
 
 

 
MEMORANDUM 

 
 

 
TO:  NFPA Technical Correlating Committee on Automatic Sprinkler Systems 
  
FROM: Joanne Goyette, Administrator, Technical Projects 
 
DATE:  June 21, 2011 
 
SUBJECT: NFPA 13D Proposed Tentative Interim Amendment (TIA) No.1028R    

 ______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
The Technical Committee on Residential Sprinkler Systems has been balloted on proposed TIA 
1028R, submitted by James Golinveaux and endorsed by Terry Victor and Pete Schwab.  A copy 
of the proposed TIA and the final results of the TC balloting are attached.   
 
This proposed TIA is now being submitted to you for letter ballot.  In addition to being balloted 
on the correlating issues of the proposed TIA, the Committee is also being balloted on whether 
or not this matter is of an emergency nature.  Disagreeing votes are limited to subjects within the 
purview of the TCC. Opposition on a strictly technical basis is not sufficient grounds for 
substantiating a disagreement vote. If you do have correlation issues please identify and describe 
your concerns. Please see Section 5 (copy enclosed) regarding the processing of TIAs from the 
NFPA Regulations Governing Committee Projects.   
 
Please complete and return the attached letter ballot to Joanne Goyette either via email to 
jgoyette@nfpa.org or via fax to 617-984-7110.  Ballots are due on July 1, 2011. 
 
This proposed TIA 1028R has been published for public comment in the June 3, 2011 issue of 
NFPA News with a Public Comment Closing Date of July 15, 2011.  Any public comments 
received will be circulated to the committee.  The Standards Council will consider the issuance of 
this TIA at their August 9 – 11, 2011 meeting. 
 
Note:  Please remember that the return of ballots and attendance at committee meetings are 
required in accordance with the NFPA Regulations Governing Committee Projects. 
 
Attachments 
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TECHNICAL CORRELATING COMMITTEE  
LETTER BALLOT 

PROPOSED TENTATIVE INTERIM AMENDMENT LOG NO. 1028R 
To Revise Sections 8.1.2, 8.1.3, A.8.1.2 and A.8.1.3 of the 2010 Edition of NFPA 13D 

Standard for the Installation of Sprinkler Systems in One- and Two-Family Dwellings and 
Manufactured Homes 

 
Question 1: I agree that there are no correlation issues in accordance with 3.4.2 and 3.4.3 (copy 
enclosed) of the NFPA Regs. 
 
____________ AGREE ____________ DISAGREE*  ____________ ABSTAIN* 
 
EXPLANATION OF VOTE - Please type or print your comments: 
 
*An explanation must accompany a disagreement or abstaining position. If disagreeing, cite relevant 
section(s)/paragraph(s) of the correlation issue and describe. 
_____________________________________________________________________ 
 
_____________________________________________________________________ 

 _____________________________________________________________________ 

 
Question 2: I agree that the subject of this TIA is of an EMERGENCY NATURE. 
 
____________ AGREE ____________ DISAGREE*  ____________ ABSTAIN* 
 
EXPLANATION OF VOTE - Please type or print your comments: 
 
*An explanation must accompany a negative/disagreement or abstaining position. 
_____________________________________________________________________ 
 
_____________________________________________________________________ 

 _____________________________________________________________________ 
 

 ________________________________ 
Signature 
________________________________ 
Name (Please Print) 
________________________________ 
Date 
 
Please return the ballot on or before July 1, 2011. 
 
