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TO: Technical Committee on Standpipes 
 
FROM: Elena Carroll, Administrator, Technical Projects 
 
DATE: April 16, 2012 
 
SUBJECT: NFPA 14 ROC TC Letter Ballot (F2012) 

 ______________________________________________________________________  
 
The ROC letter ballot for NFPA 14 is attached.  The ballot is for formally voting on 
whether or not you concur with the committee’s actions on the comments.  Reasons must 
accompany all negative and abstention ballots. 
 
Please do not vote negatively because of editorial errors.  However, please bring 
such errors to my attention for action. 
 
Please complete and return your ballot as soon as possible but no later than Monday, 
May 7, 2012.  As noted on the ballot form, please return the ballot to Elena Carroll either 
via e-mail to ecarroll@nfpa.org or via fax to 617- 984-7110.  You may also mail your 
ballot to the attention of Elena Carroll at NFPA, 1 Batterymarch Park, Quincy, MA 
02169. 
 
The return of ballots is required by the Regulations Governing Committee Projects.   
 
 
 
Attachments:  Comments 
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Report on Comments  –  November 2012 NFPA 14
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-1     Log #13

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Peter T. Schwab, Wayne Automatic Fire Sprinklers, Inc.

14-1
Change NFPA 13, 13R, 20 and 24 to the 2013 edition.

These will be the current editions when NFPA 14 is published.

Staff to verify that the correct document years are referenced in the document.  Editorial.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-2     Log #14

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Peter T. Schwab, Wayne Automatic Fire Sprinklers, Inc.

14-1
Change all references to NFPA 13R in the document to read NFPA 13R Standard for the

Installation of Sprinkler Systems in Low Rise Residential Occupancies.
This may be automatic but I am providing a reminder.

Staff to verify that the correct document titles are referenced in the document.  Editorial.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-3     Log #35

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Kenneth E. Isman, National Fire Sprinkler Association, Inc.

14-47
Throughout the document, wherever the term “travel distance” is used, change it to “pathway in

which hose would be laid."
The term “travel distance” is a well defined and often used fire protection term. Section 7.6.1 in the Life

Safety Code uses the term to discuss travel distance to an exit measured on the floor or other walking surface along the
centerline of the natural path of travel, starting from the most remote point subject to occupancy and curving around any
corners or obstructions with a 12 inch clearance terminating in the center of a door way or other point at which the exit
begins.
If the committee is going to measure the distance to the hose connection, they should not be using the term “travel

distance” because this term in all other uses in fire protection terminates at the exit door.
This comment is intended to be an alternative to the comment to state that the measurement should be to the exit

door.

Add new definition to read as follows:
The length measured on the floor or other walking surface along the centerline of the natural

path of travel, starting from the hose outlet, curving around any corners or obstructions with a 12 inch clearance.
A definition was added to clarify the intent of travel distance as it pertains to NFPA 14.
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Report on Comments  –  November 2012 NFPA 14
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-4     Log #4

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Marcelo M. Hirschler, GBH International

14-1
Revise text to read as follows:

ASTM A 53: Now ASTM A53/A53M 2010
ASTM A135: Now ASTM A135/A135M 2009
ASTM A234: Now ASTM A234/A234M 2011a
ASTM A795: Now ASTM A795/A795M 2008
ASTM B75: Now ASTM B75/B75M 2011
ASTM B88 2009
ASTM B251 2010

Standards update.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-5     Log #24

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Peter T. Schwab, Wayne Automatic Fire Sprinklers, Inc.

14-2
Modify 3.x.x Main Drain to eliminate the extract from NFPA 25.

New 3.x.x to read Main Drain. The primary drain connection located on the system riser. and also utilized as a flow test
connection.

Labeling this a flow test connection could be interpreted as a location to get volume/flow readings.

Modify 3.x.x Main Drain to eliminate the extract from NFPA 25.
Revise Section 3.x.x to read as follows:

The primary drain connection located on the system riser and also utilized as a flow test connection.
The word flow has been removed to clarify that the main drain is a test connection used for

pressure not flow.
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Report on Comments  –  November 2012 NFPA 14
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-6     Log #25

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Doug Hohbein, Northcentral Regional Fire Code Development Committee

14-7
Revise text to read as follows:

A system that provides 2½ in. (65 mm) hose connections to supply water for use by fire
departments. A system that provides 1½ in. (40 mm) hose connections to supply water for use by trained personnel and
2½ in. (65 mm) hose connections to supply a larger volume of water for use by fire departments.

A system that provides 1½ in. (40 mm) hose stations to supply water for use primarily by
trained personnel or by the fire department during initial response.

A system that provides 1½ in. (40 mm) hose stations to supply water for use by trained
personnel and 2½ in. (65 mm) hose connections to supply a larger volume of water for use by fire departments. A
system in a building that is protected with an automatic sprinkler system installed in accordance with NFPA 13, Standard
for the Installation of Sprinkler Systems, that provides 1½ in. (40 mm) hose connections to supply water for use by fire
departments for mop-up operations and final extinguishment following sprinkler activation.

This proposal, along with other proposals, was an attempt to simplify and modernize the standpipe
requirements. They would also gain consistency with NFPA 13. These proposals were rejected during the ROP phase of
the document cycle. We ask reconsideration based on the previous substantiation, the additional substantiation
provided in this submittal and in the Explanation of Negative by Technical Committee Member Peter Schwab.
The current NFPA 14 requirements are incongruent with modern firefighting practices. Fire departments use

standpipes for firefighting operations. The most common applications are 2½ inch hoselines for master stream
firefighting, 1½ inch hoselines for smaller compartment fires (such as room and contents fires), and 1½ inch hoselines
for mop-up operations (typically after sprinkler-controlled fires).
In the current NFPA 14, fire department standpipes are classified as either Class I or Class III. The only apparent

difference is the presence of a 2½ inch by 1½  inch adapter for Class III standpipes. These proposals would merge the
two into a single standpipe classification (Class I) that has all of the features of both existing Class I and Class III
standpipes (2½ inch outlet size with an adapter for 1½ inch or 1¾ inch hoselines). This proposal allows fire departments
to connect to standpipes with 2½ inch hose, 1¾ inch hose, 1½ inch hose, or a gated wye (all are common standpipe
bundle arrangements utilized by modern fire departments).
Class II (occupant use) standpipe systems and hose stations stay the same. Although there is a seriously diminished

role for occupant use standpipes from 50-60 years ago, this submittal acknowledges that there are still places, albeit
rare, where the building, fire or life safety codes  mandate there installation.
The changes to Class III standpipes incorporate a concept from NFPA 13 referred to as small hose connections

(sometimes called convenience hose connections). Small hose connection are used following sprinkler-controlled fires
where relatively small amounts of water under normal pressure are used for mop-up purposes, extinguishing spot fires,
and for salvage and overhaul purposes. Since these are not being used for interior compartment firefighting, the flows
and pressures dictated by the current NFPA 14 requirements are not necessary. One of the common applications of
small hose connections in NFPA 13 is for mop-up in storage occupancies following sprinkler controlled fires.
In the rejection statement it was suggested that the change needs to be made in other codes (specifically the building

code) first. This is a specious argument and something akin to a “chicken or egg” discussion. NFPA 14 controls the
definitions for standpipe classes, not the model building or fire codes. Once this change is made to NFPA 14, the other
model codes will follow with changing their definitions and the application of those definitions. Even in many of the
modern fire and building codes, the requirements for standpipes for interior compartment firefighting allow either Class I
or Class III; a recognition that under NFPA 14 they are basically the same thing.
With these proposed definition changes, standpipe classifications become simpler: Class I standpipes become

firefighting standpipe systems, Class II standpipes become occupant use and fire brigade standpipe systems, and Class
III standpipes become water supplies for mop-up operations. Even if the committee does not agree with the concept of
making small hose connections into a new Class III standpipe, we urge that you at least accept in principle (in part) the
combining of the existing Class I and III standpipes into a new Class I, having Class II remain occupant use and fire
brigade standpipes, and eliminate Class III standpipes altogether.

There are still jurisdictions both in the United States and other countries that use and apply
different model codes in different ways. Some including Canada and Panama require class III standpipe systems
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Report on Comments  –  November 2012 NFPA 14
inclusive of fire hose and nozzle. As stated in the ROP, CLASS I, II, III standpipes need to be maintained for consistency
with the IBC, local codes and other international codes and practices.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-7     Log #CC5

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Technical Committee on Standpipes,

14-15
Revise section 4.6.1.1.1 to read as follows:

Within the cabinet, the hose connections shall be located so that there is at least 1 2 in. (25.4 50 mm) between
any part of the cabinet, other than the door and the handle of the valve when the valve is in any position ranging from
fully open to fully closed.

Based on action taken in ROC Log#6 clearance issues between the valve wheel and the cabinet also
need to be addressed.  Due to the constraints within a valve cabinet the 3 in. requirement could not reasonably be met
and thus a 2 in. requirement was agreed upon.  Based on manufacturer input the 2 in. requirement can be achieved
using a 9 in. deep cabinet.
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Report on Comments  –  November 2012 NFPA 14
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-8     Log #26

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Doug Hohbein, Northcentral Regional Fire Code Development Committee

14-14
Revise text to read as follows:

Each hose connection provided for use by trained personnel (Class II and Class III systems) shall be
equipped with not more than 100 ft (30.5 m) of listed, 1½ in. (40 mm), lined, collapsible or noncollapsible fire hose
attached and ready for use.

