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M E M O R A N D U M  
 

To: NFPA Technical Committee on Special Effects 

From:  Kelly Carey, Project Administrator 

Date:  January 14, 2014   

Subject: NFPA 1126 First Draft TC FINAL Ballot Results (A2015 Cycle) 

 

According to the final ballot results, all ballot items received the necessary affirmative votes to pass ballot. 

30 Members Eligible to Vote  
  8 Not Returned (R. Davidson, G. Dumansky, J. Fields, H. Gore, J. Harris, T. Morris, J. Rodgers, B. von  

Rosen)   
13 Members Voted Affirmative on All Revisions 
6 Members Voted Affirmative with Comment on one or more Revisions (G. Dean, D. Marmon, M. 

Rossol, J. Streett, C. Weeth, C. Wyman)    
  3 Members Voted Negative on one or more Revisions (R. Baur, G. Dean, C. Wyman)   
  0 Abstentions on one or more Revisions   
 
The attached report shows the number of affirmative, negative, and abstaining votes as well as the explanation of 
the vote for each first revision.   

There are two criteria necessary for each first revision to pass ballot: (1) simple majority and (2) affirmative 2/3  
vote.   The mock examples below show how the calculations are determined.  

(1) Example for Simple Majority: Assuming there are 20 vote eligible committee members, 11 affirmative votes 
are required to pass ballot.  (Sample calculation:  20 members eligible to vote ÷ 2 = 10 + 1 = 11) 

 

(2) Example for Affirmative 2/3:  Assuming there are 20 vote eligible committee members and 1 member did not 

return their ballot and 2 members abstained, the number of affirmative votes required would be 12.  (Sample 
calculation: 20 members eligble to vote – 1 not returned – 2 abstentions = 17 x 0.66 = 11.22 = 12 ) 

 
As always please feel free to contact me if you have any questions.   

 



NFPA 1126 - TC ON SPECIAL EFFECTS

FIRST DRAFT BALLOT - FINAL RESULTS

Eligible to Vote: 30
Not Returned : 8
Randall W. A. Davidson,Gregory V. Dumansky,June 

M. Fields,Jeremiah Harris,Thaine Morris,John T. 

Rodgers,Bert von Rosen,Hardial Gore

Vote Selection Votes Comments

Affirmative 20
Affirmative with Comment 2
Christopher T. Wyman Add to appendix material.
James D. Streett to avoid confusion in section 1.3.x(particularly 1.3.3 and 1.3.8, I would like to see "before a 

proximate audience" added to avoid confusion. and possible reference to 1.3.7.2

Negative 0
Abstain 0

Eligible to Vote: 30
Not Returned : 8
Randall W. A. Davidson,Gregory V. Dumansky,June 

M. Fields,Jeremiah Harris,Thaine Morris,John T. 

Rodgers,Bert von Rosen,Hardial Gore

Vote Selection Votes Comments

Affirmative 19
Affirmative with Comment 3
Glenn A. Dean While I agree with what is being attempted, the proposed language added to the end of the 

sentence is awkward in its reading. It presently reads as if the purpose is to provide protection 

from safety when I think the intent is to provide protection from fire and hazards to safety.

FR-13, Global Input, See FR-13

Total Voted : 22

FR-5, Section No. 1.2.2 [Excluding any Sub-Sections], See FR-5
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NFPA 1126 - TC ON SPECIAL EFFECTS

FIRST DRAFT BALLOT - FINAL RESULTS

Monona Rossol This change is crucial to health professionals dealing with the hazards of pyrotechnic smoke.

