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The next report under consideration this 
23    morning out of the Technical Committee on Forest 
24    and Rural Fire Protection.  Here to present the 
25    committee report is Committee Chair Randall Bradley 
1    of Moraga-Orinda Fire Department of Orinda, 
 2    California.  The committee report can be found in 
 3    the blue 2012 annual revision cycle ROP and ROC. 
 4    The certified amending motions are contained in the 
 5    motion committee report and behind me on the 
 6    screen.  We'll proceed in the order the of motion's 
 7    sequence number presented. 
 8             Chief Bradley. 
 9             MR. BRADLEY:  Mr. Chair and ladies and 
10    gentlemen, the report of the Technical Committee on 
11    Forest and Rural Fire Protection is presented for 
12    adoption and can be found in the report on 
13    proposals and the report on comments for the 2012 
14    annual meeting revision cycle.  The technical 
15    committee has published a report consisting of a 
16    partial revision of NFPA 1144, standard for 
17    reducing structure addition hazards from wildlife 
18    fires. 
19             The report was submitted to letter ballot 
20    of the technical committee that consists of 26 
21    voting members.  The ballot results can be found on 
22    pages 1144-2 to 1144-7 of the report on proposals 
23    and pages 1144-2 to 1174-4 on the report on 
24    comments. 
25             The presiding officer will now proceed                                                         
 1    with the certified amending motions. 
 2             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you, 
 3    Chief Bradley. 



 4             So we'll now proceed with discussion on 
 5    the certified amending motion for NFPA 1144. 
 6             Microphone 5. 
 7             MR. HIRSCHLER:  Marcelo Hirschler, GBH 
 8    International, speaking for North American Flame 
 9    Retardant Alliance.  I move to accept 
10    Comment 1144-4. 
11             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you. 
12             So there's a motion on the floor to accept 
13    Comment 1144-4. 
14             Is there a second? 
15             SPEAKER:  Second. 
16             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Okay. 
17    Please proceed with the discussion. 
18             MR. HIRSCHLER:  Thank you. 
19             This has two -- addresses two parts. 
20    First of all, it's a continuation of something that 
21    we discussed yesterday.  NFPA definitions shall not 
22    contain requirements.  The present definition that 
23    the committee had was a product that, when tested, 
24    it said to comply with all of this stuff.  This is 
25    a requirement.  So what this proposal would do -- 
1    sorry -- the comment, this comment would, just like 
 2    we did yesterday with noncombustible material, it 
 3    placed the requirements in a section of the 
 4    document and placed the -- in the definition 
 5    section simply something that goes to say see that 
 6    particular section document, which is 414. 
 7             There is one additional item in this which 
 8    complicates the issue a little bit further in that 
 9    last year ASTM Committee E515 standard, approved a 
10    new standard E2768, which was intended to -- well, 
11    which is identical to what all the labs have been 
12    doing for years.  And this extended ASTM E84 
13    extended to 30 minutes instead of 10 minutes, 
14    measuring the significant progressive combustion; 
15    and measuring with other flame front doesn't 
16    progress more than 10 1/2 feet.  And in order to 
17    pass that, it shall be required that the flames 
18    were(inaudible) smoke more than 25. 



19             So all of that stuff, instead of just 
20    putting in the definition, which is against NFPA 
21    requirements, that stuff is being put in 
22    Section 4142. 
23             I want to point you to Comment 
24    Section 1144-3, where the Committee also pointed 
25    out and added an annex section that says that -- 
1             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  One minute 
 2    remaining. 
 3             MR. HIRSCHLER:  Thank you.  That UL 733, 
 4    ASTM 84 is a way of doing the same thing; but ASTM 
 5    E2768 was specifically passed for the purpose of 
 6    doing this, and I urge you to support the motion. 
 7             Thank you. 
 8             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you. 
 9             Chief Bradley, would you like to give the 
10    Committee's position? 
11             MR. BRADLEY:  Yes.  Thank you. 
12             The Committee feels that the comprehensive 
13    definition of ignition resistance materials should 
14    remain in Chapter 3.  Removing the definition from 
15    Chapter 3 and placing a mandatory language in 
16    Chapter 4 will require resistance material only 
17    meets the requirement of ASTM E2768 standard test 
18    methods for extended duration surface burning 
19    characteristics of building materials.  That's a 
20    30-minute tunnel test. 
21             The Committee has developed additional 
22    language as the motion or the person who made the 
23    motion suggested in Annex 3.31 -- in Annex 3.1.13 
24    in order to clarify there are other factors that 
25    need to be addressed in addition to burning 
1    characteristics such as weathering abrasion and 
 2    other durability issues. 
 3             The Committee also feels that the proposed 
 4    addition belongs in the annex so that other testing 
 5    methods are not excluded. 
 6             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you, 
 7    Chief Bradley. 
 8             With that we'll open up debate on the 



