to allow for harmonization and to prevent duplication which is
occurring with other standards (in particular, APCO standards). The document duplicates another ANSI developer whose scope is public safety
communications. Further, I have seen no information which supports the information submitted through the change in NFPA 1061 and which does
not harmonize with an occupational analysis conducted by and which supports the APCO standard which is duplicated by this action. Further, it
identifies all inclusively the Homeland Security Presidential Directives for NIMS and ICS which do not all apply to a public safety
telecommunicator.

1061-25 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

Chapter 7 (New) (Log # 25 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. The NFPA 1061 committee did not address the concern posed by the comment.  It has identified
all-inclusively Homeland Security Presidential Directives for NIMS and ICS which do not all apply to a public
safety Telecommunicator.

1061-26 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

Chapter 8 (New) (Log # 26 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.
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Document # 1061
Circulation Report for PQU-PST    Comments

Negative

Adams, C. The submitter's comments are not specifically addressed. This creates a duplication of an existing or proposed standard by an ANSI
accredited body whose scope is public safety communications. Incorporating in NFPA does not provide any benefit to the public safety community
nor the expansion of the NFPA scope for 1061; and, in fact, places an undue burden on the public safety communications industry through the
enactment of duplicating standards, creating a and unnecessary and potential liability upon the public safety communication centers across the
country. The expansion of the scope in August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's meeting and therefore, the 1061 committee was
developing work outside its scope at the time. That scope should remain in effect to allow for harmonization and to prevent duplication which is
occurring with other standards (in particular, APCO standards). The document duplicates another ANSI developer whose scope is public safety
communications.  Further, I have seen no information which supports the information submitted through the change in NFPA 1061 and it does not
harmonize with an occupational analysis conducted by and which supports the APCO standard which is duplicated by this action. It appeared
committee members were not interested in working through the proposal comments submitted, recognized the duplication, demonstrates a lack of
consideration for other ANSI standard setting accredited organizations and is not concerned about conflicting standards. Obvious conflict between
standards should not be acceptable, despite the red tape and being deep in the process, there is a responsibility to insure that standards are
harmonized when needed, that there is no duplication and, especially, there is respect for other ANSI accredited organizations who, though they
may be new to standards setting, have no less to contribute to their respective industry.

1061-27 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

Chapter 9 (New) (Log # 27 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. The submitter's comments are not specifically addressed. This creates a duplication of an existing or proposed standard by an ANSI
accredited body whose scope is public safety communications. Incorporating in NFPA does not provide any benefit to the public safety community
nor the expansion of the NFPA scope for 1061; and, in fact, places an undue burden on the public safety communications industry through the
enactment of duplicating standards, creating a and unnecessary and potential liability upon the public safety communication centers across the
country. The expansion of the scope in August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's meeting and therefore, the 1061 committee was
developing work outside its scope at the time. That scope should remain in effect to allow for harmonization and to prevent duplication which is
occurring with other standards (in particular, APCO standards). The document duplicates another ANSI developer whose scope is public safety
communications. Further, I have seen no information which supports the information submitted through the change in NFPA 1061 and which does
not harmonize with an occupational analysis conducted by and which supports the APCO standard which is duplicated by this action. It appeared
committee members were not interested in working through the submitter's comments, recognized the duplication, demonstrates a lack of
consideration for other ANSI standard setting accredited organizations and is not concerned about conflicting standards. Obvious conflict between
standards should not be acceptable, despite the red tape and being deep in the process, there is a responsibility to insure that standards are
harmonized when needed, that there is no duplication and, especially, there is respect for other ANSI accredited organizations who, though they
may be new to standards setting, have no less to contribute to their respective industry. Further, the pro-qual process is not an NFPA function and
should not have bearing on these actions. It is separate and apart from NFPA's accreditation as an ASD.

1061-28 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

Chapter 10 (New) (Log # 28 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative
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Adams, C. The submitter's comments are not specifically addressed. This creates a duplication of an existing or proposed standard by an ANSI
accredited body whose scope is public safety communications. Incorporating in NFPA does not provide any benefit to the public safety community
nor the expansion of the NFPA scope for 1061; and, in fact, places an undue burden on the public safety communications industry through the
enactment of duplicating standards, creating a and unnecessary and potential liability upon the public safety communication centers across the
country. The expansion of the scope in August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's meeting and therefore, the 1061 committee was
developing work outside its scope at the time. That scope should remain in effect to allow for harmonization and to prevent duplication which is
occurring with other standards (in particular, APCO standards). The document duplicates another ANSI developer whose scope is public safety
communications. Further, I have seen no information which supports the information submitted through the change in NFPA 1061 and which does
not harmonize with an occupational analysis conducted by and which supports the APCO standard which is duplicated by this action. It appeared
committee members were not interested in working through the proposal comments submitted, recognized the duplication, demonstrates a lack of
consideration for other ANSI standard setting accredited organizations and is not concerned about conflicting standards.  Obvious conflict between
standards should not be acceptable, despite the red tape and being deep in the process, there is a responsibility to insure that standards are
harmonized when needed, that there is no duplication and, especially, there is respect for other ANSI accredited organizations who, though they
may be new to standards setting, have no less to contribute to their respective industry. Further, the pro-qual process is not an NFPA function and
should not have bearing on these actions. It is separate and apart from NFPA's accreditation as an ASD.

