
 
ANNUAL 2012 

NATIONAL FIRE PROTECTION ASSOCIATION 
CONFERENCE AND EXPO 

NFPA ASSOCIATION TECHNICAL MEETING 
CERTIFIED AMENDING MOTION 

1124 
Thursday, June 14, 2012 

Mandalay Bay Convention Center 
Las Vegas, Nevada 

 
19                Mr. Chair, ladies and gentlemen, the 
20    technical committee on pyrotechnics is presenting two 
21    reports for adoptions and can be found in the report on 
22    proposals and report on comments for the 2012 Annual 
23    Revision Cycle. 
24                The first report is consisting of a partial 
25    revision of NFPA 1124 code for the manufacture, 
1    transportation, storage and retail sales of fireworks 
 2    and pyrotechnic articles. 
 3                The report was submitted into letter ballot 
 4    of the technical committee consisting of 32 voting 
 5    members.  The ballot results can be found on Pages 
 6    1124-2 to 1124-23 of the report on proposals and Pages 
 7    1124-2 to 1124-4 of the report on comments. 
 8                The presiding officer will now proceed with 
 9    the certified amending motions. 
10                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  Thank you, Miss 
11    Robbins. 
12                Now we'll proceed with the discussion on the 
13    certified amending motion on NFPA 1124. 
14                Microphone 5. 
15                MARCELO HIRSCHLER:  Marcelo Hirschler, GBH 
16    International, I hereby move certified amending motion 
17    one which includes the certified amending motion one 1 
18    or 2, whatever, includes two comments, two motions in 
19    one. 
20                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  So your motion is 
21    to accept Comment 1124-2 and Comment 1124-3; is that 
22    correct? 



23                MARCELO HIRSCHLER:  Yes. 
24                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  Is there a second? 
25    I hear a second. 
1                Please proceed. 
 2                MARCELO HIRSCHLER:  Thank you.  Let me 
 3    clarify for the record and for the audience so we know 
 4    what we're talking about.  This is something that as 
 5    I've explained yesterday this was done by all the major 
 6    NFPA codes, NFPA 101, 5001, bu a number of other 
 7    documents. 
 8                What it is, NFPA has requirements that the 
 9    definition shall not contain requirements.  So all these 
10    codes have done, which is what I'm asking 1124 to do as 
11    well, is to take all the information about what a 
12    limited combustible material or what a noncombustible 
13    material is and put it into the body of the standard and 
14    extract that in this case from NFPA 101. 
15                And the only reference in the definition 
16    section would be just see that particular section.  That 
17    would create consistent definition with all the other 
18    major NFPA codes and standards. 
19                The committee got very close to accepting 
20    that, but it still didn't quite do it because the 
21    conditions found in something or other and that is not 
22    in compliance with our NFPA code because that is 
23    including a requirement.  So it's much better to just 
24    say see whatever and then do that. 
25                I hope you support this motion so we get 
1    consistency in definition which was the request of the 
 2    NFPA standards council that we in general try to 
 3    maintain this throughout the NFPA system.  Thank you 
 4    very much. 
 5                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  Thank you. 
 6                Ms. Robbins, would you like to offer the 
 7    committee's position? 
 8                MS. ROBBINS:  Sure.  The committee did 
 9    accept Mr. Hirschler's proposal to extract the text from 
10    NFPA 101 so that the concept and the requirements for 
11    the limited combustible materials noncombustible 
12    materials are consistent between NFPA 1124 and 101. 



13                But instead of just a reference to see 
14    another section, we added the wording, as Mr. Hirschler 
15    said, that the material that meets the conditions found 
16    the referred section. 
17                It was not the intent of the committee that 
18    by adding the sentence it would be construed as a 
19    requirement which is not allowed in the definition.  And 
20    this particular wording was accepted by the committee 29 
21    to 0. 
22                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  Thank you, Ms. 
23    Robbins. 
24                Any further discussion on this motion? 
25                Microphone 5. 
1                MARCELO HIRSCHLER:  Marcelo Hirschler, GBH 
 2    International speaking in support of the motion. 
 3                I don't want belabor the issue, but when it 
 4    says it shall meet the requirements -- let me read it 
 5    correctly so I don't want to misread.  But it says the 
 6    material meets the conditions found in a certain 
 7    section, that is a requirement. 
 8                And that's why I would prefer that we try to 
 9    maintain the uniformity of NFPA codes and standards 
10    which would be achieved if this motion were passed. 
11    Thank you very much. 
12                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  Thank you. 
13                Any further discussion? 
14                Ms. Robbins, any further final comments? 
15                MS. ROBBINS:  The committee stands on their 
16    explanation. 
17                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  Okay.  We'll move 
18    to the vote on the motion to accept Comment 1124-2 and 
19    Comment 1124-3. 
20                Please record your vote.  One if you're in 
21    favor of the motion and two if you're opposed to the 
22    motion reject. 
23                You've got five seconds.  Voting is now 
24    closed.  Motion fails. 
 