PLEASE RETURN TO: 
Joanne Goyette, Administrator, Technical Projects  
NFPA 
1 Batterymarch Park 
Quincy, MA 02169  FAX: (617) 984-7110  E-mail: jgoyette@nfpa.org 
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3.4.2 Authority. A TCC shall direct the activities of the TCs that have primary responsibility for 
the development and revision of Documents assigned to them. The TCC shall be responsible for 
resolving conflicts, achieving correlation among the recommendations of the TCs, correcting 
errors and omissions, and ensuring that the Committee activities have been conducted in 
accordance with these Regulations and any approved Supplemental Operating Procedures (see 
3.3.8). The TCC shall have the authority to choose between alternatives presented by the TCs 
and to write text, but only as necessary for correlation, consistency, and the correction of errors 
and omissions. 
3.4.3 Responsibilities. The responsibilities of a TCC are: 
  (a) Resolving conflicts within or between Documents 
  (b) Recommending the resolution of conflicts between, and overlapping functions in TC Scopes 
  (c) Recommending the establishment of new or the discharging of existing TCs and proposing 
new Scopes or changes to existing Scopes of TCs 
  (d) Recommending changes in membership to obtain or improve representation on a TC 
  (e) Correlating the scheduling of the Reports from the TCs operating under its responsibility 
  (f) Notifying a TC of its failure to comply with these Regulations or the Manual of Style 
  (g) Determining whether or not the TC has given due consideration to all evidence presented to 
it in connection with the preparation of its Report including all comments relating to negative 
votes 
  (h) Establishing Supplemental Operating Procedures, if desired (see 3.3.8) 
  (i) Performing such other or different duties as the Council may from time to time assign 
 



NFPA 13D-2010  
Standard for the Installation of Sprinkler Systems in One- and Two-Family Dwellings and Manufactured Homes 
TIA Log No.: 1028R 
Reference: 8.1.2, 8.1.3, A.8.1.2, and A.8.1.3 
Comment Closing Date: July 15, 2011 
Submitter: James Golinveaux, Tyco Fire Protection Products 
 
1. Revise 8.1.2 and A.8.1.2 to read as follows: 
 
8.1.2* Number of Design Sprinklers. The number of design sprinklers under flat, smooth, horizontal ceilings shall 
include all sprinklers within a compartment, up to a maximum of two sprinklers, that require the greatest hydraulic 
demand. 
 