This proposal, along with other proposals, was an attempt to simplify and modernize the standpipe
requirements. They would also gain consistency with NFPA 13. These proposals were rejected during the ROP phase of
the document cycle. We ask reconsideration based on the previous substantiation, the additional substantiation
provided in this submittal and in the Explanation of Negative by Technical Committee Member Peter Schwab.
The current NFPA 14 requirements are incongruent with modern firefighting practices. Fire departments use

standpipes for firefighting operations. The most common applications are 2½ inch hoselines for master stream
firefighting, 1½ inch hoselines for smaller compartment fires (such as room and contents fires), and 1½ inch hoselines
for mop-up operations (typically after sprinkler-controlled fires).
In the current NFPA 14, fire department standpipes are classified as either Class I or Class III. The only apparent

difference is the presence of a 2½ inch by 1½ inch adapter for Class III standpipes. These proposals would merge the
two into a single standpipe classification (Class I) that has all of the features of both existing Class I and Class III
standpipes (2½ inch outlet size with an adapter for 1½ inch or 1¾ inch hoselines). This proposal allows fire departments
to connect to standpipes with 2½ inch hose, 1¾ inch hose, 1½ inch hose, or a gated wye (all are common standpipe
bundle arrangements utilized by modern fire departments).
Class II (occupant use) standpipe systems and hose stations stay the same. Although there is a seriously diminished

role for occupant use standpipes from 50-60 years ago, this submittal acknowledges that there are still places, albeit
rare, where the building, fire or life safety codes  mandate there installation.
The changes to Class III standpipes incorporate a concept from NFPA 13 referred to as small hose connections

(sometimes called convenience hose connections). Small hose connection are used following sprinkler-controlled fires
where relatively small amounts of water under normal pressure are used for mop-up purposes, extinguishing spot fires,
and for salvage and overhaul purposes. Since these are not being used for interior compartment firefighting, the flows
and pressures dictated by the current NFPA 14 requirements are not necessary. One of the common applications of
small hose connections in NFPA 13 is for mop-up in storage occupancies following sprinkler controlled fires.
In the rejection statement it was suggested that the change needs to be made in other codes (specifically the building

code) first. This is a specious argument and something akin to a “chicken or egg” discussion. NFPA 14 controls the
definitions for standpipe classes, not the model building or fire codes. Once this change is made to NFPA 14, the other
model codes will follow with changing their definitions and the application of those definitions. Even in many of the
modern fire and building codes, the requirements for standpipes for interior compartment firefighting allow either Class I
or Class III; a recognition that under NFPA 14 they are basically the same thing.
With these proposed definition changes, standpipe classifications become simpler: Class I standpipes become

firefighting standpipe systems, Class II standpipes become occupant use and fire brigade standpipe systems, and Class
III standpipes become water supplies for mop-up operations. Even if the committee does not agree with the concept of
making small hose connections into a new Class III standpipe, we urge that you at least accept in principle (in part) the
combining of the existing Class I and III standpipes into a new Class I, having Class II remain occupant use and fire
brigade standpipes, and eliminate Class III standpipes altogether.

See action on Comment 14-6 (Log #25), the committee is not removing class III standpipes
from the standard.
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-9     Log #6

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
James M. Feld, University of California

14-15
Revise text to read as follows:

Hose Connections shall be located so that there is at least 1 in. (25.5 mm) 3 in. (76.2 mm) clearance between
any adjacent object and the handle of the valve when the valve is in any position ranging from fully open to fully closed.

It is important to provide adequate clearance for the valve handle so that a firefighter using a gloved hand can
quickly open and close a hose valve. Clearance from the wall and the edges of a hose valve cabinet must be considered
when installing the hose valve.

1 inch clearance is insufficient when considering that the firefighter is wearing gloves and must be
capable of opening and closing the valve quickly during fire suppression operations. The annex material is provided to
alert the installer to consider the edges of the hose cabinet and walls.

Revise text to read as follows:
Hose Connections shall be located so that there is at least 1 in. (25.5 mm) 3 in. (76.2 mm) clearance between

any adjacent object and the handle of the valve when the valve is in any position ranging from fully open to fully closed.
It is important to provide adequate clearance for the valve handle so that a firefighter using a gloved hand can

quickly open and close a hose valve. Clearance from the wall and the edges of a hose valve cabinet must be considered
when installing the hose valve. This section does not pertain to hose valves located in closets and cabinets.

Section 4.6.1.1.1 currently addresses clearances for hose valves in closets and cabinets.
Additional space can be obtained in scenarios for hose valves when installed outside of a closet or cabinet to assist in
an emergency situation.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-10     Log #1

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
David R. Hague, Liberty Mutual Property Risk Engineering

14-16
Add new text to read as follows:

Internally galvanized steel pipe shall be used for all dry standpipe systems.
Black steel pipe shall be permitted when the standpipe system is installed in freezers where the air

temperature is below 32°F (0°C) and the air supply is either nitrogen or a listed regenerative air dryer.
Black steel pipe shall be permitted when the standpipe system is filled with an inert gas.
Non-galvanized fittings shall be permitted.

The committee rejected Proposal 14-16 citing that “systems that are not galvanized have been
installed and in service for many years. Insufficient data provided to support change.” However, there has been
published, peer reviewed research indicating that corrosion in fire protection system piping has been a concern for many
years beginning with a reference to a text book on the subject that was published in 1951 and continues with many other
references (49 total) on the subject (see “ ” by Bruce W.
Christ, Journal of Fire Protection Engineering, 4-27-06, p.105).
It is a well-documented fact that black steel in any form will corrode at an accelerated rate when exposed to

atmospheric oxygen and moisture. Galvanizing is frequently used as a corrosion inhibitor in many applications for this
reason. Other organizations such as FM Global have required the use of galvanized, stainless steel or other corrosion
resistant material in dry-pipe sprinkler systems since the early 1970’s. Why would a standpipe system be any different?
The proposed language has been modified to permit the use of an inert gas system as an alternate to galvanized pipe.

Systems that are not galvanized have been installed and in service for many years.  Insufficient
data provided to support change.
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Report on Comments  –  November 2012 NFPA 14
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-11     Log #23

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Peter T. Schwab, Wayne Automatic Fire Sprinklers, Inc.

14-17
Revise text to read as follows:
Listed p Pressure gauges conforming with Section 5.5 shall be connected as follows:

Revise 5.2.1.1(5) to read as follows:
(5) At quick opening devices accelerators [13:7.2.1]

Correlates with NFPA 13 ROP 13-107.

Do not accept the changes to Section 5.2.1.1.
Accept changes to Section 5.2.1.1(5) and revise Section 5.2.1.1(5) to read as follows:
(5) At quick opening devices accelerators [13:7.2.1]

The removal of the listing requirement for gauges was not part of the original proposal and is
considered new material.
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-12     Log #27

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Doug Hohbein, Northcentral Regional Fire Code Development Committee

14-22
Revise text to read as follows:

A Class I standpipe system shall provide 2½ in. (65 mm) and 1½ in. (40 mm) hose
connections to supply water for use by fire departments and those trained in handling heavy fire streams.

A Class II standpipe system shall provide 1½ in. (40 mm) hose stations to supply water for use primarily by
trained personnel or by the fire department during initial response.

A minimum 1 in. (25.4 mm) hose shall be permitted to be used for hose stations in light hazard occupancies
where investigated and listed for this service and where approved by the authority having jurisdiction.

A Class III standpipe system shall provide 1½ in. (40 mm) hose stations to supply water for
use by trained personnel and 2½ in. (65 mm) hose connections to supply a larger volume of water for use by fire
departments and those trained in handling heavy fire streams firefighters for mop-up operations and final extinguishment
following sprinkler activation.

A minimum 1 in. (25.4 mm) hose shall be permitted to be used for hose stations in light hazard occupancies
where investigated and listed for this service and where approved by the authority having jurisdiction.

Where the building is protected throughout by an approved automatic sprinkler system, Class II hose stations
for use by trained personnel shall not be required, subject to the approval of the authority having jurisdiction, provided
that each Class I hose connection is 2½ in. (65 mm) and is equipped with a 1½ in. × 1½ in. (65 mm × 40 mm) reducer
and a cap attached with a chain, the 130 ft (39.7 m) travel distance limitation shall not apply.

This proposal, along with other proposals, was an attempt to simplify and modernize the standpipe
requirements. They would also gain consistency with NFPA 13. These proposals were rejected during the ROP phase of
the document cycle. We ask reconsideration based on the previous substantiation, the additional substantiation
provided in this submittal and in the Explanation of Negative by Technical Committee Member Peter Schwab.
The current NFPA 14 requirements are incongruent with modern firefighting practices. Fire departments use

standpipes for firefighting operations. The most common applications are 2½ inch hoselines for master stream
firefighting, 1½ inch hoselines for smaller compartment fires (such as room and contents fires), and 1½ inch hoselines
for mop-up operations (typically after sprinkler-controlled fires).
In the current NFPA 14, fire department standpipes are classified as either Class I or Class III. The only apparent

difference is the presence of a 2½ inch by 1½ inch adapter for Class III standpipes. These proposals would merge the
two into a single standpipe classification (Class I) that has all of the features of both existing Class I and Class III
standpipes (2½ inch outlet size with an adapter for 1½ inch or 1¾ inch hoselines). This proposal allows fire departments
to connect to standpipes with 2½ inch hose, 1¾ inch hose, 1½ inch hose, or a gated wye (all are common standpipe
bundle arrangements utilized by modern fire departments).
Class II (occupant use) standpipe systems and hose stations stay the same. Although there is a seriously diminished

role for occupant use standpipes from 50-60 years ago, this submittal acknowledges that there are still places, albeit
rare, where the building, fire or life safety codes  mandate there installation.
The changes to Class III standpipes incorporate a concept from NFPA 13 referred to as small hose connections

(sometimes called convenience hose connections). Small hose connection are used following sprinkler-controlled fires
where relatively small amounts of water under normal pressure are used for mop-up purposes, extinguishing spot fires,
and for salvage and overhaul purposes. Since these are not being used for interior compartment firefighting, the flows
and pressures dictated by the current NFPA 14 requirements are not necessary. One of the common applications of
small hose connections in NFPA 13 is for mop-up in storage occupancies following sprinkler controlled fires.
In the rejection statement it was suggested that the change needs to be made in other codes (specifically the building

code) first. This is a specious argument and something akin to a “chicken or egg” discussion. NFPA 14 controls the
definitions for standpipe classes, not the model building or fire codes. Once this change is made to NFPA 14, the other
model codes will follow with changing their definitions and the application of those definitions. Even in many of the
modern fire and building codes, the requirements for standpipes for interior compartment firefighting allow either Class I
or Class III; a recognition that under NFPA 14 they are basically the same thing.
With these proposed definition changes, standpipe classifications become simpler: Class I standpipes become

firefighting standpipe systems, Class II standpipes become occupant use and fire brigade standpipe systems, and Class
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III standpipes become water supplies for mop-up operations. Even if the committee does not agree with the concept of
making small hose connections into a new Class III standpipe, we urge that you at least accept in principle (in part) the
combining of the existing Class I and III standpipes into a new Class I, having Class II remain occupant use and fire
brigade standpipes, and eliminate Class III standpipes altogether.