Christopher T. Wyman I agree with this language.
Negative 0
Abstain 0

Eligible to Vote: 30
Not Returned : 8
Randall W. A. Davidson,Gregory V. Dumansky,June 

M. Fields,Jeremiah Harris,Thaine Morris,John T. 

Rodgers,Bert von Rosen,Hardial Gore

Vote Selection Votes Comments

Affirmative 20
Affirmative with Comment 0
Negative 2

Total Voted : 22

FR-6, New Section after 1.3.3, See FR-6
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NFPA 1126 - TC ON SPECIAL EFFECTS

FIRST DRAFT BALLOT - FINAL RESULTS

Robert Bauer While it is agreed that hybrid flame effects do have the potential to sow confusion among AHJs and pyrotechnic 

operators in the field, at least according to the anecdotal evidence presented to the committee, it the responsibility of 

the Technical Committee on Special Effects to treat all of the users of both of its documents in a fair and equal manner 

and this proposed revision falls far short of that obligation. If enacted it would remove from NFPA 160 guidance for a 

large body of flame effect methodology that has traditionally and rightfully been assigned to it: flame effects that use a 

pyrotechnic device of some sort to ignite or motivate non-pyrotechnic materials to produce a larger primary flame. In 

fact, the very definition of a Hybrid Flame Effect, as proposed for inclusion in NFPA 1126 supports the objections 

central to this comment: 3.3.25 Hybrid Flame Effect. A flame effect that derives its motive force (and ignition) 

pyrotechnically, but the primary flame is produced from the burning of a nonpyrotechnic, flammable, or combustible 

substance in air. 1.First of all, the definition uses the term “flame effect”, which usage should seemingly place this 

effect squarely within NFPA 160, whose title, after all, contains the phrase “Flame Effects…” Perhaps if the term were 

to be changed to “hybrid pyrotechnic effect” or something similar, then NFPA 1126 would be the more appropriate 

location. 2.Secondly, the resulting “primary flame,” is produced from the combustion of “nonpyrotechnic [emphasis 

mine], flammable, or combustible substance in air.” It is the primary flame that is the desired special effect, not the 

ignitor, and this fact alone would seem to limit the pyrotechnic contribution to the special effect to but a minor one. 

One possible solution would be to assign jurisdiction for the pyrotechnic portions of hybrid flame effects to NFPA 1126 

and retain jurisdiction of the flame effect portion under the auspices of NFPA 160, but granted this would do little to 

mitigate the potential for confusion. A corollary solution would be to give to both documents the jurisdiction for hybrid 

flame effects, and grant the AHJ the power to decide which standard is to be used, if not both. Possible code language 

that would appear in NFPA 1126 might include: 3.3.25* Hybrid Flame Effects – Flame effects whose operation or 

construction combines the use, storage and/or handling of devices and/or fuels governed by this standard in 

conjunction with devices and/or materials whose use, storage and/or handling is not within the scope of this standard 

but is within the scope of yet another NFPA code or standard. And, 8.2.2.3 Hybrid Flame Effects shall meet the 

requirements of the codes or standards that are relevant to each fuel, material and device employed in the effect. 

When multiple codes impose different requirements on a material, fuel or device, the most stringent requirement 

shall be the one used, unless otherwise approved by the AHJ. An example of a hybrid flame effect that clearly belongs 

in NFPA 160 is the use of a small pyrotechnic device to ignite the pilot burner of a large gas flame effect, which burner, 

when proven, ignites the primary gas flame; this configuration is quite commonly used with flame effects that must be 

ignited in, around and under water. A licensed pyrotechnic operator installs and operates the pyrotechnic device(s), 

yet the gas equipment may be designed, installed, operated and maintained by yet another technician, who is not 

necessarily a pyrotechnician, but whose skills and training have been demonstrated to be acceptable to the AHJ, 

guided by the requirements of NFPA 160. To cede this type of arrangement solely to NFPA 1126 is patently unfair to 

both flame effect practitioners, whose work it has traditionally been and owners and operators of flame effect systems 

that have been operating in this manner for many years.

Christopher T. Wyman I still feel that these types of effects need to involve NFPA 160 as well. Only the ignition of the 

effect is done with pyrotechnic material or by a pyrotechnic means, the remainder of the 

effect should involve NFPA 160.