A.8.1.2 All residential sprinklers have been investigated under a flat, smooth, 8 ft (2.4 m) high horizontal ceiling. Some 
residential sprinklers have been investigated and listed for use under specific ceiling configurations such as a horizontal 
beamed ceiling. The performance of residential sprinklers under flat, smooth, horizontal ceilings has been well 
documented throughout the life of NFPA 13D. Prior to 2010, several manufacturers of residential sprinklers had 
performed testing and received listings for residential sprinklers under certain slopes and in certain beam conditions. In 
2010, the Fire Protection Research Foundation (FPRF) conducted a research project consisting of 76 FDS simulations and 
12 full‐scale fire tests. The results have been used to develop system design criteria in a generic manner in order to 
simplify the use of residential sprinklers. Some residential sprinkler listings still exist for situations beyond the scope of 
the generic design. See the FPRF report, Analysis of the Performance of Residential Sprinkler Systems with Sloped or 
Sloped and Beamed Ceilings, dated July 2010, for more information.  Questions are frequently asked regarding the 
minimum two-sprinkler design when certain sprinkler performance statistics have indicated that in a majority of the cases 
(with residential sprinklers) the fire is controlled or suppressed with a single sprinkler. While these statistics may or may 
not be accurate, the water supplies for the fire sprinkler systems under which these statistics were generated were designed 
for two or more sprinklers in the first place. When the fires occurred, the first sprinkler operated in excess of its individual 
design flow and pressure because the sprinkler system’s water supply was strong enough to handle multiple sprinklers and 
only a single sprinkler opened. At these higher flows and pressures, the discharge from a single sprinkler was sufficient to 
limit or suppress the heat generated from the fire. This concept is called “hydraulic increase.” Hydraulic increase can also 
occur when a water supply’s capabilities during the fire event exceeded that required by the minimum design 
requirements of the standard. Since none of the data used to generate the previously mentioned statistics captured the 
capabilities of the water supply in relation to the design requirements, the impact of the hydraulic increase on the number 
of single sprinkler activations cannot be determined. But if the minimum water supply requirement of the standard is 
reduced to only be capable of handling a single sprinkler, then there could be no hydraulic increase safety factor. When 
the first sprinkler opens, it will only get the flow and pressure that were originally designed for it, and the potential is 
significant for that to be insufficient to control the fire given any obstructions and the layout of the space where the fire 
starts. The National Institute for Standards and Technology (NIST), under a grant from the United States Fire 
Administration,  studied this concept several years ago in the hopes of being able to propose a single sprinkler flow for the 
2007 edition of NFPA 13D (see NIST Report NIST GCR 05‐875 prepared by Underwriters Laboratories with a 
publication date of February 2004). Unfortunately, the research did not support the design of a sprinkler system with only 
the flow for a single sprinkler, even under conditions of small rooms with flat,  smooth ceilings. Without the hydraulic 
increase associated with the two-sprinkler design, the fire scenarios were too many where the first sprinkler to open would 
have insufficient flow to control the fire and then multiple sprinklers would open, causing the room to reach untenable 
conditions and the water supply to be overrun. These same fire scenarios were easily controlled by a sprinkler system 
designed for a two-sprinkler water supply from the start. In addition to the NIST tests, the National Fire Sprinkler 
Association conducted a series of full‐scale fire tests in simulated bedrooms that were 14 ft × 14 ft (4.3 m × 4.3 m) with an 
adjoining hallway, each with flat, smooth, 8-ft (24-m) high ceilings. The tests were performed to determine better rules for 
keeping sprinklers clear of obstructions like ceiling fans, but baseline tests were also performed without any obstructions 
at the ceiling. In nine out of the twelve tests, including the two baseline tests without obstructions at the ceiling, a 
sprinkler in the hall outside the room of fire origin opened first, followed by the sprinkler in the room of origin. Even 
though the room of origin met all of the rules of NFPA 13D as a compartment, a sprinkler outside of this room was 
opening first. All of these fires were controlled by the sprinklers, but if the water supply had only been sufficient for a 
single sprinkler, the sprinklers would never have been able to provide fire control. For examples of selecting a 
compartment for consideration, see Figure A.8.1.2(a) and Figure A.8.1.2(b), which show examples of design 
configurations for compartments based on the presence of lintels to stop the flow of heat. All residential sprinklers have 



been investigated and are currently listed for use under flat, smooth, horizontal ceilings. Some residential sprinklers have 
been investigated and listed for use under specific smooth sloped or horizontal beamed ceilings. Where ceilings have 
configurations outside the scope of current listings, special sprinkler system design features such as larger flows, a design 
of three or more sprinklers to operate in a compartment, or both can be required. Figure A.8.1.2(a) and Figure A.8.1.2(b) 
show examples of design configurations. Questions are frequently asked regarding the minimum two sprinkler design 
when certain sprinkler performance statistics have indicated that in a majority of the cases (with residential sprinklers) the 
fire is controlled or suppressed with a single sprinkler. While these statistics may or may not be correct, the water were 
generated were designed for two or more sprinklers in the first place. When the fires occurred, the first sprinkler operated 
in excess of its individual design flow and pressure because the sprinkler system’s water supply was strong enough to 
handle multiple sprinklers and only a single sprinkler opened. At these higher flows and pressures, the discharge from a 
single sprinkler was sufficient to limit or suppress the heat generated from the fire. This concept is called “hydraulic 
increase.” Hydraulic increase can also occur when a water supply’s capabilities during the fire event exceeded that 
required by the minimum design requirements of the standard. Since none of the data used to generate the previously 
mentioned statistics captured the capabilities of the water supply in relation to the design requirements, the impact of the 
hydraulic increase on the number of single sprinkler activations cannot be determined. But if the minimum water supply 
requirement of the standard is reduced to only be capable of handling a single sprinkler, then there could be no hydraulic 
increase safety factor. When the first sprinkler opens, it will only get the flow and pressure that were originally designed 
for it, and the potential is significant for that to be insufficient to control the fire given any obstructions and the layout of 
the space where the fire starts. The National Institute for Standards and Technology (NIST), under a grant from the United 
States Fire Administration, studied this concept several years ago in the hopes of being able to propose a single sprinkler 
flow for the 2007 edition of NFPA 13D (see NIST Report NIST GCR 05‐875 prepared by Underwriters Laboratories with 
a publication date of February 2004). Unfortunately, the research did not support the design of a sprinkler system with 
only the flow for a single sprinkler, even under conditions of small rooms with flat,  smooth ceilings. Without the 
hydraulic increase associated with the two sprinkler design, the fire scenarios were too many where the first sprinkler to 
open would have insufficient flow to control the fire and then multiple sprinklers would open, causing the room to reach 
untenable conditions and the water supply to be overrun. These same fire scenarios were easily controlled by a sprinkler 
system designed for a two sprinkler water supply from the start. In addition to the NIST tests, the National Fire Sprinkler 
Association conducted a series of full‐scale fire tests in simulated bedrooms that were 14 ft × 14 ft with an adjoining 
hallway, each with flat, smooth, 8 ft high ceilings. The tests were performed to determine better rules for keeping 
sprinklers clear of obstructions like ceiling fans, but baseline tests were also performed without any obstructions at the 
ceiling. In nine out of the twelve tests, including the two baseline tests without obstructions at the ceiling, a sprinkler in 
the hall outside the room of fire origin opened first, followed by the sprinkler in the room of origin. Even though the room 
of origin met all of the rules of NFPA 13D as a compartment, a sprinkler outside of this room was opening first. All of 
these fires were controlled by the sprinklers, but if the water supply had only been sufficient for a single sprinkler, the 
sprinklers would never have been able to provide fire control. 
 