There are still jurisdictions both in the United States and other countries that use and apply
different model codes in different ways. Some including Canada and Panama require class III standpipe systems
inclusive of fire hose and nozzle. As stated in the ROP, CLASS I, II, III standpipes need to be maintained for consistency
with the IBC, local codes and other international codes and practices.
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-13     Log #28

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Doug Hohbein, Northcentral Regional Fire Code Development Committee

14-24
Revise text to read as follows:

Revise Section 5.4.2 by removing Section 5.4.2.1 and the associated annex material:
The automatic portion of a Class III system shall be permitted to be only what is required for a Class II system

unless the Class I portion requires an automatic water supply.
A manual wet standpipe system can be used to satisfy the demand for a Class III system as long as the

water supply can provide 100 gpm at 65 psi (379 L/min at 4.5 bar) to the most remote 1½ in. (40 mm) hose outlet. The
fire department can provide the rest of the demand through the fire department connection.

This proposal, along with other proposals, was an attempt to simplify and modernize the standpipe
requirements. They would also gain consistency with NFPA 13. These proposals were rejected during the ROP phase of
the document cycle. We ask reconsideration based on the previous substantiation, the additional substantiation
provided in this submittal and in the Explanation of Negative by Technical Committee Member Peter Schwab.
The current NFPA 14 requirements are incongruent with modern firefighting practices. Fire departments use

standpipes for firefighting operations. The most common applications are 2½ inch hoselines for master stream
firefighting, 1½ inch hoselines for smaller compartment fires (such as room and contents fires), and 1½ inch hoselines
for mop-up operations (typically after sprinkler-controlled fires).
In the current NFPA 14, fire department standpipes are classified as either Class I or Class III. The only apparent

difference is the presence of a 2½ inch by 1½ inch adapter for Class III standpipes. These proposals would merge the
two into a single standpipe classification (Class I) that has all of the features of both existing Class I and Class III
standpipes (2½ inch outlet size with an adapter for 1½ inch or 1¾ inch hoselines). This proposal allows fire departments
to connect to standpipes with 2½ inch hose, 1¾ inch hose, 1½ inch hose, or a gated wye (all are common standpipe
bundle arrangements utilized by modern fire departments).
Class II (occupant use) standpipe systems and hose stations stay the same. Although there is a seriously diminished

role for occupant use standpipes from 50-60 years ago, this submittal acknowledges that there are still places, albeit
rare, where the building, fire or life safety codes  mandate there installation.
The changes to Class III standpipes incorporate a concept from NFPA 13 referred to as small hose connections

(sometimes called convenience hose connections). Small hose connection are used following sprinkler-controlled fires
where relatively small amounts of water under normal pressure are used for mop-up purposes, extinguishing spot fires,
and for salvage and overhaul purposes. Since these are not being used for interior compartment firefighting, the flows
and pressures dictated by the current NFPA 14 requirements are not necessary. One of the common applications of
small hose connections in NFPA 13 is for mop-up in storage occupancies following sprinkler controlled fires.
In the rejection statement it was suggested that the change needs to be made in other codes (specifically the building

code) first. This is a specious argument and something akin to a “chicken or egg” discussion. NFPA 14 controls the
definitions for standpipe classes, not the model building or fire codes. Once this change is made to NFPA 14, the other
model codes will follow with changing their definitions and the application of those definitions. Even in many of the
modern fire and building codes, the requirements for standpipes for interior compartment firefighting allow either Class I
or Class III; a recognition that under NFPA 14 they are basically the same thing.
With these proposed definition changes, standpipe classifications become simpler: Class I standpipes become

firefighting standpipe systems, Class II standpipes become occupant use and fire brigade standpipe systems, and Class
III standpipes become water supplies for mop-up operations. Even if the committee does not agree with the concept of
making small hose connections into a new Class III standpipe, we urge that you at least accept in principle (in part) the
combining of the existing Class I and III standpipes into a new Class I, having Class II remain occupant use and fire
brigade standpipes, and eliminate Class III standpipes altogether.

There are still jurisdictions both in the United States and other countries that use and apply
different model codes in different ways. Some including Canada and Panama require class III standpipe systems
inclusive of fire hose and nozzle. As stated in the ROP, CLASS I, II, III standpipes need to be maintained for consistency
with the IBC, local codes and other international codes and practices.
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-14     Log #7

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
James M. Feld, University of California

14-25
Revise text to read as follows:

A listed 3½ in. (00 mm) dial spring pressure gauge having a minimum face diameter of 3½ in. (90 mm) shall be...
If the 3½ in. requirement is deleted, then pressure gauges having a much smaller diameter will be

used resulting in undo difficulty in reading the pressure. This will be particularly important when reading pressure
fluctuations while flowing water either during a main drain test or during fire fighting operations. The Committee
Statement indicated gauges could be larger than 3½ in in. and thus would not be allowed if the 3½ in in. dimension were
retained. This comment addresses that issue by requiring a minimum 3W diameter gauge.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-15     Log #22

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Peter T. Schwab, Wayne Automatic Fire Sprinklers, Inc.

14-25
Revise text to read as follows:

A listed dial spring pressure gauge shall be…..
Correlates with NFPA 13 ROP 13-107.

This is new material.
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-16     Log #21

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Peter T. Schwab, Wayne Automatic Fire Sprinklers, Inc.

14-31
Revise text to read as follows:

Connections to each automatic water supply shall be provided with an approved indicating-type valve and
check valve located close to the supply, such as at tanks, pumps, and connections from waterworks systems.
Add new sections and renumber to read as follows:

Valves in Section 6.3.1.1 shall not be required for automatic and semi-automatic standpipe systems supplied
by fire pumps.

Backflow preventers are acceptable devices to meet the requirements of Section 6.3.1.1.
Valves in Section 6.3.1.1 shall not be required on manual dry standpipe systems.

The valve required by Section 6.3.2 shall be provided when there is more than one standpipe on a system.
An approved indicating-type valve and check valve shall be provided in the water supply for a manual wet

standpipe system.
These clarifications address the committee statement from the ROP.

Revise text to read as follows:
Connections to each automatic water supply shall be provided with an approved indicating-type valve and

check valve located close to the supply, such as at tanks, pumps, and connections from waterworks systems.
Add new sections and renumber to read as follows:

Valves in Section 6.3.1.1 shall not be required for automatic and semi-automatic standpipe systems supplied
by fire pumps.

Backflow preventers are acceptable devices to meet the requirements of Section 6.3.1.1.
Valves in Section 6.3.1.1 shall not be required on manual dry standpipe systems.

The valves required by Section 6.3.2 shall be provided when there is more than one standpipe on a
system.

An approved indicating-type valve and check valve shall be provided in the water supply for a manual wet
standpipe system.

Editorial change.
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Kenneth E. Isman, National Fire Sprinkler Association, Inc.

14-43
Delete item (10) from Section 7.2.4 and confirm that Section 7.2.4 will remain as rewritten in

Proposal 14-42.
The committee has taken the position in the past that there are two reasons for Section 7.2.4. The first,

and most important is that wherever a pressure control valve has the ability to reduce the pressure at three or more
hose connections, the committee wants redundancy on that device.  It does not matter whether the device is being used
for a whole zone within a building or whether the device is being used on a horizontal standpipe with three outlets on the
same floor.
The second reason for Section 7.2.4 is to clarify that a couple of pressure reducing valves in series (commonly called a

master pressure reducing assembly) can be used to substitute for a fire pump in a low zone of a high rise building if all
of the pressure requirements can be worked out.
Unfortunately, Section 7.2.4 was not written well to express those two points. So, we submitted Proposal 14-42, which

the committee accepted in principle and modified.  The modifications to that proposal were fine and it appeared that the
committee had finally clarified what had been a very poorly written section. But then Proposal 14-43 messes it all up
again. By adding item 10, which only makes sense for the second reason to use Section 7.2.4, not the more common
and more important first reason, the committee is making the same mistake that they have made in previous editions of
mixing up the conditions under which this section is supposed to apply. Item 10 has nothing to do with the pressure
control in the low zone. If the committee wants to make sure that high rise buildings with multiple zones have two ways
for the water to get to the high zone, they need to clarify Section 7.9, but leave Section 7.2.4 the way it was clarified in
Proposal 14-42.

13Printed on  4/16/2012
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Peter T. Schwab, Wayne Automatic Fire Sprinklers, Inc.

14-48
Revise Section 7.3.2 and A.7.3.2 to read as follows:

******Insert Include 14_L20_R Here******

The 2010 edition of NFPA 14 Section 7.3.2 is arranged as a holdover from the days that NFPA used
exceptions in a list following the charging statement. This comment is an attempt to bring this section up to the current
manual of style.
There are also some other changes filtered throughout. In Section A.7.3.2 there is language in regards to only requiring

one standpipe to serve the roof. This language should be codified and has been moved into the body of the standard.
A note was added in regards to egress clearances for hose valve locations, especially for intermediate landings.
The most significant change was in regards to horizontal exits. In the ROP, there is a conflict between the adopted

language of Proposal 14-48 and the wording on the annex Figure A.7.3.2.3. It is not clear as to which valve on which
side of the horizontal exit can be eliminated. Does the travel distance have to extend completely through the horizontal
exit and reach all areas on the opposite side of the horizontal exit? This language gives credit for sprinkler systems and
eliminates connections at the horizontal exit provided that the 200 foot travel distance is met. This will be in conflict with
the International Building Code at first but this is the installation standard. NFPA 14 should be dictating these
requirements. The building code should only be dictating when standpipes are required, not locations of hose
connections, etc. Since the building code borrowed the language from NFPA 14 in the first place, they should be
synchronizing with NFPA at each code cycle revision. In addition, NFPA 14 as written in the ROP stage is in conflict
already with the building code because of the allowance for 200’ of travel distance. This committee is made up of
experts on standpipes and writing these rules definitely falls within their purview. The exception for unsprinklered
buildings (130 ft) will not appear in NFPA 14 as it does in the building code.
Annex language was added with guidance as to what constitutes access to the roof
Language was added to clarify that if you are installing hose connections at intermediate landings, an additional one is

not needed at the top of the stairwell when it access the roof.

Committee wishes to review Comment 14-18 (Log #20) and Comment 14-19 (Log #12)
together for the next revision cycle.