Abstain 0
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NFPA 1126 - TC ON SPECIAL EFFECTS

FIRST DRAFT BALLOT - FINAL RESULTS

Eligible to Vote: 30
Not Returned : 8
Randall W. A. Davidson,Gregory V. Dumansky,June 

M. Fields,Jeremiah Harris,Thaine Morris,John T. 

Rodgers,Bert von Rosen,Hardial Gore

Vote Selection Votes Comments

Affirmative 19
Affirmative with Comment 2
Christopher T. Wyman I agree with the language.

FR-7, New Section after 1.3.5.2, See FR-7

Total Voted : 22
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NFPA 1126 - TC ON SPECIAL EFFECTS

FIRST DRAFT BALLOT - FINAL RESULTS

Charles P. Weeth The desire of the air show special effects operators for a recognized national standard remains 

a complex issue. This is a good start, but it requires further clarification. The use of low or high 

explosives, flammable liquids, flammable gasses, combustibles and non-combustibles at air 

shows at airports before a proximate audience is beyond the scope of 1126; but the same is  

whether these non-pyrotechnic special effects are used before a proximate audience at a stunt 

show at a theme park, a race track or fairground, or at movie or TV production, or military 

reenactment or a shoot 'em up adventure park, or whatever, wherever. The low and high 

explosive special effects combined with some of the liquid and flammable gasses, 

combustibles and non-combustibles manufactured for these performances are a breed unto 

themselves, with their own unique technical and regulatory aspects. Please note: pyrotechnic 

devices are often used while held or mounted on performers at air shows, stunt shows and 

other productions, such as wing walkers or parachutists with smoke devices, flares, and the 

like. Finally what is an "air show environment"? Is this different from practices for an air show 

with the same pyrotechnic devices without a proximate audience? How is this different from a 

parachutist(s)jumping into a stadium of thousands of people with pyrotechnic devices? A 

practice jump? The advocates for addressing this issue need to carefully review their proposals 

in light of the many variables involved, identify those variables (especially those devices and 

practices not covered by 1126) and the many similar special effects used in other 

environments.

Negative 1
Glenn A. Dean Significant rewording is needed. The language in 1.3.6.2 lends itself more towards being 

technicial performance requirements instead of the administrative elements of Chapter 1. But 

if the proposed language of Section 1.3.6.1 were modified to say "...during an air show when 

such devices are mounted and fired as specified in Sections 8.2 and 8.3 of this standard and 

used at distances...", then they would lend themselves better as administrative conditions for 

setting how or when the standard is to be applied. Section 1.3.6.3 appears to be in direct 

conflict with Section 1.3.6.4. If Section 1.3.6.4 says the standard does not apply to flying 

aircraft, then how cna the langage in Section 1.3.6.3 on "devices...fired while airborne" be 

applicable? It's to apply when airborne or not. Which shall it be?

Abstain 0
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NFPA 1126 - TC ON SPECIAL EFFECTS

FIRST DRAFT BALLOT - FINAL RESULTS

Eligible to Vote: 30
Not Returned : 8
Randall W. A. Davidson,Gregory V. Dumansky,June 

M. Fields,Jeremiah Harris,Thaine Morris,John T. 

Rodgers,Bert von Rosen,Hardial Gore

Vote Selection Votes Comments

Affirmative 21
Affirmative with Comment 1
Christopher T. Wyman Code edition updates only.
Negative 0
Abstain 0

Eligible to Vote: 30
Not Returned : 8
Randall W. A. Davidson,Gregory V. Dumansky,June 

M. Fields,Jeremiah Harris,Thaine Morris,John T. 

Rodgers,Bert von Rosen,Hardial Gore

Vote Selection Votes Comments

Affirmative 21
Affirmative with Comment 1
Christopher T. Wyman Code edition updates.
Negative 0
Abstain 0

Total Voted : 22

FR-11, Section No. 2.2, See FR-11

Total Voted : 22

FR-4, Section No. 2.4, See FR-4
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NFPA 1126 - TC ON SPECIAL EFFECTS

FIRST DRAFT BALLOT - FINAL RESULTS

Eligible to Vote: 30
Not Returned : 8
Randall W. A. Davidson,Gregory V. Dumansky,June 