2. Add 8.1.2.1, 8.1.2.2, 8.1.2.3, and A.8.1.2.3 to read as follows: 
 
8.1.2.1 For each of the following situations, the number of sprinklers in the design area shall be all of the sprinklers within 
a compartment, up to a maximum of two sprinklers, that require the greatest hydraulic demand: 
 

(1) A flat, smooth, horizontal ceiling with no beams up to a maximum of 24 ft (7.3 m) above the floor. 
(2) A smooth, flat, sloped ceiling with no beams up to a maximum slope of 8 in 12. The highest portion of the ceiling 

shall not be more than 24 ft (7.3 m) above the floor. The highest sprinkler in the sloped portion of the ceiling shall 
be above all openings from the compartment containing the sloped ceiling into any communicating spaces. 

(3) A sloped ceiling with beams up to 14 in. (4.3 m) deep with pendent sprinklers under the beams. The compartment 
containing the sloped, beamed ceiling shall be a maximum of 600 ft2 (56 m2) in area. The slope of the ceiling shall 
be between 2 in 12 and 8 in 12. The highest portion of the ceiling shall not be more than 24 ft (7.3 m) above the 
floor. The highest sprinkler in the sloped portion of the ceiling shall be above all openings from the compartment 
containing the sloped ceiling into any communicating spaces. 

(4) A sloped ceiling with beams of any depth with sidewall or pendent sprinklers in each pocket formed by the 
beams. The compartment containing the sloped, beamed ceiling shall be a maximum of 600 ft2 (56 m2) in area. 
The slope of the ceiling shall be between 2 in 12 and 8 in 12. The highest portion of the ceiling shall not be more 
than 24 ft (7.3 m) above the floor. 

 



8.1.2.2 For situations not meeting one of the conditions in 8.1.2.1, residential sprinklers listed for use in specific ceiling 
configurations shall be permitted to be used in accordance with their listing. 
 
8.1.2.3* For situations not meeting one of the conditions in 8.1.2.1 and 8.1.2.2, the number of sprinklers in the design area 
shall be determined in consultation with the authority having jurisdiction as appropriate for the conditions. Sprinklers shall 
be installed in accordance with their listing where a type of ceiling configuration is referenced in the listing. 
 