14Printed on  4/16/2012
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7.3.2* Class I Systems. When required to be provided, hose connections shall be located in 
accordance with Section 7.3.2. Class I systems shall be provided with 2½ in. (65 mm) hose 
connections in the following locations: 

(1) At the main floor landing in exit stairways 
(2) On each side of the wall adjacent to the exit openings of horizontal exits 
(3) In other than covered mall buildings, in each exit passageway at the entrance from the 

building areas into the passageway 
(4) In covered mall buildings, at the entrance to each exit passageway or exit corridor, and at 

the interior side of public entrances from the exterior to the mall 
(5) *At the highest landing of stairways with stairway access to a roof, or on roofs with a 

slope of less than 4 in 12 where stairways do not access the roof 
A.7.3.2 Hose connections are required now specified to be located at the main floor landing in 
required exit stairways. Paragraph 7.3.2.1.1 permits hose connections to be located at 
intermediate landings where local fire-fighting tactics require necessitate this location. Only one 
standpipe is necessary to serve the roof; it is not the intent to extend each standpipe to the roof 
level. 
The approach to locating hose connections with respect to exits is shown in Figure A.7.3.2(a), 
Figure A.7.3.2(b), and Figure A.7.3.2(c). 
7.3.2.1 Hose connections shall be provided at the main floor landing of required exit stairwells. 
7.3.2.1.1* When required by the AHJ, hose connections shall be permitted to be installed at the 
highest intermediate floor landings between floor levels in required exit stairways.  
A.7.3.2.1.1 When placing hose connections on the main or intermediate landings, egress 
clearances as required by other codes need to be considered. 
7.3.2.1 Hose connections shall be permitted to be located at the highest intermediate landings 
between floor levels in exit stairways where required by the AHJ. 
7.3.2.2 Hose connections shall be provided on each side of the wall adjacent to the exit openings 
of horizontal exits. 
7.3.2.2* Where the most remote portion of a nonsprinklered floor or story is located in excess of 
150 ft (45.7m) of travel distance from a required exit containing or adjacent to a hose connection 
or the most remote portion of a sprinklered floor or story is located in excess of 200 ft (61 m) of 
travel distance from a required exit containing or adjacent to a hose connection, additional hose 
connections shall be provided, in approved locations, where required by the local fire department 
or AHJ. 
A.7.3.2.2 Paragraph 7.3.2.2 is intended to provide local fire departments with the authority to 
require additional hose connections outside of or away from a 2-hour fire-resistive separation. 
These additional hose connections could be needed to allow fire fighters to attach a fire hose in a 
reasonable time frame, based on the lengths of hose available on fire department standpipe packs 
or in carry bags. While it is recognized that outlet spacing limitations provide controls to limit 
the maximum hose length needed to fight a fire, thereby minimizing the physical demands on 
fire fighters, it is also recognized that, in some cases, based on architectural layout, additional 
outlets could be needed in open floor areas in order to meet spacing requirements. In such cases, 
such outlets are unlikely to be utilized, since there would not be a staging area for fire fighters to 
use when accessing the hose connection. Therefore, additional hose connections where provided 
to meet distance requirements, would be located in 1-hour fire-resistive exit corridors wherever 
possible, to provide a degree of protection for fire fighters accessing the connection. Such 
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connections also should be located as uniformly as possible from floor to floor so that fire 
fighters can find them easily during a fire. 
7.3.2.2.1 In buildings protected in accordance with NFPA 13, Standard for the Installation of 
Sprinkler Systems or NFPA 13R Standard for the Installation of Sprinkler Systems in Residential 
Occupancies up to and Including Four Stories in Height hose connections shall not be required 
at horizontal exits provided the distance requirements of Section 7.3.2.8 are met. 
7.3.2.2.1 The travel distance in Section 7.3.2.2 shall be measured from the hose connection. 
7.3.2.3 Hose connections shall be provided in each exit passageway in other than covered mall 
buildings. 
7.3.2.3.1 The hose connections required in Section 7.3.2.3 shall be located in the exit 
passageway at each entrance into the building. 
7.3.2.3* Hose connections on one side of a horizontal exit shall not be required when adjacent 
floor areas on the same side of the horizontal exit are reachable from adjacent exit stairway hose 
connections as specified in Section 7.3.2.3.1. 
7.3.2.3.1 This travel distance shall be 200 ft (61 m) for sprinklered buildings and 130 ft (39.7 m) 
for nonsprinklered buildings. 
7.3.2.4 Hose connections shall be provided in covered mall buildings at the entrance to each exit 
passageway or exit corridor, and at the interior side of public entrances from the exterior to the 
mall. 
7.3.2.5* Hose connections shall be provided at the highest landing of stairways with stairway 
access to a roof. 
A.7.3.2.5 Access to the roof can be via a stairwell that terminates at the roof level. Access could 
also be a permanent ladder, permanent ladder rungs or a pull down stair with a roof hatch. 
7.3.2.5.1* The hose connection required by Section 7.3.2.5 shall not be required when hose 
connections are installed in accordance with Section 7.3.2.1.1. 
A.7.3.2.5.1 It is not necessary to provide an additional hose valve at the top of the stairwell at the 
main landing when the fire department procedures utilize hose connections on intermediate 
landings. The intermediate landing is usually located in close proximity to the top of the 
stairwell. 
7.3.2.6 In stairways that do not access the roof, a hose connection shall be provided on the roof. 
7.3.2.6.1 The hose connection required by Section 7.3.2.6 shall not be required when the roof 
slope is 4 in 12 or greater. 
7.3.2.6.2 The hose connection required by Section 7.3.2.6 shall not be required when hose 
connections in accordance with Section 7.3.2.5 are provided in the building. 
7.3.2.6.2.1 When there are no hose connections as provided by Section 7.3.2.6.2, a single hose 
connection shall be provided on the roof. 
7.3.2.7* Additional hose connections shall be provided in unsprinklered buildings when the 
distance from connections required by Section 7.3.2.1, Section 7.3.2.2 and Section 7.3.2.3 to the 
most remote portion or story exceeds 150 ft (45.7 m). 
A.7.3.2.7 Paragraphs 7.3.2.7 and 7.3.2.8 are intended to provide local fire departments with the 
authority to require additional hose connections outside of or away from locations required in 
Section 7.3.2. These additional hose connections could be needed to allow fire fighters to attach 
a fire hose in a reasonable time frame, based on the lengths of hose available on fire department 
standpipe packs or in carry bags. While it is recognized that outlet spacing limitations provide 
controls to limit the maximum hose length needed to fight a fire, thereby minimizing the physical 
demands on fire fighters, it is also recognized that, in some cases, based on architectural layout, 



14/L20/R/F2012/ROC/Page | 3 

additional outlets could be needed in open floor areas in order to meet spacing requirements. In 
such cases, such outlets are unlikely to be utilized, since there would not be a staging area for fire 
fighters to use when accessing the hose connection. Therefore, additional hose connections 
where provided to meet distance requirements, should be located in 1-hour fire-resistive exit 
corridors wherever possible, to provide a degree of protection for fire fighters accessing the 
connection. Such connections also should be located as uniformly as possible from floor to floor 
so that fire fighters can find them easily during a fire. 
7.3.2.7.1 The distance in Section 7.3.2.7 shall be measured from the hose connection. 
7.3.2.7.2 The location of additional hose connections shall be approved by the AHJ. 
7.3.2.7.3 The distance in Section 7.3.2.7 shall not apply to the roof. 
7.3.2.7.4 Where allowed by the AHJ, the hose connections required by Section 7.3.2.7 shall be 
permitted to be omitted. 
7.3.2.8 Additional hose connections shall be provided in buildings sprinklered in accordance 
with NFPA 13, Standard for the Installation of Sprinkler Systems or NFPA 13R Standard for the 
Installation of Sprinkler Systems in Residential Occupancies up to and Including Four Stories in 
Height when the distance from connections required by Section 7.3.2.1, Section 7.3.2.2 and 
Section 7.3.2.3 to the most remote portion or story exceeds 200 ft (61 m). 
7.3.2.8.1 The distance in Section 7.3.2.8 shall be measured from the hose connection. 
7.3.2.8.2 The location of additional hose connections shall be approved by the AHJ. 
7.3.2.8.3 The distance in Section 7.3.2.8 shall not apply to the roof. 
7.3.2.8.4 Where allowed by the AHJ the hose connections required by Section 7.3.2.8 shall be 
permitted to be omitted. 
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Peter T. Schwab, Wayne Automatic Fire Sprinklers, Inc.

14-48
Modify Sections 7.3.2 and A.7.3.2 as shown below:

Delete Figure A.7.3.2.3 (14-48).
Add new Figure 7.3.2.2.1.

******Insert Include 14_L12_R Here******

******Insert Figure A.7.3.2.2.1 Here******

The 2010 edition of NFPA 14 Section 7.3.2 is arranged as a holdover from the days that NFPA used
exceptions in a list following the charging statement. This comment is an attempt to bring this section up to the current
manual of style.
There are also some other changes filtered throughout. In Section A.7.3.2 there is language in regards to only requiring

one standpipe to serve the roof. This language should be codified and has been moved into the body of the standard.
A note was added in regards to egress clearances for hose valve locations, especially for intermediate landings.
The most significant change was in regards to horizontal exits. In the ROP, there is a conflict between the adopted

language of Proposal 14-48 and the wording on the annex Figure A.7.3.2.3. A new annex figure has been provided.
Annex language was added with guidance as to what constitutes access to the roof.
Language was added to clarify that if you are installing hose connections at intermediate landings, an additional one is

not needed at the top of the stairwell when it access the roof.

Committee wishes to review  Comment 14-19 (Log #12) and Comment 14-18 (Log #20)
together for the next revision cycle.

15Printed on  4/16/2012
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7.3.2* Class I Systems. When required to be provided, hose connections shall be located in accordance 
with 7.3.2. Class I systems shall be provided with 2½ in. (65 mm) hose connections in the following 
locations: 

(1) At the main floor landing in exit stairways 

(2) On each side of the wall adjacent to the exit openings of horizontal exits 

(3) In other than covered mall buildings, in each exit passageway at the entrance from the building 
areas into the passageway 

(4) In covered mall buildings, at the entrance to each exit passageway or exit corridor, and at the 
interior side of public entrances from the exterior to the mall 

(5) *At the highest landing of stairways with stairway access to a roof, or on roofs with a slope of 
less than 4 in 12 where stairways do not access the roof 

A.7.3.2 Hose connections are required now specified to be located at the main floor landing in required 
exit stairways. Paragraph 7.3.2.1.1 permits hose connections to be located at intermediate landings 
where local fire‐fighting tactics require necessitate this location. Only one standpipe is necessary to 
serve the roof; it is not the intent to extend each standpipe to the roof level. 

