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The second report is consisting of a partial 
11    revision of an NFPA 1127 code for high power rocketry. 
12    The report was submitted to letter ballot to the 
13    technical committee consisting of 32. 
14                The ballots results can be found on Pages 
15    1127-2 to 1127-5 of the report on proposals and Pages 
16    1127-2 to 1127-5 of the report on comments. 
17                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  Thank you, Ms. 
18    Robbins. 
19                Okay.  We'll now proceed with the discussion 
20    on the certified amending motion on NFPA 1127. 
21                Microphone 9. 
22                GARY ROSENFIELD:  Yes.  Gary Rosenfield 
23    representing RCS Rocket Motor Components, Incorporated. 
24                I move to revise my amending motion to just 
25    rejecting Comments 1127-8, 1127-9 and 1127-10. 
1                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  So the motion that 
 2    you're suggesting, and this has been discussed and I'm 
 3    going to rule this motion is in order even though it's a 
 4    revised motion as shown in your amending motions report. 
 5    And the reason I'm ruling this motion is in order 
 6    because there is a path to get back to where you would 
 7    like to go.  As I understand, you want to go back to the 
 8    ROP text; is that right? 
 9                GARY ROSENFIELD:  That is correct. 
10                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  Okay.  And that 
11    could be achieved by pursuing this motion.  And if 
12    that's successful, then pursuing a followup motion to 
13    accept that proposal. 



14                So in the interest of saving time, I will 
15    allow this single revised motion, which is, as I 
16    understand, to return Comments 1127-8, -9 and, -10; is 
17    that correct? 
18                GARY ROSENFIELD:  That's correct.  Thank 
19    you. 
20                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  Is there a second? 
21    Does everybody understand the motion?  And the intent of 
22    the motion is to get back to the ROP text. 
23                Seeing no one, please proceed. 
24                GARY ROSENFIELD:  Thank you.  My comments 
25    are that the comments are letters proposals attempt to 
1    insert manufacturer related code into a consumer code. 
 2    A rocketry consumer will not know what documentation a 
 3    motor manufacturer submitted to the certifying agency 
 4    regarding any motor alterations and whether these 
 5    alterations met certification requirements.  Thus, no 
 6    way to enforce the provisions of this manufacturer code 
 7    language in a consumer code. 
 8                The proposals are also redundant in that 
 9    there are already sufficient code language existing in 
10    NFPA 1125 code for the manufacturer model rocket and 
11    high power rocket motor that cover certification 
12    standards and any changes made to a motor. 
13                So therefore, the language of the proposal 
14    which was in 4.5.3, the components of reloadable high 
15    powered rocket motor shall not be altered except as 
16    allowed by the manufacturer is sufficient language. 
17    Thank you. 
18                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  Thank you. 
19                Ms. Robbins? 
20                MS. ROBBINS:  Just to provide a bit of 
21    background, the technical committee on pyrotechnics said 
22    adding the testing standards for adjustable delays in 
23    NFPA 1125 which is the code for the manufacturer of 
24    model rocket and high power rocket motor. 
25                But the NFPA 1125 code for high power 
1    rocketry which covers the safe operation of high power 
 2    rockets to protect the user and the public did not allow 
 3    any alteration of the high power model rocket by users 



 4    in the field.  So there was a conflict. 
 5                The initial wording of the proposal, which 
 6    could be found in 1127-8, was accepted by the committee 
 7    28 to 1.  But this is the proposal phase, this wording 
 8    was revised during the comment phase to discuss three 
 9    public comments regarding certification and approval of 
10    these alterations to ensure that any alteration that is 
11    permitted by the manufacturer requires certification by 
12    a recognized testing organization in accordance with 
13    NFPA 1125.  And this wording in the comment phase was 
14    accepted by the committee 29 to 1. 
15                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  Thank you. 
16                Is there any further discussion on this 
17    motion? 
18                Microphone 6. 
19                TED COCHORAN:  I'm Ted Cochoran representing 
20    myself.  I'm a member of the technical committee and the 
21    rocketry work group. 
22                Just to provide some additional background, 
23    several years ago, rocket motor vendors introduced 
24    methods for modifying motor components in the field to 
25    alter the timing of ejection event.  Those methods are 
1    safety enhancing because they permit users to more 
 2    precisely adjust their parachute deployment given 
 3    weather conditions at the time of flight and the 
 4    characteristics of the rocket. 
 5                And those methods have been nearly 
 6    universally embraced by users.  But the user 
 7    modification of motors is currently prohibited in the 
 8    1127 code and there are concerns that insurance may be 
 9    voided by using this illegal, technically illegal motor 
10    technology. 
11                So we set about to enable users to legally 
12    take advantage of these development in the current rule 
13    making cycle. 
14                So we fixed 1125 by adopting test standards 
15    for adjustable delays and 1127 we created the proposal 
16    to allow users to make motors changes when allowed by 
17    the manufacturer.  We didn't restrict it to just 
18    ejection technologies because there's possibility that 



19    other kinds of user changes in the field may also be 
20    safety enhancing and may come out in the future and want 
21    to be broader than that. 
22                Three separate commentators, however, 
23    objected to the original wording of the change as being 
24    too broad, potentially permitting manufacturers to 
25    introduce field modifications to motors that have not 
 1    been tested and verified by outside agencies.  They 
 2    probably didn't realize that 1125 would prohibit that, 
 3    but because they are users and using the user code, they 
 4    wanted to be reassured that the kinds of changes that 
 5    manufacturers may recommend would be permitted and be 
 6    testified testing by an independent organization. 
 7                So when the committee took those comments 
 8    into consideration, we accepted those, combining them 
 9    into the final action that you see here. 
10                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  Thank you.  Any 
11    further discussion? 
12                Microphone 9. 
13                GARY ROSENFIELD:  Yes.  I just wanted to add 
14    that -- 
15                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  Can you state your 
16    name? 
17                GARY ROSENFIELD:  I'm sorry.  Gary 
18    Rosenfield representing RCS, Rocket Motor Components. 
19                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  Speaking for the 
20    motion? 
21                GARY ROSENFIELD:  Yes, for the motion.  Just 
22    wanted to add that accepting the proposal as I mentioned 
23    it satisfies Mr. Cochoran's concern about the adjustable 
24    delays.  So they would be allowed to solve that problem. 
25    Thank you. 
1                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  Thank you. 
 2                Any other discussion? 
 3                Seeing no one at the microphone, Ms. 
 4    Robbins, final comments. 
 5                MS. ROBBINS:  No, thank you. 
 6                PRESIDING OFFICER BELL:  We'll move to the 
 7    vote on the motion which is to return Comments 1127-8, 
 8    -9 and -10. 



 9                Please record your vote one if you're in 
10    favor of the motion and two if you're opposed to the 
11    motion. 
12                Voting closes in five seconds.  Voting is 
13    closed.  Motion fails. 

 
 

 