A.8.1.2.3 A number of variables exist that would influence the number of sprinklers that might open during a fire. In 
many of the fire tests that led to the development of the residential sprinkler, and in many of the subsequent tests 
including the testing conducted as a part of the previously referenced FPRF sloped ceiling research project, more than two 
sprinklers have opened during certain fire tests, but the water supply, sized for only two sprinklers, was still capable of 
controlling the fire for ten minutes and meeting the goals of NFPA 13D. While there is no guarantee that this would 
always happen, it is believed that the two sprinkler design criteria is appropriate for ceiling constructions and room 
configurations that are within the limitations referenced 8.1.2.1 and 8.1.2.2. For the ceiling constructionsand room 
configurations that are beyond the scope of the two-sprinkler discharge criteria referenced in 8.1.2.1 and 8.1.2.2, a greater 
number of design sprinklers and/or higher discharge flows should be considered in the system design. As of this date, 
there is limited fire test data available to include specific design criteria in this standard. In these situations, sprinklers can 
be installed in a manner acceptable to the authority having jurisdiction to achieve the results specified in this standard. In 
making these determinations, consideration should be given to factors influencing sprinkler system performance, such as 
sprinkler response characteristics, impact of obstructions on sprinkler discharge, and number of sprinklers anticipated to 
operate in the event of a fire. For the situation of flat, smooth,  horizontal ceilings with beams at the ceiling, there are a 
number of variables that could cause many sprinklers to open during a fire. Residential sprinklers used in accordance with 
all of the restrictions of their listing can be used to protect this circumstance. 
 
3. Revise 8.1.3 to read as follows: 
 
8.1.3 Sprinkler Coverage. 
 
8.1.3.1 Residential Sprinklers. 
 
8.1.3.1.1 Sprinklers shall be installed in accordance with their listing where a type of ceiling configuration is referenced in 
the listing. Sprinklers shall be installed in accordance with their listing where the type of ceiling configuration is 
referenced in the listing. 
 
8.1.3.1.2* Where construction features or other special conditions exist that are outside the scope of sprinkler listings, 
listed sprinklers shall be permitted to be installed beyond their listing limitations. 
 
A.8.1.3.1.2 See A.8.1.2 and A.8.1.2.3. Construction features such as large horizontal beamed ceilings,  sloped ceilings 
having beams, and steeply sloped ceilings are outside of the current listings. In these situations, sprinklers can be installed 
in a manner acceptable to the authority having jurisdiction to achieve the results specified in this standard. In making 
these determinations, consideration should be given to factors influencing sprinkler system performance, such as sprinkler 
response characteristics,  impact of obstructions on sprinkler discharge, and number of sprinklers anticipated to operate in 
the event of a fire. 
 
8.1.3.1.3 Sloped Ceilings. 
 
8.1.3.1.3.1 Where the ceiling is sloped, the maximum S dimension shall be measured along the slope of the ceiling to the 
next sprinkler, as shown in Figure 8.1.3.1.3.1. 
 
8.1.3.1.3.2 The sprinklers shall maintain the minimum listed spacing, but no less than 8 ft (2.44 m), measured in the plan 
view from one sprinkler to another, as shown in Figure 8.1.3.1.3.1. 
 
Submitter’s Substantiation: This proposed language is based upon the findings of the Fire Protection Research 
Foundation’s project on residential sprinklers and sloped and beamed ceilings into NFPA 13D. The limitations of the test 
facility have been translated into limitations on the generic use of residential sprinklers. The maximum ceiling height of 
24 ft. and limitation on communicating spaces considers the data generated under the FPRF project as well as other fire 



tests conducted at other times. This same language was accepted by the Technical Committee as proposal 13D‐67 Log 
#CP9 at the A2012 ROP meeting. Please see the attached FPRF Report for the technical substantiation supporting this 
language. 
 
Emergency Nature: The information provided in the FPRF report was not available to the technical committees during 
the development of the 2010 edition. The absence of information of this type contributed to the lack of direction on this 
subject within the document. Lack of clear guidance from the committee on these issues significantly drives up the 
installed cost of residential sprinkler systems. These cost increases have been referenced by certain jurisdictions as 
reasons they have chosen not to adopt or have repealed existing residential sprinkler ordnances within their communities 
and is the reason this amendment is emergency in nature.  
 