 9    floor on the motion. 
10             Please provide your name and affiliation 
11    and whether you're speaking in support of or 
12    against the motion. 
13             Microphone 4. 
14             MR. HOLLAND:  Joe Holland, Hoover Treated 
15    Wood Products.  We support the Committee's action. 
16    We're against the motion. 
17             As Chief Bradley said, the Committee 
18    considered -- I am a member of the committee.  As 
19    Chief Bradley said, the Committee considered that 
20    there were other factors that needed to be 
21    considered in ignition resistance material besides 
22    the flame spread and the smoke developed in 
23    significant progressive combustion and things that 
24    are covered by this new standard, 2768. 
25             And one of the things I do need to clarify 
1    is that 2768 does not cover or permit testing in 
 2    accordance with UL 723.  UL 723 is the tunnel test 
 3    and also E84 test.  So in order to provide the most 
 4    flexibility to users of the standard, we wanted to 
 5    maintain that reference to 723.  All of the 
 6    requirements are in the 1144 as to the flame 
 7    spread, the time limit. 
 8             Referring to the new standard hasn't 
 9    changed that.  Also for the information of the 
10    persons assembled here, 2768 has been proposed for 
11    incorporation into 5000.  All of those have been 
12    recommended for this approval.  There are some 
13    considerations that have been raised about the 
14    standard.  In addition, it was also proposed to the 
15    International Building Code, the International 
16    Mechanical Code.  And those also had been 
17    recommended for disapproval. 
18             So in order to be consistent, this has 
19    been put into the appendix to notify the user of 
20    the standard that they have some options, and this 
21    is one of those options. 
22             We speak against the motion. 
23             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you. 



24             Microphone 5. 
25             MR. HIRSCHLER:  Marcelo Hirschler, GBH 
1    International and for NAFRA. 
 2             Let me point out a couple of things. 
 3             First of all, it was pointed out by the 
 4    chair and by the opponent -- 
 5             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Speaking 
 6    for or against the motion. 
 7             MR. HIRSCHLER:  Excuse me.  Speaking for 
 8    the motion. 
 9             It was pointed out that there were other 
10    characteristics required for additional resistance 
11    material.  I would tend to agree; however, neither 
12    in the present definition nor in my proposed 
13    language is there anything about that; so that's 
14    irrelevant to what we're talking about because 
15    that's not addressed here. 
16             Number 2, when you run ASTM E2768, if you 
17    actually read it, you'll notice ASTM E2768 says, 
18    "run ASTM E84" because that's what you do.  You run 
19    ASTM E84.  And as you will happily concur with me, 
20    ASTM E84 is identical to UL 73.  It's the same 
21    test.  So you run it one way as you run the other. 
22    It's exactly the same thing. 
23             And Number 3, just to clarify, remember 
24    that the AST -- sorry.  NFPA definitions shall not 
25    contain requirements.  What we're doing is putting 
1    the requirements in the body of the standard as 
 2    opposed to into the definition. 
 3             Thank you.  Please support the motion. 
 4             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you. 
 5             Is there any further discussion on 
 6    Motion 1144-1 to accept Comment 1144-4? 
 7             Microphone 4. 
 8             MR. CHOLIN:  Yes, my name is John Cholin, 
 9    JM Cholin Consultants.  And I'm speaking against 
10    the motion. 
11             This definition merely states that, if a 
12    material complies with all of the following 
13    criteria, some of which are quantitative, we're 