1061-29 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

Chapter 11 (New) (Log # 29 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. The submitter's comments are not specifically addressed. This creates a duplication of an existing or proposed standard by an ANSI
accredited body whose scope is public safety communications.  Incorporating in NFPA does not provide any benefit to the public safety community
nor the expansion of the NFPA scope for 1061; and, in fact, places an undue burden on the public safety communications industry through the
enactment of duplicating standards, creating a and unnecessary and potential liability upon the public safety communication centers across the
country. The expansion of the scope in August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's meeting and therefore, the 1061 committee was
developing work outside its scope at the time. That scope should remain in effect to allow for harmonization and to prevent duplication which is
occurring with other standards (in particular, APCO standards). The document duplicates another ANSI developer whose scope is public safety
communications. Further, I have seen no information which supports the information submitted through the change in NFPA 1061 and which does
not harmonize with an occupational analysis conducted by and which supports the APCO standard which is duplicated by this action. It appeared
committee members were not interested in working through the submitter's comments, recognized the duplication, demonstrates a lack of
consideration for other ANSI standard setting accredited organizations and is not concerned about conflicting standards. Obvious conflict between
standards should not be acceptable, despite the red tape and being deep in the process, there is a responsibility to insure that standards are
harmonized when needed, that there is no duplication and, especially, there is respect for other ANSI accredited organizations who, though they
may be new to standards setting, have no less to contribute to their respective industry. Further, the pro-qual process is not an NFPA function and
should not have bearing on these actions. It is separate and apart from NFPA's accreditation as an ASD.

1061-30 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

Chapter 12 (Log # CC4 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. In order to harmonize with an existing standard, "Director" should be included in the identification of the position; however, the
inclusion of Public Safety Communications Manager/Director into NFPA 1061 creates a duplication of an existing or proposed standard by an
ANSI accredited body whose scope is public safety communications. Incorporating this in NFPA does not provide any benefit to the public safety
community nor the expansion of the NFPA scope for 1061; and, in fact, places an undue burden on the public safety communications industry
through the enactment of duplicating standards, creating an unnecessary and potential liability upon the public safety communication centers across
the country.
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1061-31 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

Chapter 12 (New) (Log # 30 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. The submitter's comments are not specifically addressed. This creates a duplication of an existing or proposed standard by an ANSI
accredited body whose scope is public safety communications. Incorporating in NFPA does not provide any benefit to the public safety community
nor the expansion of the NFPA scope for 1061; and, in fact, places an undue burden on the public safety communications industry through the
enactment of duplicating standards, creating a and unnecessary and potential liability upon the public safety communication centers across the
country. The expansion of the scope in August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's meeting and therefore, the 1061 committee was
developing work outside its scope at the time. That scope should remain in effect to allow for harmonization and to prevent duplication which is
occurring with other standards (in particular, APCO standards). The document duplicates another ANSI developer whose scope is public safety
communications. Further, I have seen no information which supports the information submitted through the change in NFPA 1061 and which does
not harmonize with an occupational analysis conducted by and which supports the APCO standard which is duplicated by this action. It appeared
committee members were not interested in working through the proposal comments submitted, recognized the duplication, demonstrates a lack of
consideration for other ANSI standard setting accredited organizations and is not concerned about conflicting standards. Obvious conflict between
standards should not be acceptable, despite the red tape and being deep in the process, there is a responsibility to insure that standards are
harmonized when needed, that there is no duplication and, especially, there is respect for other ANSI accredited organizations who, though they
may be new to standards setting, have no less to contribute to their respective industry. Further, the pro-qual process is not an NFPA function and
should not have bearing on these actions. It is separate and apart from NFPA's accreditation as an ASD.

