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M E M O R A N D U M 

 
(AMENDMENT) 

 
 

TO: Technical Committee on Animal Housing Facilities 
 
FROM: Tracy Golinveaux, Staff Liaison 
 
DATE: June 15, 2012 
 
SUBJECT: Proposed 2013 Edition of NFPA 150, Standard on Fire and Life Safety in Animal Housing Facilities, 

Letter Ballot on Amendment 150-1 
 _______________________________________________________________________________________________   
 
At the June 2012 Technical Session, held June 13-14, 2012, NFPA 150 was amended by the acceptance of the following: 
 
Amendment: Accept Proposals 150-11, 150-13, 150-14 and 150-15 
 
In accordance with Section 4.7 of the Regulations Governing Committee Projects, the committee must now be balloted on 
the Association meeting action. Should the ballot not pass, the wording of that portion of the Report affected by the 
amendment would return to the text of the previous edition, if any. If there is no previous edition text, the text is simply 
deleted. 
 
Please review this item, complete the attached ballot, and return it to NFPA as soon as possible, but no later than June 28, 
2012.  If you disagree or abstain on an amendment please indicate your reason(s) for doing so.  
 
The transcripts from the Annual 2012 Association Technical Meeting (June 13 and June 14) will be available within two 
weeks at: http://www.nfpa.org/itemDetail.asp?categoryID=1424&itemID=33784 
 
Note: Please remember that the return of ballots and attendance at Committee Meetings is required in accordance 
with Section 3.1.3.1 of the Regulations Governing Committee Projects. 
 
 
 

 



Proposal 150-11 Accept

150-11 Log #14  Final Action: Reject
(9.8)

Submitter: Joe Scibetta, BuildingReports
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

9.8 Special Requirements for Category A Animals
9.8.1 Sprinkler Systems. Animal housing facilities with Category A animals 

or Category B animals shall be sprinklered throughout in accordance with 
Section 9.2. I

9.8.2 Smoke Control Systems. Animal housing facilities with Category A 
animals or Category B animals shall have a smoke control system unless 
modified as approved by the AHJ.
Substantiation: In 2009, horse stable fires in Chesapeake City, Maryland 
and Lebanon, Ohio resulted in a combined death toll of two humans and 
fifty horses and a property loss value in the millions of dollars. Those 
tragic losses reveal that, 30 years after NFPA 150 was first published, 
animal housing fire disasters remain a very real threat to both animals and 
the humans who care for them. One problem that currently needs to be 
addressed in NFPA 150 in order to further mitigate loss of life and property 
is that sprinkler and smoke control system requirements are limited to 
Category A animals only. While it is true that Category B animals have 
more mobility than Category A animals and do not pose the same risk 
potential to rescuers, and, as such, can more easily be moved to a safer 
location, Category B animals are still helpless in the event of a fire. It 
should not be assumed that Category B animals are attended to constantly 
and, therefore, do not need the added protection of sprinkler and smoke 
control systems. In both cases cited above, the fires ignited at an hour of 
the day when no humans were on the premises to facilitate animal rescue. 
According to 4.1.3.1.1. (2), one of the Safety-from-Fire Goals of NFPA 
150 is to “provide an environment for animal occupants inside or adjacent 
to a structure that is reasonably safe from fire.... “ (italics added). And one 
of the objectives of the standard, according to 4.1.3.1.2.1, is that facilities 
be “designed and constructed to protect human and animal occupants not 
intimate with the initial fire development... “. The goals and objectives in 
Section 4 do not exclude either animal category and yet limiting sprinkler 
and smoke control systems to Category A animals does, in fact, exclude 
Category B animals from being fully embraced by those same goals and 
objectives. Extending the requirement for sprinkler systems and smoke 

