
 

 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:           NFPA Technical Committee on Residential Sprinkler Systems   
 
FROM:      Joanne Goyette, Administrator, Technical Projects (for Elena Carroll) 
 
DATE:       June 15, 2012 
  
SUBJECT:       NFPA 13D Proposed TIA No. 1060 Circulation of TC Ballots 

  
 
The preliminary ballot results of the TC balloting on proposed TIA No. 1060 are as follows: 
 
31  Eligible to Vote  
  5  Not Returned (J. Bittenbender, T. Deegan, C. Ketner, C. Schirmer, and E. Van Walraven) 
 
Technical Merit:  Emergency Nature: 
  1 Abstention (M. Hopkins)    1 Abstention (M. Hopkins) 
  8 Agree (with comment, D. Haagensen)   21 Agree (with comment, P. Schwab) 
17 Disagree (K. Bell, F. Benn, P. Brown, 

J. Grove, T. Hoover, G. Johnson, S. Leyton,  
M. O’Brian, M. Puchovsky, S. Pugsley, R. Ray,  
P. Schwab, E. Skare, G. Stanley, T. Victor, 
Hong-Zeng Yu, and R. Webb) 

   4 Disagree (K. Bell, E. Skare, 
T. Victor, Hong-Zeng Yu, ) 

 
There are two criteria necessary to pass ballot [(1) affirmative ¾ vote and (2) simple majority] with both 
questions needing 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 19. 

(31 eligible to vote - 5 not returned - 1 abstention = 25 × 0.75 = 18.75) 
 
(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: 
     [31 eligible ÷ 2 = 15.5 = (16)] 
 
Therefore, based on the responses received to date the preliminary results show that this TIA IS NOT passing 
ballot. 
 
Explanations of votes received from principal members are attached for your review.  Ballots received from 
alternate members are not included, unless the ballot from the principal member was not received.  If you wish to 
submit your ballot or change your vote, please do so no later than Friday, June 22, 2012.  Ballots or changes may 
be submitted to Elena Carroll via email to ecarroll@nfpa.org or fax to 617-984-7110.    If you do not wish to 
change your vote, no response is necessary. 
 
Attachments 
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As per phone conversation, reason for Abstention Vote on Emergency Nature for TIA #1060: 

Do not know if this is the correct course of action. 

Mark Hopkins 



HAAGENSEN 
EXPLANATION FOR VOTE ON TIA’s  1060, 1061, 1062, 1065, &  1067 

Since there are no listed antifreeze products available, since the industry is looking at several months 
before there are, and since specific listing requirements have yet to be finalized, I feel the TIA’s 
permitting nonexist listed antifreeze does a disservice to the document users. 

I feel we need to be clear and direct in the standard that antifreeze is not an option until such time that 
products are available.  This is so that users of the standard will know they need to coordinate with 
architects/builders early in the building design and construction process to ensure that pipe is run in 
conditioned areas. 

I also feel that if antifreeze were appropriate for use in new installations, there should be no restriction 
on the amount of area in which antifreeze can be used.  When a building is constructed, we do not know 
where a fire will start if it does.  What happens if the fire starts in the small areas where antifreeze was 
allowed? There is also no research to date on the effects of initial antifreeze discharge followed by 
greater and greater concentrations of water, which would be helpful in terms of distinguishing specific 
amounts of area that would be appropriate to allow antifreeze. 