1061-32 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

Chapter 13 (New) (Log # 31 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. The submitter's comments are not specifically addressed. This creates a duplication of an existing or proposed standard by an ANSI
accredited body whose scope is public safety communications.  Incorporating in NFPA does not provide any benefit to the public safety community
nor the expansion of the NFPA scope for 1061; and, in fact, places an undue burden on the public safety communications industry through the
enactment of duplicating standards, creating a and unnecessary and potential liability upon the public safety communication centers across the
country. The expansion of the scope in August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's meeting and therefore, the 1061 committee was
developing work outside its scope at the time. That scope should remain in effect to allow for harmonization and to prevent duplication which is
occurring with other standards (in particular, APCO standards). The document duplicates another ANSI developer whose scope is public safety
communications. Further, I have seen no information which supports the information submitted through the change in NFPA 1061 and which does
not harmonize with an occupational analysis conducted by and which supports the APCO standard which is duplicated by this action. It appeared
committee members were not interested in working through the submitter's comments, recognized the duplication, demonstrates a lack of
consideration for other ANSI standard setting accredited organizations and is not concerned about conflicting standards. Obvious conflict between
standards should not be acceptable, despite the red tape and being deep in the process, there is a responsibility to insure that standards are
harmonized when needed, that there is no duplication and, especially, there is respect for other ANSI accredited organizations who, though they
may be new to standards setting, have no less to contribute to their respective industry. Further, the pro-qual process is not an NFPA function and
should not have bearing on these actions. It is separate and apart from NFPA's accreditation as an ASD.

1061-33 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

A.4.5, A.4.6, A.4.7, A.4.8, and A.4.9 (Log # 20 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.
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Weihs, K.

Affirmative with Comment

Adams, C. The submitter's comments were supported.  This provided a great example of harmonization in identifying accurately qualifications
and/or core competencies which should be considered by the AHJ.

1061-34 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

A.4.8 (Log # CC7 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

1061-35 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

A.4.10 (New) (Log # CC8 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. To identify training requirements exceeds the scope of NFPA 1061 and is a duplication of existing and/or in-development standards
by an ASD whose scope is specific to public safety communications. Incorporating in NFPA does not provide any benefit to the public safety
community nor the expansion of the NFPA scope for 1061; and, in fact, places an undue burden on the public safety communications industry
through the enactment of duplicating standards, creating a and unnecessary and potential liability upon the public safety communication centers
across the country. The expansion of the scope in August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's meeting and therefore, the 1061 committee
was developing work outside its scope at the time. That scope should remain in effect to allow for harmonization and to prevent duplication which
is occurring with other standards (in particular, APCO standards). The document duplicates another ANSI developer whose scope is public safety
communications. Further, I have seen no information which supports the information submitted through the change in NFPA 1061 and which does
not harmonize with an occupational analysis conducted by and which supports the APCO standard which is duplicated by this action. It appeared
committee members were not interested in working through the proposal comments submitted, recognized the duplication, demonstrates a lack of
consideration for other ANSI standard setting accredited organizations and is not concerned about conflicting standards. There is a responsibility to
insure that standards are harmonized when needed, that there is no duplication and, especially, there is respect for other ANSI accredited
organizations who, though they may be new to standards setting, have no less to contribute to their respective industry.

1061-36 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

A.5.2.2(A) through A.5.4.2 (Log # 21 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Affirmative with Comment

Adams, C. This continues to support a "ranking" for personnel within the communications center which is not supported by the submitter's
comments made within this revision cycle throughout NFPA 1061. NFPA 1061 imposes a ranking which does not exist in the industry; the group
identified during the call that the ranking imposed here is consistent with other NFPA standards. A standard associated with a Firefighter 1,
Firefighter 2, or Firefighter 3 represents a clear progression in career growth and development, one building on the other. NFPA 1061 seeks to
identify individual job functions which, each on their own, is a distinct job function which has no bearing on job progression and one does not build
upon the other. They are each individual functions.
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1061-37 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

A.5.2.5(A) and A.5.2.4(B) (Log # CC9 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

1061-38 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

A.6 (Log # 22 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Affirmative with Comment

Adams, C. Submitter's comments were not addressed as the newly added language in this section prevents harmonization and duplicates an
existing and/or developing standard by an ASD thereby. By adding other personnel defined by APCO's standards development, NFPA 1061,
exceeds its scope. The expansion of the scope in August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's meeting and therefore, the 1061 committee
was developing work outside its scope at the time. Further, this is not original material and the original reference/source is not identified.

1061-39 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 6  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

A.9.1 (Log # 23 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Affirmative with Comment

Adams, C. Submitter's comments were not addressed as the newly added language in this section prevents harmonization and duplicates an
existing and/or developing standard by an ASD thereby. The expansion of the scope in August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's
meeting and therefore, the 1061 committee was developing work outside its scope at the time. Further, this is not original material and the original
reference/source is not identified.

1061-40 Eligible To Vote:8  Affirmative: 5  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 2

E.2.1 (New) (Log # 24 )

Not Returned

Phelps, S.

Weihs, K.

Negative

Adams, C. Submitter's comments were not addressed as the newly added language in this section prevents harmonization and duplicates an
existing and/or developing standard by an ASD thereby. By adding other personnel defined by APCO's standards development, NFPA 1061,
exceeds its scope. The expansion of the scope in August 2011 occurred after the technical committee's meeting and therefore, the 1061 committee
was developing work outside its scope at the time. Further, this is not original material and the original reference/source is not identified. APCO's
document is referred to as a publication and not an ANS.
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