control systems to Category B animals not only provides a “reasonably safe” 
environment, but would both address the standard’s goals and objectives 
and incorporate both animal categories more fully. An environment for 
Category B animals that can potentially expose them to death-dealing smoke 
and flame in the absence of sprinkler and smoke control systems, cannot be 
deemed reasonably safe. The fire that broke out at Plainridge Racetrack in 
Massachusetts on May 9, 2010 is proof positive of the value of a sprinkler 
system. All 40 horses intimate with the fire were saved because sprinklers 
not only activated but the sprinkler system initiated an alarm as well. 
According to media reports, the fire at Plainridge had the potential to put 
at risk 200 horses and, fortunately, the sprinkler system had been installed 
even though it was not required. By requiring sprinkler and smoke control 
systems in housing for both animal categories, animals and the humans on 
whom they depend stand a greater chance of rescue from fire and, as a 
result, NFPA 150 will more closely adhere to the fundamental principles on 
which it is based, principles which apply to all animal occupants: “ Animals 
are sentient beings with a value greater than that of simple property” and 
“lack the ability of self-preservation when housed in buildings or other 
structures” (A.1.1.1)
Committee Meeting Action: Reject
Committee Statement: The committee is seeking public input on the 
recommendation to require sprinklers for both Category A and B animals. 
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 19 Abstain: 1
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Biel, M., Filippi, M., Hohbein, T., Nappo, T.
Explanation of Abstention: 

SCIBETTA, J.: Given my strong feelings on the issue that this proposal 
addresses, I’m unable to vote affirmatively to reject this proposal. However, 
as I respect and understand the reasoning behind the committee’s decision 
to reject this proposal and seek public input, I do not wish to vote 
negatively. As such, I feel that an abstention would be the best action to 
take at this time.
Comment on Affirmative: 

LOVEMAN, L.: Sprinkler systems and smoke control systems should 
be required in all structures housing a certain number of oxygen-breathing 
animals, especially where there are not enough employees available at all hours 
to evacuate the animals.



Proposal 150-13 Accept

150-13 Log #15  Final Action: Reject
(11.3.7)

Submitter: Joe Scibetta, BuildingReports
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

11.3.7 Special Requirements for Category A Animals. Class 1 animal 
housing facilities with Category A animals or Category B animals shall be in 
accordance with Section 9.8.
Substantiation: In keeping with the proposed changes to Section 9 Paragraph 
8, special requirements for Class 1 Animal Housing Facilities incorporate both 
animal categories.
Committee Meeting Action: Reject
Committee Statement: See committee action and statement on 150-11 
(Log #14).
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20 
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Biel, M., Filippi, M., Hohbein, T., Nappo, T.

Backup Proposal for Committee Statement 150-13

150-11 Log #14  Final Action: Reject
(9.8)

Submitter: Joe Scibetta, BuildingReports
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

9.8 Special Requirements for Category A Animals
9.8.1 Sprinkler Systems. Animal housing facilities with Category A animals 

or Category B animals shall be sprinklered throughout in accordance with 
Section 9.2. I

9.8.2 Smoke Control Systems. Animal housing facilities with Category A 
animals or Category B animals shall have a smoke control system unless 
modified as approved by the AHJ.
Substantiation: In 2009, horse stable fires in Chesapeake City, Maryland 
and Lebanon, Ohio resulted in a combined death toll of two humans and 
fifty horses and a property loss value in the millions of dollars. Those 
tragic losses reveal that, 30 years after NFPA 150 was first published, 
animal housing fire disasters remain a very real threat to both animals and 
the humans who care for them. One problem that currently needs to be 
addressed in NFPA 150 in order to further mitigate loss of life and property 
is that sprinkler and smoke control system requirements are limited to 
Category A animals only. While it is true that Category B animals have 
more mobility than Category A animals and do not pose the same risk 