 



Section 5 Tentative Interim Amendments. 
5.1 Preliminary Determination of Compliance. A 
Tentative Interim Amendment (TIA) to any Document may 
be processed if the Council Secretary determines, after a 
preliminary review, and consultation with the appropriate 
Chair, that the Amendment appears to be of an emergency 
nature requiring prompt action and has the endorsement of at 
least two Members of the involved TC or TCC. If processed, 
the question of emergency nature shall be considered by the 
TC and TCC. The text of a proposed Tentative Interim 
Amendment may be processed as submitted or may be 
changed, but only with the approval of the submitter. 
5.2 Evaluation of Emergency Nature. Determination of an 
emergency nature shall include but not be limited to one or 
more of the following factors: 

(a) The document contains an error or an omission that 
was overlooked during a regular revision process. 

(b) The document contains a conflict within the document 
or with another NFPA document. 

(c) The proposed TIA intends to correct a previously 
unknown existing hazard. 

(d) The proposed TIA intends to offer to the public a 
benefit that would lessen a recognized (known) hazard or 
ameliorate a continuing dangerous condition or situation. 

(e) The proposed TIA intends to accomplish a recognition 
of an advance in the art of safeguarding property or life 
where an alternative method is not in current use or is 
unavailable to the public. 

(f ) The proposed TIA intends to correct a circumstance in 
which the revised document has resulted in an adverse 
impact on a product or method that was inadvertently 
overlooked in the total revision process, or was without 
adequate technical (safety) justification for the action. 
5.3 Publication of Proposed Tentative Interim 
Amendment. A proposed Tentative Interim Amendment 
that meets the provisions of 5.1 shall be published by the 
Association in appropriate media with a notice that the 
proposed Tentative Interim Amendment has been forwarded 
to the responsible TC and TCC for processing and that 
anyone interested may comment on the proposed Tentative 
Interim Amendment within the time period established and 
published. 
5.4 Technical Committee and Technical Correlating 
Committee Action. 

(a) The proposed Tentative Interim Amendment shall be 
submitted for ballot and comment of the TC in accordance 
with 3.3.4. The TC shall be separately balloted on both the 
technical merits of the amendment and whether the 
amendment involves an issue of an emergency nature. Such 
balloting shall be completed concurrently with the public 
review period. Any public comments inconsistent with the 
vote of any TC Member shall be circulated to the TC to 
allow votes to be changed. A recommendation for approval 
shall be established if three-fourths of the voting Members 
calculated in accordance with 3.3.4.5 have voted in favor of 
the Tentative Interim Amendment. 

(b) The proposed Tentative Interim Amendment shall be 
submitted for ballot and comment of the TCC, if any, which 
shall make a recommendation to the Council with respect to 
the disposition of the Tentative Interim Amendment. The 
TCC shall be separately balloted on both the merits of the 
amendment (as it relates to the TCC authority and 

responsibilities in accordance with 3.4.2 and 3.4.3) and 
whether the amendment involves an issue of an emergency 
nature. Any public comments inconsistent with the vote of 
any TC or TCC Member shall be circulated to the 28 TCC to 
allow votes to be changed. A recommendation for approval 
shall be established if three-fourths of the voting Members 
calculated in accordance with 3.3.4.5 have voted in favor of 
the Tentative Interim Amendment. 

