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Part 2 of the Technical Correlating Committee 
15    Automatic Sprinkler Systems Report can be found in the 
16    blue 2012 Annual Revision Cycle ROP and ROC. 
17           The Certified Amending Motions are contained in 
18    the Motions Committee Report, and behind me on the 
19    screen we will proceed in the order of the motion 
20    sequence number presented.  Mr. Linder. 
21           COMMITTEE CHAIR LINDER:  The second report is 
22    consisting of a partial revision of NFPA 13 Standard 
23    for the Installation of Sprinkler Systems. 
24           The report was submitted to letter ballot of 
25    the Technical Correlating Committee the Technical 
1    Committee. 
 2           The ballot results can be found on Page 13-4 to 
 3    13-164 of the Report on Proposals, and Pages 13-4 to 
 4    13-120 of the Report on Comments. 
 5           PRESIDING OFFICER MILKE:  Thank you, 
 6    Mr. Linder.  Let's now proceed with the discussion on 
 7    the Certified Amending Motions on NFPA 13.  Microphone 
 8    5, please. 
 9           MR. ISMAN:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Ken Isman 
10    with the National Fire Sprinkler Association, and we 
11    move to reject Section 6.3.6.4.6 and 6.4.2.4 as shown 
12    in Motion Sequence Number 13-1. 
13           PRESIDING OFFICER MILKE:  Thank you.  There is 
14    a motion on the floor to return a portion of the 
15    report in the form of an identifiable part of Proposal 
16    13-67 and related Comment 13-57.  Is there a second? 
17           Let me point out that this is similar to a 



18    Certified Amending Motion at 13R-4 that we've already 
19    talked about.  There is much testimony already in the 
20    record.  In the interest of time, I would suggest that 
21    we not duplicate those comments.  But with that in 
22    mind, Microphone 5 to proceed with the discussion on 
23    the motion, please. 
24           MR. ISMAN:  Thank you, Mr. Chair.  And yes, we 
25    were just going to say this is exactly what you voted 
1    on in 13R, it's just in 13 now, and you did approve it 
 2    there.  We're hoping you approve it here for 
 3    consistency. 
 4           And I'll just state in advance, if you approve 
 5    this as you did with 13R, we will not be making any 
 6    motion of 13-2. 
 7           PRESIDING OFFICER MILKE:  Thank you. 
 8    Mr. Linder, would you like to offer the committee's 
 9    position? 
10           COMMITTEE CHAIR LINDER:  From the Correlating 
11    Committee's perspective, this was a correlating issue, 
12    and we want 13 and 13R to be the same, so I would 
13    encourage the membership to vote for the amendment. 
14           PRESIDING OFFICER MILKE:  Thank you.  With 
15    that, we will open up debate on the motion.  Please 
16    provide your name, and affiliation, and whether you 
17    are speaking in support or against the motion. 
18           Seeing none, we will move on to a vote. 
19           Before we vote, let me restate the motion.  The 
20    motion on the floor is to return a portion of the 
21    report in the form of an identifiable part of Proposal 
22    13-67 and related Comment 13-57. 
23           Please record your vote, 1 for in favor of the 
24    motion, 2 opposed to the motion. 
25           5 seconds. 
1           The balloting is closed. 
 2           Thank you.  The results of the motion are that 
 3    the motion has passed. 
 4           We've just heard that we will not proceed with 
 5    the CAM 13-2, so we can move on to 13-3. 
 6           This motion 13-3 appeared on our agenda. 
 7    However, the authored maker of the motion or their 



 8    designated representative has notified NFPA that they 
 9    no longer wish to pursue this motion.  Therefore, in 
10    accordance with the NFPA rules, the motion may not be 
11    considered by the assembly and is removed from the 
12    agenda. 
13           We will now move on to the next motion.  Let's 
14    proceed with the discussion on Certified Amending 
15    Motion 13-4.  Microphone 5, please. 
16           MR. ISMAN:  Thank you, Mr. Chair.  Our last 
17    motion of the day.  We move to reject Comment 13-241. 
18           PRESIDING OFFICER MILKE:  Thank you.  There is 
19    a motion on the floor to reject Comment 13-241.  Is 
20    there a second? 
21           Thank you.  We do have a second, so let's 
22    proceed with discussion on the motion.  Microphone 5? 
23           MR. ISMAN:  Thank you.  Before I get into the 
24    technical issue of our motion, I need to spend a 
25    minute clarifying the note that's in the Certified 
1    Amending Motion report. 
 2           The note says that, "We are seeking to return 
 3    the language to the annex dealing with measuring the 
 4    length of a hanger rod in a trapeze hanger." 
 5           While this note is correct, it underscores the 
 6    procedural error that occurred in the processing of 
 7    this comment. 
 8           The comment introduced a new subject at the ROC 
 9    stage of the process.  There was a long-standing rule 
10    in NFPA 13 that says that, "lateral braces can be 
11    omitted from cross mains if the main is supported with 
12    hangers that have a maximum rod length of six inches." 
13           The proposal that is tied -- the proposal that 
14    this issue is tied to simply sought to clarify how to 
15    apply that six-inch rule to trapeze hangers.  The 
16    original proposal did not ask to eliminate the rule, 
17    it just tried to clarify how to measure that 
18    six inches.  And the committee did this at the ROP 
19    stage by inserting this annex note that you see. 
20           For the ROC, the comment was submitted to just 
21    completely get rid of the whole concept of the 
22    six-inch rod rule and force everybody to put lateral 