The approach to locating hose connections with respect to exits is shown in Figure A.7.3.2(a), Figure 
A.7.3.2(b), and Figure A.7.3.2(c). 

7.3.2.1 Hose connections shall be provided at the main floor landing of required exit stairwells. 

7.3.2.1.1* When required by the AHJ, hose connections shall be permitted to be installed at the highest 
intermediate floor landings between floor levels in required exit stairways.  

A.7.3.2.1.1 When placing hose connections on the main or intermediate landings, egress clearances as 
required by other codes need to be considered. 

7.3.2.1 Hose connections shall be permitted to be located at the highest intermediate landings between 
floor levels in exit stairways where required by the AHJ. 

7.3.2.2 Hose connections shall be provided on each side of the wall adjacent to the exit openings of 
horizontal exits. 

7.3.2.2* Where the most remote portion of a nonsprinklered floor or story is located in excess of 150 ft 
(45.7m) of travel distance from a required exit containing or adjacent to a hose connection or the most 
remote portion of a sprinklered floor or story is located in excess of 200 ft (61 m) of travel distance from 
a required exit containing or adjacent to a hose connection, additional hose connections shall be 
provided, in approved locations, where required by the local fire department or AHJ. 

A.7.3.2.2 Paragraph 7.3.2.2 is intended to provide local fire departments with the authority to require 
additional hose connections outside of or away from a 2‐hour fire‐resistive separation. These additional 
hose connections could be needed to allow fire fighters to attach a fire hose in a reasonable time frame, 
based on the lengths of hose available on fire department standpipe packs or in carry bags. While it is 
recognized that outlet spacing limitations provide controls to limit the maximum hose length needed to 
fight a fire, thereby minimizing the physical demands on fire fighters, it is also recognized that, in some 
cases, based on architectural layout, additional outlets could be needed in open floor areas in order to 
meet spacing requirements. In such cases, such outlets are unlikely to be utilized, since there would not 
be a staging area for fire fighters to use when accessing the hose connection. Therefore, additional hose 
connections where provided to meet distance requirements, would be located in 1‐hour fire‐resistive 
exit corridors wherever possible, to provide a degree of protection for fire fighters accessing the 
connection. Such connections also should be located as uniformly as possible from floor to floor so that 
fire fighters can find them easily during a fire. 
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7.3.2.2.1* Hose connections on one side of a horizontal exit shall not be required when adjacent floor 
areas on the same side of the horizontal exit are reachable from adjacent exit stairway hose connections 
as specified in 7.3.2.2.2 and 7.3.2.2.3. 

7.3.2.2.2 In buildings protected in accordance with NFPA 13, Standard for the Installation of Sprinkler 
Systems or NFPA 13R Standard for the Installation of Sprinkler Systems in Residential Occupancies up to 
and Including Four Stories in Height the distance from the stairway hose connection shall not exceed 200 
ft (61 m). 

7.3.2.2.3 In non sprinklered buildings, the distance from the stairway hose connection shall not exceed 
130 ft (39.7 m).  

7.3.2.2.1 The travel distance in section 7.3.2.2 shall be measured from the hose connection. 

7.3.2.3 Hose connections shall be provided in each exit passageway in other than covered mall buildings. 

7.3.2.3.1 The hose connections required in 7.3.2.3 shall be located in the exit passageway at each 
entrance into the building. 

7.3.2.3* Hose connections on one side of a horizontal exit shall not be required when adjacent floor 
areas on the same side of the horizontal exit are reachable from adjacent exit stairway hose connections 
as specified in 7.3.2.3.1. 

7.3.2.3.1 This travel distance shall be 200 ft (61 m) for sprinklered buildings and 130 ft (39.7 m) for 
nonsprinklered buildings. 

7.3.2.4 Hose connections shall be provided in covered mall buildings at the entrance to each exit 
passageway or exit corridor, and at the interior side of public entrances from the exterior to the mall. 

7.3.2.5* Hose connections shall be provided at the highest landing of stairways with stairway access to a 
roof. 

A.7.3.2.5 Access to the roof can be via a stairwell that terminates at the roof level. Access could also be 
a permanent ladder, permanent ladder rungs or a pull down stair with a roof hatch. 

7.3.2.5.1* The hose connection required by 7.3.2.5 shall not be required when hose connections are 
installed in accordance with 7.3.2.1.1. 

A.7.3.2.5.1 It is not necessary to provide an additional hose valve at the top of the stairwell at the main 
landing when the fire department procedures utilize hose connections on intermediate landings. The 
intermediate landing is usually located in close proximity to the top of the stairwell. 

7.3.2.6 In stairways that do not access the roof, a hose connection shall be provided on the roof. 

7.3.2.6.1 The hose connection required by 7.3.2.6 shall not be required when the roof slope is 4 in 12 or 
greater. 

7.3.2.6.2 The hose connection required by 7.3.2.6 shall not be required when hose connections in 
accordance with 7.3.2.5 are provided in the building. 

7.3.2.6.2.1 When there are no hose connections as provided by 7.3.2.6.2, a single hose connection shall 
be provided on the roof. 

7.3.2.7* Additional hose connections shall be provided in unsprinklered buildings when the distance 
from connections required by 7.3.2.1, 7.3.2.2 and 7.3.2.3 to the most remote portion or story exceeds 
150 ft (45.7 m). 

A.7.3.2.7 Paragraphs 7.3.2.7 and 7.3.2.8 are intended to provide local fire departments with the 
authority to require additional hose connections outside of or away from locations required in 7.3.2. 
These additional hose connections could be needed to allow fire fighters to attach a fire hose in a 
reasonable time frame, based on the lengths of hose available on fire department standpipe packs or in 
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carry bags. While it is recognized that outlet spacing limitations provide controls to limit the maximum 
hose length needed to fight a fire, thereby minimizing the physical demands on fire fighters, it is also 
recognized that, in some cases, based on architectural layout, additional outlets could be needed in 
open floor areas in order to meet spacing requirements. In such cases, such outlets are unlikely to be 
utilized, since there would not be a staging area for fire fighters to use when accessing the hose 
connection. Therefore, additional hose connections where provided to meet distance requirements, 
should be located in 1‐hour fire‐resistive exit corridors wherever possible, to provide a degree of 
protection for fire fighters accessing the connection. Such connections also should be located as 
uniformly as possible from floor to floor so that fire fighters can find them easily during a fire. 

7.3.2.7.1 The distance in 7.3.2.7 shall be measured from the hose connection. 

7.3.2.7.2 The location of additional hose connections shall be approved by the AHJ. 

7.3.2.7.3 The distance in 7.3.2.7 shall not apply to the roof. 

7.3.2.7.4 Where allowed by the AHJ, the hose connections required by 7.3.2.7 shall be permitted to be 
omitted. 

7.3.2.8 Additional hose connections shall be provided in buildings sprinklered in accordance with NFPA 
13, Standard for the Installation of Sprinkler Systems or NFPA 13R Standard for the Installation of 
Sprinkler Systems in Residential Occupancies up to and Including Four Stories in Height when the 
distance from connections required by 7.3.2.1, 7.3.2.2 and 7.3.2.3 to the most remote portion or story 
exceeds 200 ft (61 m). 

7.3.2.8.1 The distance in 7.3.2.8 shall be measured from the hose connection. 

7.3.2.8.2 The location of additional hose connections shall be approved by the AHJ. 

7.3.2.8.3 The distance in 7.3.2.8 shall not apply to the roof. 

7.3.2.8.4 Where allowed by the AHJ the hose connections required by 7.3.2.8 shall be permitted to be 
omitted. 



FIGURE A.7.3.2.2.1 Horizontal Exits
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-20     Log #CC1

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Technical Committee on Standpipes,

14-47
Reject proposal 14-47 (Log #22).

Revise section 7.3.2.2 to read as follows:
Where the most remote portion of a nonsprinklered

floor or story is located in excess of 150 ft (45.7 m) of travel distance from a hose connection in, or adjacent to a
required exit containing or adjacent to a hose connection or the most remote portion of a sprinklered floor or story is
located in excess of 200 ft (61 m) of travel distance from a hose connection in, or adjacent to a required exit containing
or adjacent to a hose connection, additional hose connections shall be provided, in approved locations, where required
by the local fire department or the AHJ.
Revise FIGURE A.7.3.2(a) Location of Hose Connections in Stairwells.
Maximum travel distance to a hose connection. an exitas established by building code can be permitted.
Note: Revise Fig. A.7.3.2(a) to show hose all the way to the hose valve connection.  Remove note referencing building
code.

The committee adopted the new definition of "Travel Distance" which defined the travel distance as the
distance to a hose connection rather than an exit door.  Proposal 14-47 (Log #22) became redundant text and thus
deleted.  The text of section 7.3.2.2 was revised to incorporate the new definition.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-21     Log #CC3

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Technical Committee on Standpipes,

14-47
Add new section 7.3.2.2.1 to read as follows:

The distance requirements in 7.3.2.2 shall not apply to the roof when it is not intended for occupancy.
Clarification was needed for hose valve requirements on roofs as it relates to travel distance.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-22     Log #34

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Kenneth E. Isman, National Fire Sprinkler Association, Inc.

14-47
Accept Proposal 14-47 the way it was written, measuring the distance to the exit door.

The term “travel distance” is a well defined and often used fire protection term. Section 7.6.1 in the Life
Safety Code uses the term to discuss travel distance to an exit measured on the floor or other walking surface along the
centerline of the natural path of travel, starting from the most remote point subject to occupancy and curving around any
corners or obstructions with a 12 inch clearance terminating in the center of a door way or other point at which the exit
begins.
If the committee is going to use the term “travel distance” they need to use it in a format consistent with how that term

is used in fire protection and measure the distance to the exit containing the hose connection, not the hose connection
itself.
If this is not acceptable to the committee, they should see our other comment on the subject, which gives them another

alternative.

A definition was added to clarify the intent of travel distance as it pertains to NFPA 14.
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-23     Log #36

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Kenneth E. Isman, National Fire Sprinkler Association, Inc.