potential to rescuers, and, as such, can more easily be moved to a safer 
location, Category B animals are still helpless in the event of a fire. It 
should not be assumed that Category B animals are attended to constantly 
and, therefore, do not need the added protection of sprinkler and smoke 
control systems. In both cases cited above, the fires ignited at an hour of 
the day when no humans were on the premises to facilitate animal rescue. 
According to 4.1.3.1.1. (2), one of the Safety-from-Fire Goals of NFPA 
150 is to “provide an environment for animal occupants inside or adjacent 
to a structure that is reasonably safe from fire.... “ (italics added). And one 
of the objectives of the standard, according to 4.1.3.1.2.1, is that facilities 
be “designed and constructed to protect human and animal occupants not 
intimate with the initial fire development... “. The goals and objectives in 
Section 4 do not exclude either animal category and yet limiting sprinkler 
and smoke control systems to Category A animals does, in fact, exclude 
Category B animals from being fully embraced by those same goals and 
objectives. Extending the requirement for sprinkler systems and smoke 
control systems to Category B animals not only provides a “reasonably safe” 
environment, but would both address the standard’s goals and objectives 
and incorporate both animal categories more fully. An environment for 
Category B animals that can potentially expose them to death-dealing smoke 
and flame in the absence of sprinkler and smoke control systems, cannot be 
deemed reasonably safe. The fire that broke out at Plainridge Racetrack in 
Massachusetts on May 9, 2010 is proof positive of the value of a sprinkler 
system. All 40 horses intimate with the fire were saved because sprinklers 
not only activated but the sprinkler system initiated an alarm as well. 
According to media reports, the fire at Plainridge had the potential to put 
at risk 200 horses and, fortunately, the sprinkler system had been installed 
even though it was not required. By requiring sprinkler and smoke control 
systems in housing for both animal categories, animals and the humans on 
whom they depend stand a greater chance of rescue from fire and, as a 
result, NFPA 150 will more closely adhere to the fundamental principles on 
which it is based, principles which apply to all animal occupants: “ Animals 
are sentient beings with a value greater than that of simple property” and 
“lack the ability of self-preservation when housed in buildings or other 
structures” (A.1.1.1)
Committee Meeting Action: Reject
Committee Statement: The committee is seeking public input on the 
recommendation to require sprinklers for both Category A and B animals. 
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 19 Abstain: 1
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Biel, M., Filippi, M., Hohbein, T., Nappo, T.
Explanation of Abstention: 

SCIBETTA, J.: Given my strong feelings on the issue that this proposal 
addresses, I’m unable to vote affirmatively to reject this proposal. However, 
as I respect and understand the reasoning behind the committee’s decision 
to reject this proposal and seek public input, I do not wish to vote 
negatively. As such, I feel that an abstention would be the best action to 
take at this time.
Comment on Affirmative: 

LOVEMAN, L.: Sprinkler systems and smoke control systems should 
be required in all structures housing a certain number of oxygen-breathing 
animals, especially where there are not enough employees available at all hours 
to evacuate the animals.



Proposal 150-14 Accept

150-14 Log #16  Final Action: Reject
(12.3.7)

Submitter: Joe Scibetta, BuildingReports
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

12.3.7 Special Requirements for Category A Animals. Class 2 animal 
housing facilities with Category A animals or Category B animals shall be in 
accordance with Section 9.8. 
Substantiation: In keeping with the proposed changes to Section 9 Paragraph 
8, special requirements for Class 2 Animal Housing Facilities should 
incorporate both animal categories.
Committee Meeting Action: Reject
Committee Statement: See committee action and statement on 150-11 
(Log #14).
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20 
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Biel, M., Filippi, M., Hohbein, T., Nappo, T.

Backup Proposal for Committee Statement 150-14

150-11 Log #14  Final Action: Reject
(9.8)

Submitter: Joe Scibetta, BuildingReports
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

9.8 Special Requirements for Category A Animals
9.8.1 Sprinkler Systems. Animal housing facilities with Category A animals 

or Category B animals shall be sprinklered throughout in accordance with 
Section 9.2. I