23    braces on all cross mains. 
24           That subject was not opened in the ROP, and the 
25    comment should have been rejected as new business or 
1    held for further study.  Instead, it was accepted, and 
 2    we're now seeking to have it overturned. 
 3           From a technical perspective, the omission of 
 4    lateral braces on cross mains has worked well for many 
 5    editions of NFPA 13. 
 6           Earthquake experience from systems that have 
 7    been protected in accordance with this rule has been 
 8    good.  No substantiation has been submitted to show 
 9    that there is a problem with cross mains hung on 
10    maximum six-inch rods.  The allowance to omit lateral 
11    braces on cross manes with six-inch rods is 
12    technically sound.  The main just can't move very far 
13    and do significant damage if it's hung on short rods. 
14           The allowance helps us to install 
15    cost-effective sprinkler systems in situations such as 
16    hotels where the mains are frequently looped in the 
17    corridor and soffitted in along the wall.  There isn't 
18    room in the soffit for a lateral brace. 
19           Taking away the six-inch rod rule will 
20    significantly increase the cost of some efficient 
21    sprinkler systems with no measurable return benefit. 
22           We ask you to vote in favor of our motion and 
23    return the rule to the standard that allows us to omit 
24    lateral braces from cross mains where the pipe is 
25    supported by hangers of rods six inches or less. 
1           PRESIDING OFFICER MILKE:  Mr. Linder, would you 
 2    like to offer the committee's position? 
 3           COMMITTEE CHAIR LINDER:  I would like to defer 
 4    the committee's position to the TC Chair for the 
 5    Hanging and Bracing Committee, Mr. Jim Biggins. 
 6           TC COMMITTEE CHAIR BIGGINS:  Thank you.  Jim 
 7    Biggins, Global Risk Consultants.  As Ken spoke to, we 
 8    did try to address the issue of lateral bracing, and 
 9    we did address it by further defining that the rod is 
10    to the building structure, not to the trapeze hanger. 
11           A comment came in trying to further clarify it. 
12    We may have overstepped, but the committee did discuss 



13    it and we felt it was the proper thing to do.  And I 
14    know there's a number of committee members here that 
15    will speak, as well. 
16           PRESIDING OFFICER MILKE:  Thank you, gentlemen. 
17    With that, we will open up debate on the motion. 
18           Please provide your name, and affiliation, and 
19    whether you are speaking in support of or against the 
20    motion.  Microphone 3. 
21           MR. DEUTCH:  I'm John Deutch representing the 
22    City of Brea and I'm in favor of this motion to reject 
23    it. 
24           I'm the author of this comment.  I made the 
25    comment -- I'm in favor of the motion to reject this 
1    comment because I believe that this comment is too 
 2    conservative and may cause added cost to the public. 
 3           The comment is an all or nothing with respect 
 4    to the cross main sway braces. 
 5           If a four-inch feed main, which is still 
 6    acceptable, is hung with a three-eighths rod and it 
 7    had no sway bracing, then a smaller cross main would 
 8    surely be okay with some limited load. 
 9           While I am opposed to having unlimited loads 
10    being applied to cross mains, I think that NFPA being 
11    a minimum standard, that this would just go too far. 
12           I think at this point we should reject this 
13    proposal in hopes of a more sophisticated proposal 
14    later, something that had an evaluation process 
15    similar to what we do with sway braces.  Thank you. 
16           PRESIDING OFFICER MILKE:  Thank you. 
17    Microphone 4. 
18           MR. KIRSCH:  Yes.  I'm Craig Kirsch.  I'm a TC 
19    member.  I'm against this proposal -- or this motion. 
20           We need to consider the following:  The NFPA is 
21    an emergency system, and I must espouse the tenants of 
22    a surveyed engineering philosophy and not leave 
23    desired result to chance. 
24           Chapter 9 tenants were enhanced to control 
25    seismic force in conformance to ASC7.  We were -- we 
1    were -- we defined the seismic force specific to the 
 2    project site in Chapter 9.  We quantify this force by 



 3    assisting configuration and control its effects 
 4    specific to discrete characteristics of the system 
 5    pipe as evidenced by its resistence to deflection, 
 6    deformation, and fitting failure. 
 7           935-939, which we call the six-inch rod rule, 
 8    totally ignores the above subject AFCE7 or it's 
 9    parameters.  So it's a philosophical problem that we 
10    have. 
11           Please be advised that the TC overwhelmingly 
12    has supported the proposal and have voted 24 to 3. 
13    Doing nothing, as proposed by this motion, is not 
14    conservative engineering typical to the NFPA 13 
15    engineering system. 
16           Please support the consensus of Hanging and 
17    Bracing Committee, the Technical Committee, by 
18    rejecting this motion.  Thank you. 
19           PRESIDING OFFICER MILKE:  Thank you.  Is there 
20    any further discussion on Motion 13-4 to reject 
21    Comment 13-241? 
22           Seeing none, Mr. Linder, any final comments? 
23           COMMITTEE CHAIR LINDER:  I will defer to the TC 
24    Chair, Jim Biggins, for final comments. 
25           TC COMMITTEE CHAIR BIGGINS:  I ask the group to 
1    support the committee action on this, but I do also 
 2    want to say that this is something that we will be 
 3    looking at in greater detail during the next cycle. 
 4           PRESIDING OFFICER MILKE:  Okay.  Before we 
 5    vote, let me restate the motion.  The motion on the 
 6    floor is to reject Comment 13-241. 
 7           Please record your vote.  1 is in favor of the 
 8    motion, 2 is opposed to the motion. 
 9           5 seconds. 
10           The balloting is closed. 
11           Thank you.  The results of the vote are that 
12    the motion has passed. 
13           Is there any further discussion on NFPA 13? 
14    Thank you, gentlemen. 
 