14-48
Revise text to read as follows:

Hose connections on one side of a horizontal exit shall not be required when another outlet on that side of the
horizontal exit can reach the portions of the building on the other side of the horizontal exit within the distances required
by Section 7.3.2.3.1 that would have been protected by the outlet that was omitted.

The proposed text (which is admittedly awkward) attempts to fix two problems. The first is that the
language adopted for Section 7.3.2.3 in Proposal 14-48 contradicts the figure added for the annex. The text talks about
omitting the outlet if you can protect on the same side of the wall as the outlet you omitted while the annex talks about
omitting the outlet if you can protect on the opposite side of the wall. The latter of these two situations makes much
more sense since the purpose of the outlet at the horizontal exit is to be able to fight fire on the other side of the
horizontal exit.
The second problem that this tries to address is that the outlet that is used should not have to protect the entire

building on the other side of the horizontal exit.  Typically, a horizontal exit serves as one of many means of egress in a
large building. There are frequently other outlets on the other side of the wall.  In order to omit an outlet at a horizontal
exit, the user should not have to be able to cover the whole building on the other side from the outlet that is being used,
they should only have to be able to protect what would have been covered by the omitted outlet.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-24     Log #37

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Kenneth E. Isman, National Fire Sprinkler Association, Inc.

14-49
Reject Proposal 14-49 and go back to the previous edition text.

This is a step backwards for NFPA 14. Years ago, we had serious trouble with the “100 ft of hose and
30 ft of throw” concept because people were getting into all kinds of disagreements about how to measure around
corners and dealing with speculative buildings and little closets near the end of the travel distance. At that time, the
committee agreed to simplify things a bit and make the standard easier to enforce. It was agreed that we were losing a
little bit in the last few feet, but it was not anything that people were concerned about given the greater good and having
a document that was much easier to understand and enforce.  Now the committee is throwing away progress and going
back to a situations where the users will get into heated disagreements with enforcement authorities over issues that
make very little difference since these small hoses should only be used in limited circumstances anyway.
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-25     Log #29

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Doug Hohbein, Northcentral Regional Fire Code Development Committee

14-50
Revise text to read as follows:

Class III systems shall be provided with 1½ in. (40 mm) hose connections as required for
both Class I and Class II systems.

Where the building is protected throughout by an approved automatic sprinkler system in accordance with
NFPA 13, , and NFPA 13R,

Class II hose stations for use by trained
personnel shall not be required, subject to the approval of the local fire department and the authority having jurisdiction,
provided that each Class I hose connection is 2½ in. (65 mm) and is equipped with a 2½ in. × 1½ in. (65 mm × 40 mm)
reducer and a cap attached with a chain.

The 130 ft (39.7 m) travel distance limitation shall not apply to Class III systems.
For Class III systems installed without hose, the fire flow, pressure, and duration requirements shall be as

specified for Class I systems.
This proposal, along with other proposals, was an attempt to simplify and modernize the standpipe

requirements. They would also gain consistency with NFPA 13. These proposals were rejected during the ROP phase of
the document cycle. We ask reconsideration based on the previous substantiation, the additional substantiation
provided in this submittal and in the Explanation of Negative by Technical Committee Member Peter Schwab.
The current NFPA 14 requirements are incongruent with modern firefighting practices. Fire departments use

standpipes for firefighting operations. The most common applications are 2½ inch hoselines for master stream
firefighting, 1½ inch hoselines for smaller compartment fires (such as room and contents fires), and 1½ inch hoselines
for mop-up operations (typically after sprinkler-controlled fires).
In the current NFPA 14, fire department standpipes are classified as either Class I or Class III. The only apparent

difference is the presence of a 2½ inch by 1½ inch adapter for Class III standpipes. These proposals would merge the
two into a single standpipe classification (Class I) that has all of the features of both existing Class I and Class III
standpipes (2½ inch outlet size with an adapter for 1½ inch or 1¾ inch hoselines). This proposal allows fire departments
to connect to standpipes with 2½ inch hose, 1¾ inch hose, 1½ inch hose, or a gated wye (all are common standpipe
bundle arrangements utilized by modern fire departments).
Class II (occupant use) standpipe systems and hose stations stay the same. Although there is a seriously diminished

role for occupant use standpipes from 50-60 years ago, this submittal acknowledges that there are still places, albeit
rare, where the building, fire or life safety codes  mandate there installation.
The changes to Class III standpipes incorporate a concept from NFPA 13 referred to as small hose connections

(sometimes called convenience hose connections). Small hose connection are used following sprinkler-controlled fires
where relatively small amounts of water under normal pressure are used for mop-up purposes, extinguishing spot fires,
and for salvage and overhaul purposes. Since these are not being used for interior compartment firefighting, the flows
and pressures dictated by the current NFPA 14 requirements are not necessary. One of the common applications of
small hose connections in NFPA 13 is for mop-up in storage occupancies following sprinkler controlled fires.
In the rejection statement it was suggested that the change needs to be made in other codes (specifically the building

code) first. This is a specious argument and something akin to a “chicken or egg” discussion. NFPA 14 controls the
definitions for standpipe classes, not the model building or fire codes. Once this change is made to NFPA 14, the other
model codes will follow with changing their definitions and the application of those definitions. Even in many of the
modern fire and building codes, the requirements for standpipes for interior compartment firefighting allow either Class I
or Class III; a recognition that under NFPA 14 they are basically the same thing.
With these proposed definition changes, standpipe classifications become simpler: Class I standpipes become

firefighting standpipe systems, Class II standpipes become occupant use and fire brigade standpipe systems, and Class
III standpipes become water supplies for mop-up operations. Even if the committee does not agree with the concept of
making small hose connections into a new Class III standpipe, we urge that you at least accept in principle (in part) the
combining of the existing Class I and III standpipes into a new Class I, having Class II remain occupant use and fire
brigade standpipes, and eliminate Class III standpipes altogether.

There are still jurisdictions both in the United States and other countries that use and apply
different model codes in different ways. Some including Canada and Panama require class III standpipe systems
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inclusive of fire hose and nozzle. As stated in the ROP, CLASS I, II, III standpipes need to be maintained for consistency
with the IBC, local codes and other international codes and practices.

19Printed on  4/16/2012



Report on Comments  –  November 2012 NFPA 14
_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-26     Log #30

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Doug Hohbein, Northcentral Regional Fire Code Development Committee

14-54
Revise text to read as follows:

Class I and Class III standpipes shall be at least 4 in. (100 mm) in size.
Standpipes that are part of a combined system shall be at least 6 in. (150 mm) in size.

Where the building is protected throughout by an approved automatic sprinkler system in accordance with NFPA
13, , and NFPA 13R,

, the minimum standpipe size for Class I or II
standpipes shall be 4 in. (100 mm) for hydraulically calculated systems.

Branch lines for Class I or II standpipes shall be sized based on the hydraulic criteria established in Section 7.8
and Section 7.10 but not less than 2½ in. (65 mm).

Class III standpipes shall be at least 1½ in. (40 mm) in size.
This proposal, along with other proposals, was an attempt to simplify and modernize the standpipe

requirements. They would also gain consistency with NFPA 13. These proposals were rejected during the ROP phase of
the document cycle. We ask reconsideration based on the previous substantiation, the additional substantiation
provided in this submittal and in the Explanation of Negative by Technical Committee Member Peter Schwab.
The current NFPA 14 requirements are incongruent with modern firefighting practices. Fire departments use

standpipes for firefighting operations. The most common applications are 2½ inch hoselines for master stream
firefighting, 1½ inch hoselines for smaller compartment fires (such as room and contents fires), and 1½ inch hoselines
for mop-up operations (typically after sprinkler-controlled fires).
In the current NFPA 14, fire department standpipes are classified as either Class I or Class III. The only apparent

difference is the presence of a 2½ inch by 1½ inch adapter for Class III standpipes. These proposals would merge the
two into a single standpipe classification (Class I) that has all of the features of both existing Class I and Class III
standpipes (2½ inch outlet size with an adapter for 1½ inch or 1¾ inch hoselines). This proposal allows fire departments
to connect to standpipes with 2½ inch hose, 1¾ inch hose, 1½ inch hose, or a gated wye (all are common standpipe
bundle arrangements utilized by modern fire departments).
Class II (occupant use) standpipe systems and hose stations stay the same. Although there is a seriously diminished

role for occupant use standpipes from 50-60 years ago, this submittal acknowledges that there are still places, albeit
rare, where the building, fire or life safety codes  mandate there installation.
The changes to Class III standpipes incorporate a concept from NFPA 13 referred to as small hose connections

(sometimes called convenience hose connections). Small hose connection are used following sprinkler-controlled fires
where relatively small amounts of water under normal pressure are used for mop-up purposes, extinguishing spot fires,
and for salvage and overhaul purposes. Since these are not being used for interior compartment firefighting, the flows
and pressures dictated by the current NFPA 14 requirements are not necessary. One of the common applications of
small hose connections in NFPA 13 is for mop-up in storage occupancies following sprinkler controlled fires.
In the rejection statement it was suggested that the change needs to be made in other codes (specifically the building

code) first. This is a specious argument and something akin to a “chicken or egg” discussion. NFPA 14 controls the
definitions for standpipe classes, not the model building or fire codes. Once this change is made to NFPA 14, the other
model codes will follow with changing their definitions and the application of those definitions. Even in many of the
modern fire and building codes, the requirements for standpipes for interior compartment firefighting allow either Class I
or Class III; a recognition that under NFPA 14 they are basically the same thing.
With these proposed definition changes, standpipe classifications become simpler: Class I standpipes become

firefighting standpipe systems, Class II standpipes become occupant use and fire brigade standpipe systems, and Class
III standpipes become water supplies for mop-up operations. Even if the committee does not agree with the concept of
making small hose connections into a new Class III standpipe, we urge that you at least accept in principle (in part) the
combining of the existing Class I and III standpipes into a new Class I, having Class II remain occupant use and fire
brigade standpipes, and eliminate Class III standpipes altogether.

There are still jurisdictions both in the United States and other countries that use and apply
different model codes in different ways. Some including Canada and Panama require class III standpipe systems
inclusive of fire hose and nozzle. As stated in the ROP, CLASS I, II, III standpipes need to be maintained for consistency
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with the IBC, local codes and other international codes and practices.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-27     Log #39

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Kenneth E. Isman, National Fire Sprinkler Association, Inc.

14-55
Accept Proposal 14-55.