(c) All public comments, ballots, and comments on ballot 
on the proposed Tentative Interim Amendment shall be 
summarized in a staff report and forwarded to the Council 
for action in accordance with 5.5. 
5.5 Action of the Council. The Council shall review the 
material submitted in accordance with 5.4(c), together with 
the record on any Appeals (see 1.6, 1.6.1), and shall take one 
of the following actions: 

(a) Issue the proposed Tentative Interim Amendment 
(b) Issue the proposed Tentative Interim Amendment as 

amended by the Council 
(c) Where acted on concurrently with the issuance of a 

new edition of the Document to which it relates, issue the 
Tentative Interim Amendment as part of the new edition; 

(d) Reject the proposed Tentative Interim Amendment 
(e) Return the proposed Tentative Interim Amendment to 

the TC with appropriate instruction 
(f ) Direct a different action 

5.6 Effective Date of Amendment. Tentative Interim 
Amendments shall become effective 20 days after Council 
issuance unless the President determines, within his or her 
discretion, that the effective date shall be delayed pending 
the consideration of a Petition to the Board of Directors (see 
1.7). The President may also, within his or her discretion, 
refer the matter of a delay in the effective date of the TIA to 
the Executive Committee of the Board of Directors or to the 
Board of Directors. 
5.7 Publication of Amendment. The Association shall 
publish in one of its publications sent or accessible to all 
Members notice of the issuance of each Tentative Interim 
Amendment and may, as appropriate, issue a news release to 
applicable and interested technical journals. The notice and 
any news release shall indicate the tentative character of the 
Tentative Interim Amendment. In any subsequent 
distribution of the Document to which the Tentative Interim 
Amendment applies, the text of the Tentative Interim 
Amendment shall be included in a manner judged most 
feasible to accomplish the desired objectives. 
5.8 Applicability. Tentative Interim Amendments shall 
apply to the document existing at the time of issuance. 
Tentative Interim Amendments issued after the proposal 
closing date shall also apply, where the text of the existing 
document remains unchanged, to the next edition of the 
Document. Tentative Interim Amendments issued 
concurrently with the issuance of a new edition shall apply 
to both the existing and new edition. 
5.9 Subsequent Processing. TC responsible for the 
Document or part of the Document affected shall process the 
subject matter of any Tentative Interim Amendment as a 
proposal for the next edition of the Document (see 3.3). 
5.10 Exception. When the Council authorizes other 
procedures for the processing and/or issuance of Tentative 
Interim Amendments, the provisions of this Section shall not 
apply. 

 



 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 

 
TO:             NFPA Technical Committee on Residential Sprinkler Systems 
 
FROM:      Joanne Goyette 
 
DATE:        June 21, 2011 
 
SUBJECT:       NFPA 13D Proposed TIA No. 1028R FINAL TC BALLOT RESULTS  
__________________________________________________________________________________  
 
According to 5.4 in the NFPA Regs, the final results show that this TIA HAS achieved the ¾ 
majority vote needed on Question 1 (Technical Merit) but HAS NOT achieved the ¾ majority vote 
needed on Question 2 (Emergency Nature).  
 
30  Eligible to Vote  
  3  Not Returned (C. Ketner, R. Nickson, and H. Shaw) 
 
Technical Merit:  Emergency Nature: 
  0 Abstentions     0 Abstentions 
27 Agree (J. Bittenbender, with 

Comment) 
 20 Agree (M. Puchovsky, with Comment)  

  0 Disagree     7 Disagree (J. Bittenbender, J. Feid, D. Haagensen, 
M. O’Brian, S. Orlowski, M. Pilette, and M. Sigler) 

 
There are two criteria necessary to pass ballot [(1) affirmative ¾vote and (2) simple majority] with 
both questions needed to pass ballot in order to recommend that the Standards Council issues this 
TIA. 
 
(1) The number of affirmative votes needed for the report to be published is 21. 

 
Technical Merit: (30 eligible to vote - 3 not returned - 0 abstentions = 27 × 0.75 = 20.25) 
Emergency Nature: (30 eligible to vote - 3 not returned - 0 abstentions = 27 × 0.75 = 20.25) 

 
(2) In all cases, an affirmative vote of at least a simple majority of the total membership eligible to 

vote is required. This is the calculation for simple majority: 
[30 eligible ÷ 2 = 15 + 1 = (16)] 

       
Final ballot comments are attached for your review.  Ballots received from alternate members are not 
included, unless the ballot from the principal member was not received. 
 
Attachments 
  






