M. Fields,Jeremiah Harris,Thaine Morris,John T. 

Rodgers,Bert von Rosen,Hardial Gore

Vote Selection Votes Comments

Affirmative 20
Affirmative with Comment 1
Christopher T. Wyman I agree with language.
Negative 1
Robert Bauer Change the definition of Hybrid Flame Effect as follows: 3.3.25* Hybrid Flame Effect – A flame 

effect whose operation or construction combines the use, storage and/or handling of devices 

and/or fuels governed by this standard in conjunction with devices and/or materials whose 

use, storage and/or handling is not within the scope of this standard but is within the scope of 

yet another NFPA code or standard.

Abstain 0

Eligible to Vote: 30
Not Returned : 8
Randall W. A. Davidson,Gregory V. Dumansky,June 

M. Fields,Jeremiah Harris,Thaine Morris,John T. 

Rodgers,Bert von Rosen,Hardial Gore

Vote Selection Votes Comments

Total Voted : 22

FR-12, Section No. 6.4.1.1, See FR-12

FR-3, Chapter 3, See FR-3

Total Voted : 22
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NFPA 1126 - TC ON SPECIAL EFFECTS

FIRST DRAFT BALLOT - FINAL RESULTS

Affirmative 20
Affirmative with Comment 2
Daryl Marmon Being consistent with language from document to document being important I recommend 

that the language in FR-4 NFPA 160-2013 be adopted. "When required, a walk-through and a 

representative demonstration of the pyrotechnics shall be provided to the authority having 

jurisdiction before pyrotechnics are approved." This will make the two documents consistent 

and uniform with each other. It will also address when a jurisdiction does or may not require a 

demonstration.

Christopher T. Wyman I agree with language.
Negative 0
Abstain 0

Eligible to Vote: 30
Not Returned : 8
Randall W. A. Davidson,Gregory V. Dumansky,June 

M. Fields,Jeremiah Harris,Thaine Morris,John T. 

Rodgers,Bert von Rosen,Hardial Gore

Vote Selection Votes Comments

Affirmative 21
Affirmative with Comment 1
Christopher T. Wyman I agree with language.
Negative 0
Abstain 0

Eligible to Vote: 30
Not Returned : 8

Total Voted : 22

FR-1, Section No. 8.3.5.2, See FR-1

Total Voted : 22

FR-10, Section No. E.1.1, See FR-10
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NFPA 1126 - TC ON SPECIAL EFFECTS

FIRST DRAFT BALLOT - FINAL RESULTS

Randall W. A. Davidson,Gregory V. Dumansky,June 

M. Fields,Jeremiah Harris,Thaine Morris,John T. 

Rodgers,Bert von Rosen,Hardial Gore

Vote Selection Votes Comments

Affirmative 21
Affirmative with Comment 1
Christopher T. Wyman Code edition updates only.
Negative 0
Abstain 0

Eligible to Vote: 30
Not Returned : 8
Randall W. A. Davidson,Gregory V. Dumansky,June 

M. Fields,Jeremiah Harris,Thaine Morris,John T. 

Rodgers,Bert von Rosen,Hardial Gore

Vote Selection Votes Comments

Affirmative 21
Affirmative with Comment 1
Christopher T. Wyman Added reference publication.
Negative 0
Abstain 0

Eligible to Vote: 30
Not Returned : 8

Total Voted : 22

Total Voted : 22

FR-9, Section No. E.3, See FR-9

FR-14, Section No. E.1.2, See FR-14
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NFPA 1126 - TC ON SPECIAL EFFECTS

FIRST DRAFT BALLOT - FINAL RESULTS

Randall W. A. Davidson,Gregory V. Dumansky,June 

M. Fields,Jeremiah Harris,Thaine Morris,John T. 

Rodgers,Bert von Rosen,Hardial Gore

Vote Selection Votes Comments

Affirmative 21
Affirmative with Comment 1
Christopher T. Wyman Code edition update.
Negative 0
Abstain 0

Total Voted : 22
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