The committee has failed to clarify the standard, which can be interpreted two ways. Depending on
which way you interpret the standard, there may be a difference of several psi. The committee needs to make some kind
of change. If they don’t like this change, they can make another one.  But they have to do something. The current text
says that the pressure needs to be provided “at the outlet”. If I am a water droplet inside the riser and about to make the
turn to go into the hose connection, I am “at the outlet”. If I am a water droplet that has just entered the hose, I am “at
the outlet”. Yet these two conditions are a few feet and a few psi apart. The standard needs to be clarified to be clear as
to which of these conditions is the minimum requirement.

The language in Section 7.8.1 clearly states that the required pressure is to be provided at the
outlet of the most remote hose connection.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-28     Log #19

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Peter T. Schwab, Wayne Automatic Fire Sprinklers, Inc.

14-55
Add new Section 7.8.1.1 and Section 7.8.1.1.1 and renumber as follows:

The pressure loss in the hose shall be calculated using Table 8.3.1.3.
The valve manufacturer’s friction loss data shall be permitted to be used when published.

Modify Table 8.3.1.3 as follows:
Change Globe Valve to read Globe (Straight) Hose Valve
Change Angle Valve to read Angle Hose Valve

Since the committee rejected Log #14-55 and made it clear that the valve needs to be calculated,
simply pointing to an annex note is inappropriate. This requirement belongs in the body of the standard.

Add new Section 7.8.1.1 and Section 7.8.1.1.1 and renumber as follows:
The pressure loss in the hose valve shall be calculated using Table 8.3.1.3.

The valve manufacturer’s friction loss data shall be permitted to be used when published.
Modify Table 8.3.1.3 to read as follows:
Change Globe Valve to read Globe (Straight) Hose Valve
Change Angle Valve to read Angle or Hose Valve

Minor editorial clarifications.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-29     Log #18

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Peter T. Schwab, Wayne Automatic Fire Sprinklers, Inc.

14-43
Update Annex figures as stated in ROP. No figures shown in the ROP.

Provide annex figures.

Figures do not require updating per the action taken on Comment 14-17 (Log #33) which
eliminated item (10).
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-30     Log #2

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
David R. Hague, Liberty Mutual Property Risk Engineering

14-57
Reconsider the proposal and accept.

The NFPA 20 Technical Committee has processed their Report on Comments (ROC) and is presently
proposing to require all fire pumps to be located in the same room.  The NFPA 14 Committee should revise language in
NFPA 14 to be consistent with the requirements in NFPA 20. While vertical staging of fire pumps is necessary to deliver
the required flow and pressure for standpipe systems in highrise buildings, NFPA 14 should not specify how fire pumps
are designed and installed.

At the request of the submitter.
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-31     Log #31

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Doug Hohbein, Northcentral Regional Fire Code Development Committee

14-59
Revise text to read as follows:

.
For Class I and Class III systems, the minimum flow rate for the hydraulically most remote standpipe shall

be 500 gpm (1893 L/min), through two 2½ in. (65 mm) outlets at one locations, and the calculation procedure shall be in
accordance with Section 7.10.1.2.

Where a horizontal standpipe on a Class I and Class III system supplies three or more hose connections
on any floor, the minimum flow rate for the hydraulically most demanding horizontal standpipe shall be 750 gpm (2840
L/min), and the calculation procedure shall be in accordance with Section 7.10.1.2.

This proposal, along with other proposals, was an attempt to simplify and modernize the standpipe
requirements. They would also gain consistency with NFPA 13. These proposals were rejected during the ROP phase of
the document cycle. We ask reconsideration based on the previous substantiation, the additional substantiation
provided in this submittal and in the Explanation of Negative by Technical Committee Member Peter Schwab.
The current NFPA 14 requirements are incongruent with modern firefighting practices. Fire departments use

standpipes for firefighting operations. The most common applications are 2½ inch hoselines for master stream
firefighting, 1½ inch hoselines for smaller compartment fires (such as room and contents fires), and 1½ inch hoselines
for mop-up operations (typically after sprinkler-controlled fires).
In the current NFPA 14, fire department standpipes are classified as either Class I or Class III. The only apparent

difference is the presence of a 2½ inch by 1½ inch adapter for Class III standpipes. These proposals would merge the
two into a single standpipe classification (Class I) that has all of the features of both existing Class I and Class III
standpipes (2½ inch outlet size with an adapter for 1½ inch or 1¾ inch hoselines). This proposal allows fire departments
to connect to standpipes with 2½ inch hose, 1¾ inch hose, 1½ inch hose, or a gated wye (all are common standpipe
bundle arrangements utilized by modern fire departments).
Class II (occupant use) standpipe systems and hose stations stay the same. Although there is a seriously diminished

role for occupant use standpipes from 50-60 years ago, this submittal acknowledges that there are still places, albeit
rare, where the building, fire or life safety codes  mandate there installation.
The changes to Class III standpipes incorporate a concept from NFPA 13 referred to as small hose connections

(sometimes called convenience hose connections). Small hose connection are used following sprinkler-controlled fires
where relatively small amounts of water under normal pressure are used for mop-up purposes, extinguishing spot fires,
and for salvage and overhaul purposes. Since these are not being used for interior compartment firefighting, the flows
and pressures dictated by the current NFPA 14 requirements are not necessary. One of the common applications of
small hose connections in NFPA 13 is for mop-up in storage occupancies following sprinkler controlled fires.
In the rejection statement it was suggested that the change needs to be made in other codes (specifically the building

code) first. This is a specious argument and something akin to a “chicken or egg” discussion. NFPA 14 controls the
definitions for standpipe classes, not the model building or fire codes. Once this change is made to NFPA 14, the other
model codes will follow with changing their definitions and the application of those definitions. Even in many of the
modern fire and building codes, the requirements for standpipes for interior compartment firefighting allow either Class I
or Class III; a recognition that under NFPA 14 they are basically the same thing.
With these proposed definition changes, standpipe classifications become simpler: Class I standpipes become

firefighting standpipe systems, Class II standpipes become occupant use and fire brigade standpipe systems, and Class
III standpipes become water supplies for mop-up operations. Even if the committee does not agree with the concept of
making small hose connections into a new Class III standpipe, we urge that you at least accept in principle (in part) the
combining of the existing Class I and III standpipes into a new Class I, having Class II remain occupant use and fire
brigade standpipes, and eliminate Class III standpipes altogether.

There are still jurisdictions both in the United States and other countries that use and apply
different model codes in different ways. Some including Canada and Panama require class III standpipe systems
inclusive of fire hose and nozzle. As stated in the ROP, CLASS I, II, III standpipes need to be maintained for consistency
with the IBC, local codes and other international codes and practices.
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-32     Log #8

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
James M. Feld, University of California

14-61
Reject the original proposal.

The most significant difference between a fire sprinkler system designed in accordance with NFPA 13
and NFPA 13R is that NFPA 13R systems do not have sprinklers protecting the attic. An attic fire can be an extremely
serious fire for fire fighters. Maintaining the 1,250 gpm maximum requirement for NFPA 13R systems (as such buildings
are not protected throughout) is very important. Most of these buildings do not have 4 stairwells so the maximum
standpipe demand would still be 1,000 gpm.
Fires in attics of hotels have resulted in serious damage. The Courtyard by Marriott in Peoria IL (5/19/2004) and the

Holiday Inn in Pekin IL (10/23/2009) are examples of hotel attic fires resulting in extensive damage. Although the
Holiday Inn fire may not have had an active fire sprinkler system, the result of this attic would be the same as a NFPA
13R would not have had sprinkler protection in the attic.
NFPA 13R Systems are described as "life safety" systems and are not intended for property protection. Therefore, in

buildings protected with an NFPA 13R sprinkler.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-33     Log #17

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Peter T. Schwab, Wayne Automatic Fire Sprinklers, Inc.

14-66
Add new Section 7.11.2.2 and renumber to read as follows:

When acceptable to the AHJ, the lowest hose connection shall be permitted to be used as the main drain.
If the committee feels that a hose valve is acceptable as an auxiliary drain then why cannot it be used

as a main drain where allowed?
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-34     Log #9

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
James M. Feld, University of California

14-70
Reject the original proposal.

While there may be instances where more than 250 gpm can be supplied to a single FDC inlet, there
are a significant number where the 250 gpm per FDC inlet would be barely acceptable. While there may be instances
where a single 2½ in. FDC inlet can supply 1,000 gpm, the logistics of getting the 1,000 gpm to that inlet may be beyond
the capability of the fire apparatus and water supply system.
NFPA 14 allows a fire hydrant to be located 100 feet from a FDC. This does not necessarily mean that the fire

apparatus will be located immediately adjacent to the FDC with 100 feet of supply hose between the fire apparatus and
the hydrant and 50 feet of 2½ in. hose from the fire apparatus to the FDC. The fire apparatus may be located at the fire
hydrant with 150 feet of 2½ in. to the FDC. 150 feet of hose is necessary as hose does not lay out in a straight line.
Consider the hydraulics for a1,000 gpm demand for a FDC with two 2½ in. inlets:
1) Demand at FDC inlet = 150 psi
2) 2 lengths of 150 ft of 2W hose each flowing 500 gpm = 75 psi
3) Pressure required at fire apparatus = 225 psi
4) Fire Apparatus rated at 1,000 gpm can pump 1,000 gpm at 150 psi thus needing an additional 75 psi at the pump

suction.
5) With the fire apparatus positioned at the fire hydrant, assume a 25 ft section of 4" hose from the hydrant to the fire

apparatus. Pressure loss at 1,000 gpm = 5 psi
6) Pressure loss in the hydrant and hydrant lateral at 1,000 gpm can be as much as 10 psi
7) Required pump suction pressure = 75 psi
Pressure loss from hydrant to pump = 5 psi
Pressure loss in hydrant/lateral = 10 psi
Required flow and pressure from the water distribution system = 1,000 gpm at 90 psi plus a pressure loss due to

elevation where the hydrant is lower than the FDC.
Many water distribution systems have a static pressure of less than 90 psi let alone at 1,000 gpm.
Requiring one FDC inlet for each 250 gpm demand would reduce the 75 psi to approximately 13 psi and the water

distribution system requirement to 1,000 gpm at 28 psi.   This is a very significant difference.
If the fire apparatus is rated at 1,500 gpm, it can supply 1,050 gpm at 200 psi. The results in a water distribution

system requirement of 1,000 gpm at 40 psi + elevation pressure loss. While this is more easily attained than the
scenario using a 1,000 gpm rated apparatus, it does not cover all possibilities. Not all fire departments use LDH hose as
a supply line. Some use 3" supply hose at approximately 80 psi loss per 100 feet of hose. And there are many more
scenarios where supplying the FDC cannot be readily achieved.
NFPA 14 cannot dictate to the fire departments what apparatus to buy or use and the diameter of hose to buy or use.