9.8.2 Smoke Control Systems. Animal housing facilities with Category A 
animals or Category B animals shall have a smoke control system unless 
modified as approved by the AHJ.
Substantiation: In 2009, horse stable fires in Chesapeake City, Maryland 
and Lebanon, Ohio resulted in a combined death toll of two humans and 
fifty horses and a property loss value in the millions of dollars. Those 
tragic losses reveal that, 30 years after NFPA 150 was first published, 
animal housing fire disasters remain a very real threat to both animals and 
the humans who care for them. One problem that currently needs to be 
addressed in NFPA 150 in order to further mitigate loss of life and property 
is that sprinkler and smoke control system requirements are limited to 
Category A animals only. While it is true that Category B animals have 
more mobility than Category A animals and do not pose the same risk 
potential to rescuers, and, as such, can more easily be moved to a safer 
location, Category B animals are still helpless in the event of a fire. It 
should not be assumed that Category B animals are attended to constantly 

and, therefore, do not need the added protection of sprinkler and smoke 
control systems. In both cases cited above, the fires ignited at an hour of 
the day when no humans were on the premises to facilitate animal rescue. 
According to 4.1.3.1.1. (2), one of the Safety-from-Fire Goals of NFPA 
150 is to “provide an environment for animal occupants inside or adjacent 
to a structure that is reasonably safe from fire.... “ (italics added). And one 
of the objectives of the standard, according to 4.1.3.1.2.1, is that facilities 
be “designed and constructed to protect human and animal occupants not 
intimate with the initial fire development... “. The goals and objectives in 
Section 4 do not exclude either animal category and yet limiting sprinkler 
and smoke control systems to Category A animals does, in fact, exclude 
Category B animals from being fully embraced by those same goals and 
objectives. Extending the requirement for sprinkler systems and smoke 
control systems to Category B animals not only provides a “reasonably safe” 
environment, but would both address the standard’s goals and objectives 
and incorporate both animal categories more fully. An environment for 
Category B animals that can potentially expose them to death-dealing smoke 
and flame in the absence of sprinkler and smoke control systems, cannot be 
deemed reasonably safe. The fire that broke out at Plainridge Racetrack in 
Massachusetts on May 9, 2010 is proof positive of the value of a sprinkler 
system. All 40 horses intimate with the fire were saved because sprinklers 
not only activated but the sprinkler system initiated an alarm as well. 
According to media reports, the fire at Plainridge had the potential to put 
at risk 200 horses and, fortunately, the sprinkler system had been installed 
even though it was not required. By requiring sprinkler and smoke control 
systems in housing for both animal categories, animals and the humans on 
whom they depend stand a greater chance of rescue from fire and, as a 
result, NFPA 150 will more closely adhere to the fundamental principles on 
which it is based, principles which apply to all animal occupants: “ Animals 
are sentient beings with a value greater than that of simple property” and 
“lack the ability of self-preservation when housed in buildings or other 
structures” (A.1.1.1)
Committee Meeting Action: Reject
Committee Statement: The committee is seeking public input on the 
recommendation to require sprinklers for both Category A and B animals. 
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 19 Abstain: 1
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Biel, M., Filippi, M., Hohbein, T., Nappo, T.
Explanation of Abstention: 

SCIBETTA, J.: Given my strong feelings on the issue that this proposal 
addresses, I’m unable to vote affirmatively to reject this proposal. However, 
as I respect and understand the reasoning behind the committee’s decision 
to reject this proposal and seek public input, I do not wish to vote 
negatively. As such, I feel that an abstention would be the best action to 
take at this time.
Comment on Affirmative: 

LOVEMAN, L.: Sprinkler systems and smoke control systems should 
be required in all structures housing a certain number of oxygen-breathing 
animals, especially where there are not enough employees available at all hours 
to evacuate the animals.



Proposal 150-15 Accept [Note: The section at the 
start of the Recommendation is a typo it should be 
13.3.7]

150-15 Log #17  Final Action: Reject
(13.3.7)

Submitter: Joe Scibetta, BuildingReports
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

3.3.7 Special Requirements for Category A Animals. Class 3 animal 
housing facilities with Category A animals or Category B animals shall be in 
accordance with Section 9.8.
Substantiation: In keeping with the proposed changes to Section 9 Paragraph 
8, special requirements for Class 3 Animal Housing Facilities should 
incorporate both animal categories.
Committee Meeting Action: Reject
Committee Statement: See committee action and statement on 150-11 
(Log #14).
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20 
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Biel, M., Filippi, M., Hohbein, T., Nappo, T.