14    going to call it "ignition resistance material." 
15             When I go to the store to buy dog 
16    biscuits, the folks at Milk Bone have on the box 
17    "50 to 100 pounds," "for big dogs." 
18             It doesn't require that my dog weighs more 
19    than 50 pounds.  It just says that, if the dog 
20    weighs between 50 and a hundred pounds, we're going 
21    to call it "big. 
22             The same logic is what the technical 
23    committee has done.  This definition does not 
24    establish a requirement.  It merely states that, if 
25    you comply with the following criteria, we're going 
1    to call the material ignition resistant. 
 2             I urge the committee -- I urge the 
 3    membership to vote against this motion. 
 4             Thank you. 
 5             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you. 
 6             Is there any further discussion on 
 7    Motion 1144-1 to accept Comment 1144-4? 
 8             Chief Bradley, do you have any final 
 9    comments? 
10             MR. BRADLEY:  Okay.  No final comments. 
11             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Okay. 
12    Thank you. 
13             So with that, we're going to move on to a 
14    vote; and before we vote, let me restate the 
15    motion. 
16             The motion on the floor is to accept 
17    Comment 1144-4.  Record your vote, one in favor of 
18    the motion or two opposed to the motion.  Voting 
19    closes in five seconds.  Voting's closed.  And the 
20    motion fails. 
21             Thank you, Mr. Bradley.  Oh, excuse me. 
22    My apologies.  We have another motion here on this 
23    one.  Sorry about that.  So let's now proceed with 
24    discussion on Certified Amending Motion 1144-2. 
25             Microphone 5. 
 1             MR. HIRSCHLER:  Marcelo Hirschler, GBH 
 2    International, speaking for NAFRA. 
 3             And I move to accept Comment 1144-5. 



 4             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Do I have a 
 5    second? 
 6             SPEAKER:  Second. 
 7             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Okay. 
 8    Please proceed. 
 9             MR. HIRSCHLER:  Okay.  Thank you. 
10             I'm not going to reiterate all the 
11    discussions we had yesterday.  This is identical to 
12    what we did yesterday with noncombustible material. 
13    And I want to point out this way to address 
14    noncombustible material has now been done in all 
15    the NFPA major codes and NFPA 5000, 101-1, and 
16    several other documents.  And it just takes -- in 
17    the definition it just puts a "see" and then puts a 
18    requirement to Chapter 4. 
19             Thank you. 
20             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you. 
21             Chief Bradley, would you like to give the 
22    Committee's position? 
23             MR. BRADLEY:  Yes, thank you. 
24             The committee feels a comprehensive 
25    definition of noncombustible should remain in 
1    Chapter 3 to increase the document's usability. 
 2             The Committee did not believe eliminating 
 3    the definition of noncombustible from Chapter 3 and 
 4    incorporating mandatory abstracts from NFPA 101 
 5    into Chapter 4 would be appropriate. 
 6             The Committee did not want to require that 
 7    the user of the document follow NFPA 101 
 8    requirements but rather refer to 1144 contents for 
 9    supplemental information. 
10             That concludes my remarks. 
11             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you, 
12    Chief Bradley. 
13             So we will now open up a debate on the 
14    motion.  Please provide your name, affiliation, and 
15    whether you're speaking in support of or against 
16    the motion. 
17             Microphone 5. 
18             MR. HIRSCHLER:  Marcelo Hirschler, GBH 



19    International and NAFRA for the motion. 
20             I just want to point out this is just 
21    taking an abstract from 101. 
22             Thank you. 
23             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you. 
24             Is there any further discussion on 
25    Motion 1144-2?  Okay. 
1             MR. BRADLEY:  No further comments. 
 2             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you. 
 3             Any further comments, Chair?  Okay.  Thank 
 4    you. 
 5             So we'll move to a vote.  Before we vote, 
 6    let me restate the motion. 
 7             The motion on the floor is to accept 
 8    Comment 1144-5.  Please record your vote, one in 
 9    favor of the motion or two opposed to the motion. 
10    Voting closes in five seconds.  Voting's closed. 
11    And the motion fails. 
12             Is there any further discussion on 
13    NFPA 1144?  Seeing none, we'll move on to the next 
14    document. 
15             Thank you, Chief Bradley. 
 