NFPA 14 cannot dictate where to position the fire apparatus or even that an additional fire apparatus be located at the
fire hydrant to boost the pressure. Many fire departments will position the fire apparatus as far from the building as
possible due to not only falling glass or a collapsing structure, but also to allow additional fire apparatus to position
closer to facilitate fire suppression operations (i.e., truck/ladder companies). Many fire department budgets are strained
and cannot commit additional resources of apparatus and manpower.
In addition, having 4 FDC inlets for a 1,000 gpm demand allows for a safety factor. If one hose breaks, there is a

greater possibility of providing a 1,000 gpm system demand than if there were only 2 FDC inlets and one hose line
breaks resulting in all 1,000 gpm being supplied by a single hose line.
All of the above scenarios become more problematic if the standpipe demand is 1,250 gpm.
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-35     Log #38

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Kenneth E. Isman, National Fire Sprinkler Association, Inc.

14-70
Reject Proposal 14-70 and return to the language of the previous edition.

The sizing information for 2½ inch connections was there to help contractors understand how many
inlets to provide for firefighting operations, not only for testing. While we understand that under prime conditions, more
than 250 gpm can be forced through a 2½ inch connection, we don’t always know that those prime conditions are
always going to be present. This rule provided a simple, standardized, easy-to-meet rule on how to arrange an FDC.
There is no reason to remove it. Without this information, we return to the days when enforcement authorities argued
with contractors over how to meet the performance criteria of what they need to meet “system demand”.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-36     Log #10

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
James M. Feld, University of California

14-71
Reject the original proposal.

Simply requiring the number of FDC inlets to be based on hydraulic calculations is not adequate.
There are many variables in such calculations and the most conservative scenario may not be considered. In addition,
having 4 FDC inlets for a 1,000 gpm demand allows for a safety factor if one hose breaks there is a greater possibility of
providing a 1,000 gpm system demand than if there were only 2 FDC inlets and one hose line breaks resulting in all
1,000 gpm being supplied by a single hose line.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-37     Log #CC4

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Technical Committee on Standpipes,

14-70
Add new section 7.12.3.2 and 7.12.3.3 to read as follows:

The inlets required by 7.12.3 shall be permitted to be provided on multiple fire department connections.
The inlets required by 7.12.3 shall be permitted to be located in multiple locations as allowed by the AHJ.

Clarifies the size and placement requirements for fire department connections and allows the flow from
multiple fire department connections to be utilized for the quantity of inlets for a building.
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-38     Log #11

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
James M. Feld, University of California

14-72
Add the following items to the list:

Scale and graphical representation of the scale
Hose valve - Manufacturer and model
Pressure reducing valve(s) - manufacturer and model
Required pressure at hose valve outlet
Location of hose valves used in the hydraulic calculations
Standpipe system demand (flow and pressure) at:

a) FDC inlet
b) Fire pump discharge flange
c) Water supply tank discharge
d) Water supply source if different from the above.

These items are needed to facilitate plan review, acceptance testing, and periodic testing.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-39     Log #16

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Peter T. Schwab, Wayne Automatic Fire Sprinklers, Inc.

14-72
Revise text to read as follows:

(5) For automatic and semi-automatic standpipe systems, size of city main in street and whether dead end…..
(6) For automatic and semi-automatic standpipe systems, other sources of supply, with pressure and elevation.
(8) For automatic and semi-automatic standpipe systems, water supply capacity information including:
(2) c Static pressure, psi (bar)
(20) For automatic and semi-automatic standpipe systems, Size and location of hydrants including static and residual

hydrants used in flow tests.
Add new text to read as follows:
(22) Pressure required at the fire department connection

Some of this data does not apply when using a manual wet or dry standpipe.

Accept numbers 5, 6, 8 and 20.
Revise text to read as follows:
(5) For automatic and semi-automatic standpipe systems, size of city main in street and whether dead end…..
(6) For automatic and semi-automatic standpipe systems, other sources of supply, with pressure and elevation.
(8) For automatic and semi-automatic standpipe systems, water supply capacity information including:
(2) (c)Static pressure, psi (bar)
(20) For automatic and semi-automatic standpipe systems, Size and location of hydrants including static and residual

hydrants used in flow tests.

(22) Pressure required at the fire department connection
Numbers 5, 6, 8 and 20 clarify that the water supply information is only required for automatic

and semi-automatic systems. The FDC pressure demand was included in Comment 14-34 (Log #11).
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-40     Log #32

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Doug Hohbein, Northcentral Regional Fire Code Development Committee

14-74
Revise text to read as follows:

The water supply shall be capable of providing the system
demand established by Sections 7.8 and 7.10 for at least 30 minutes.

This proposal, along with other proposals, was an attempt to simplify and modernize the standpipe
requirements. They would also gain consistency with NFPA 13. These proposals were rejected during the ROP phase of
the document cycle. We ask reconsideration based on the previous substantiation, the additional substantiation
provided in this submittal and in the Explanation of Negative by Technical Committee Member Peter Schwab.
The current NFPA 14 requirements are incongruent with modern firefighting practices. Fire departments use

standpipes for firefighting operations. The most common applications are 2½ inch hoselines for master stream
firefighting, 1½ inch hoselines for smaller compartment fires (such as room and contents fires), and 1½ inch hoselines
for mop-up operations (typically after sprinkler-controlled fires).
In the current NFPA 14, fire department standpipes are classified as either Class I or Class III. The only apparent

difference is the presence of a 2½ inch by 1½ inch adapter for Class III standpipes. These proposals would merge the
two into a single standpipe classification (Class I) that has all of the features of both existing Class I and Class III
standpipes (2½ inch outlet size with an adapter for 1½ inch or 1¾ inch hoselines). This proposal allows fire departments
to connect to standpipes with 2½ inch hose, 1¾ inch hose, 1½ inch hose, or a gated wye (all are common standpipe
bundle arrangements utilized by modern fire departments).
Class II (occupant use) standpipe systems and hose stations stay the same. Although there is a seriously diminished

role for occupant use standpipes from 50-60 years ago, this submittal acknowledges that there are still places, albeit
rare, where the building, fire or life safety codes  mandate there installation.
The changes to Class III standpipes incorporate a concept from NFPA 13 referred to as small hose connections

(sometimes called convenience hose connections). Small hose connection are used following sprinkler-controlled fires
where relatively small amounts of water under normal pressure are used for mop-up purposes, extinguishing spot fires,
and for salvage and overhaul purposes. Since these are not being used for interior compartment firefighting, the flows
and pressures dictated by the current NFPA 14 requirements are not necessary. One of the common applications of
small hose connections in NFPA 13 is for mop-up in storage occupancies following sprinkler controlled fires.
In the rejection statement it was suggested that the change needs to be made in other codes (specifically the building

code) first. This is a specious argument and something akin to a “chicken or egg” discussion. NFPA 14 controls the
definitions for standpipe classes, not the model building or fire codes. Once this change is made to NFPA 14, the other
model codes will follow with changing their definitions and the application of those definitions. Even in many of the
modern fire and building codes, the requirements for standpipes for interior compartment firefighting allow either Class I
or Class III; a recognition that under NFPA 14 they are basically the same thing.
With these proposed definition changes, standpipe classifications become simpler: Class I standpipes become

firefighting standpipe systems, Class II standpipes become occupant use and fire brigade standpipe systems, and Class
III standpipes become water supplies for mop-up operations. Even if the committee does not agree with the concept of
making small hose connections into a new Class III standpipe, we urge that you at least accept in principle (in part) the
combining of the existing Class I and III standpipes into a new Class I, having Class II remain occupant use and fire
brigade standpipes, and eliminate Class III standpipes altogether.

There are still jurisdictions both in the United States and other countries that use and apply
different model codes in different ways. Some including Canada and Panama require class III standpipe systems
inclusive of fire hose and nozzle. As stated in the ROP, CLASS I, II, III standpipes need to be maintained for consistency
with the IBC, local codes and other international codes and practices.
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-41     Log #3

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
David R. Hague, Liberty Mutual Property Risk Engineering

14-77
Revise the Contractors Material and Test Certificate for Aboveground Piping, Figure 11.1.3(a) as

follows:
– Remove the words “Yes” for each system type and move the check box to the left of the system

type.
– After each storage tank type, add space to indicate capacity in gallons i.e.:

“Gravity Tank ____ (gals.)”
Verified by copy of the Underground test form no. 85b?

– remove the note as it no longer applies and is misleading.
Proposed revisions are editorial to coordinate current test requirements in the standard with those

listed on the form.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-42     Log #15

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Peter T. Schwab, Wayne Automatic Fire Sprinklers, Inc.

14-8
Delete all of Section 11.8.3 except change Section 11.8.3 to read as follows:

A copy of NFPA 25,
shall be provided to the owner.

Delete annex A.11.8.3(4).
I do not agree with the new requirements in Section 11.8.3 and its annex. The subsections (1) through

(4) should not be included in this standard. These are items that should be required via contractual agreements between
the owner and contractor. Also, the reference for consideration to maintain spare parts should not be in this standard,
whether in the annex or body. This is an owner’s decision and this language belongs in NFPA 25 if anywhere. From a
real world perspective, there are not many components that cannot be procured in a quick fashion. Also, where does it
stop? For every PRV valve I should have one on hand?

Revise text to read as follows:
Record Drawings, Test reports, and Manuals, and Spare Parts

Delete annex Section A.11.8.3(4):
Consideration should be given to stocking spare parts for critical items not readily available.

The guidance with respect to spare parts is too ambiguous.
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________
14-43     Log #CC2

_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Technical Committee on Standpipes,

14-88
Revise section A.7.3.2(5) to read as follows:

Access to the roof can be via a stairwell that terminates at the roof level. Access could also be a permanent
ladder, permanent ladder rungs or a pull down stair with roof hatch. See figure A.7.3.2 (5) for an example of roof outlets.

Clarification was needed to what constitutes access to the roof.
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