Backup Proposal for Committee Statement 150-15

150-11 Log #14  Final Action: Reject
(9.8)

Submitter: Joe Scibetta, BuildingReports
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

9.8 Special Requirements for Category A Animals
9.8.1 Sprinkler Systems. Animal housing facilities with Category A animals 

or Category B animals shall be sprinklered throughout in accordance with 
Section 9.2. I

9.8.2 Smoke Control Systems. Animal housing facilities with Category A 
animals or Category B animals shall have a smoke control system unless 
modified as approved by the AHJ.
Substantiation: In 2009, horse stable fires in Chesapeake City, Maryland 
and Lebanon, Ohio resulted in a combined death toll of two humans and 
fifty horses and a property loss value in the millions of dollars. Those 
tragic losses reveal that, 30 years after NFPA 150 was first published, 
animal housing fire disasters remain a very real threat to both animals and 
the humans who care for them. One problem that currently needs to be 
addressed in NFPA 150 in order to further mitigate loss of life and property 
is that sprinkler and smoke control system requirements are limited to 
Category A animals only. While it is true that Category B animals have 
more mobility than Category A animals and do not pose the same risk 
potential to rescuers, and, as such, can more easily be moved to a safer 

location, Category B animals are still helpless in the event of a fire. It 
should not be assumed that Category B animals are attended to constantly 
and, therefore, do not need the added protection of sprinkler and smoke 
control systems. In both cases cited above, the fires ignited at an hour of 
the day when no humans were on the premises to facilitate animal rescue. 
According to 4.1.3.1.1. (2), one of the Safety-from-Fire Goals of NFPA 
150 is to “provide an environment for animal occupants inside or adjacent 
to a structure that is reasonably safe from fire.... “ (italics added). And one 
of the objectives of the standard, according to 4.1.3.1.2.1, is that facilities 
be “designed and constructed to protect human and animal occupants not 
intimate with the initial fire development... “. The goals and objectives in 
Section 4 do not exclude either animal category and yet limiting sprinkler 
and smoke control systems to Category A animals does, in fact, exclude 
Category B animals from being fully embraced by those same goals and 
objectives. Extending the requirement for sprinkler systems and smoke 
control systems to Category B animals not only provides a “reasonably safe” 
environment, but would both address the standard’s goals and objectives 
and incorporate both animal categories more fully. An environment for 
Category B animals that can potentially expose them to death-dealing smoke 
and flame in the absence of sprinkler and smoke control systems, cannot be 
deemed reasonably safe. The fire that broke out at Plainridge Racetrack in 
Massachusetts on May 9, 2010 is proof positive of the value of a sprinkler 
system. All 40 horses intimate with the fire were saved because sprinklers 
not only activated but the sprinkler system initiated an alarm as well. 
According to media reports, the fire at Plainridge had the potential to put 
at risk 200 horses and, fortunately, the sprinkler system had been installed 
even though it was not required. By requiring sprinkler and smoke control 
systems in housing for both animal categories, animals and the humans on 
whom they depend stand a greater chance of rescue from fire and, as a 
result, NFPA 150 will more closely adhere to the fundamental principles on 
which it is based, principles which apply to all animal occupants: “ Animals 
are sentient beings with a value greater than that of simple property” and 
“lack the ability of self-preservation when housed in buildings or other 
structures” (A.1.1.1)
Committee Meeting Action: Reject
Committee Statement: The committee is seeking public input on the 
recommendation to require sprinklers for both Category A and B animals. 
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 19 Abstain: 1
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Biel, M., Filippi, M., Hohbein, T., Nappo, T.
Explanation of Abstention: 

SCIBETTA, J.: Given my strong feelings on the issue that this proposal 
addresses, I’m unable to vote affirmatively to reject this proposal. However, 
as I respect and understand the reasoning behind the committee’s decision 
to reject this proposal and seek public input, I do not wish to vote 
negatively. As such, I feel that an abstention would be the best action to 
take at this time.
Comment on Affirmative: 

LOVEMAN, L.: Sprinkler systems and smoke control systems should 
be required in all structures housing a certain number of oxygen-breathing 
animals, especially where there are not enough employees available at all hours 
to evacuate the animals.




