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Part 2 of the Technical Committee on Fire 
18    Service Occupational Safety and Health report can 
19    be found in the blue 2012 annual revision cycle ROP 
20    and ROC.  The certified amending motions are 
21    contained in the motions committee report and 
22    behind me on the screen. 
23             We'll proceed in the order of the motions 
24    sequence number presented. 
25             Mr. Krause. 
1             MR. KRAUSE:  The second part consists of a 
 2    partial revision of NFPA 1582 standard on 
 3    comprehensive medical program for fire department. 
 4    The report was submitted to letter ballot of the 
 5    technical committee consisting of 31 voting 
 6    members.  The ballot results can be found on 
 7    pages 1582-2 to 1582-48 of the report on proposals 
 8    and pages 1582-2 to 1582-32 of the report on 
 9    comments. 
10             The presiding officer will now proceed 
11    with the certified amending motions. 
12             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you. 
13             So we'll now proceed with discussions on 
14    the certified group amending motion 1582-1. 
15             Microphone 5. 
16             MR. ARVIZU:  Good morning.  My name is 
17    Jay Arvizu.  I am in favor of the second proposal 
18    1582-13.  I am with the Los Padres National Forest 
19    and survivor service liaison for the Alisa Ann Ruch 
20    Burn Foundation.  Right now -- 
21             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  I have to 
22    get a second before you proceed further. 
23             Okay.  So do we have a second? 



24             SPEAKER:  Second. 
25             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Okay.  So                                                         
 1    there is a motion on the floor to accept Proposal 
 2    1582-13, Comment 1582-5.  This is going to be dealt 
 3    with as a group amending motion. 
 4             So we have the second; so you may proceed. 
 5             MR. ARVIZU:  Thank you, sir. 
 6             Just to give some brief background for the 
 7    topic at hand.  Right now the current standard for 
 8    firefighters in regards to monocular vision is 
 9    restricting all monocular firefighting candidates 
10    from employment because the Category A -- it's a 
11    Category A issue, Category A meaning that it's an 
12    essentially blanket exclusion.  If you're 
13    monocular, therefore, you're not capable of 
14    performing the job as a firefighter and, therefore, 
15    not allowed to be a firefighter. 
16             The purpose for this is to try to move it 
17    from Category A to Category B.  By moving it to a 
18    Category B, we're essentially changing it to the 
19    opportunity to have an evaluation and have a little 
20    bit more leniency in making a formal decision as to 
21    whether that candidate would be able to perform the 
22    task of a firefighter or not. 
23             Right now, the only reason the candidates 
24    are excluded from the NFPA because the NFPA states 
25    in 1582 the candidate needs to be able to perform 
1    essential task Number 10 of 13 points which states, 
 2    "Firefighters must be able to operate fire 
 3    apparatus or other vehicles that need emergency 
 4    mode with emergency lights and sirens." 
 5             However, the NFPA claims the 
 6    Department of Transportations does not allow people 
 7    with monocular vision to hold a commercial driver's 
 8    license which is required to driving most fire 
 9    apparatus. 
10             Now, why the current standard doesn't 
11    work? 
12             Like I said before, it's a blanket 
13    category called "exclusion."  Because this 



14    doesn't -- for one reason of it being a categorical 
15    exclusion, it doesn't really follow any sort of 
16    current disability law or with the EEOC.  In fact, 
17    in 2003, the chairman of EEOC wrote a letter 
18    warning the NFPA of maintaining standards which 
19    automatically band individuals with certain 
20    conditions, and it specifically named diabetes and 
21    monocular vision. 
22             Also, the argument for not being able to 
23    perform essential job function Number 10, driving 
24    apparatuses and valves, the Department of 
25    Transportation actually does have -- 
1             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  One minute 
 2    remaining. 
 3             MR. ARVIZU:  Thank you, sir. 
 4             -- a demonstrative abilities program for 
 5    commercial drivers, including a specific vision 
 6    exemption program; and every local state licensing 
 7    authority has one as well.  Yet the technical 
 8    committee still claims firefighters should be 
 9    excluded because of other exemptions, which we can 
10    bring up later. 
11             The current standard even contradicts 
12    itself.  Right now we do allow monocular 
13    firefighters who have lost their vision, after the 
14    fact, to be evaluated from performing their duties 
15    by moving it from a Category A to Category B. 
16    We're essentially putting the opportunity for a 
17    performance-based evaluation in the hands of fire 
18    chiefs and the officials in the fire department to 
19    make the decision who they want for a candidate 
20    rather than just making it a blanketed exclusion -- 
21             PRESIDING OFFER HARRINGTON:  Ten seconds 
22    left. 
23             MR. ARVIZU:  Thank you. 
24             -- from eliminating the opportunity for 
25    other candidates to be able to apply for fire 
1    service. 
 2             Thank you for your time. 
 3             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you. 



 4             Mr. Chair, would you like to give the 
 5    Committee's position? 
 6             MR. KRAUSE:  Yes, I would.  Thank you. 
 7             The Committee's position is that it's to 
 8    remain a Category A exclusionary requirement for 
 9    candidates in fire service, as Jason talked about, 
10    in regards to driving apparatus.  There is data -- 
11    limited data does exist on there is some deficit, 
12    and the deficit, as perceived by the committee, 
13    warrants it to maintain -- or to remain as a 
14    Category A requirement. 
15             Thank you. 
16             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you, 
17    Mr. Krause. 
18             So we'll now open up the floor for debate 
19    on the motion.  Please provide your name, 
20    affiliation, and whether you are speaking in 
21    support of or against the motion. 
22             Microphone 5. 
23             MR. ARVIZU:  Jason Arvizu Las Padres 
24    National Forest in support to accept the proposal. 
25             As Mr. Krause mentioned that there is 
1    limited data right now that the committee has 
 2    reviewed in order to see this proposal pass. 
 3             One of the issues with the actual standard 
 4    right now is the limited data is preventing us from 
 5    making a good assessment of what the actual issues 
 6    are.  I can guarantee you that most people in this 
 7    room right now, in regards to this proposal either 
 8    at one point in the last five minutes have probably 
 9    closed, maybe, at least one eye to ask, "Well, if 
10    you're blind in one eye, would you really be able 
11    to function as a firefighter to even drive a fire 
12    apparatus?"  And that's totally fine.  That's human 
13    nature to assume that. 
14             But what we are discounting here and also 
15    discounting by the lack of research that the 
16    technical committee has done on this is the ability 
17    of the human body to actually compensate for issues 
18    like this.  Just to give an example to relate to 



19    you -- and not to make this a personal agenda 
20    because there's a lot of fine individuals who have 
21    been restricted from the firefighters because of 
22    the standard -- is for myself, I was born blind in 
23    my left eye.  It's never been an issue my entire 
24    life.  I was a three-season athlete for school -- 
25    football, wrestling, and tennis.  I have been a 
1    commercial driver -- or I've held a commercial 
 2    driver's license from the State of California for 
 3    driving fire engines for the last four years 
 4    without issue, including driving Code 3 for one of 
 5    the busiest stations the forest service has in 
 6    California.  On top of that, I am a licensed pilot 
 7    with the FAA. 
 8             I can guarantee you that, if I had an 
 9    issue with depth perception, I would have already 
10    in my assessment when I tried to land it.  And 
11    everything up to that point has never been an 
12    issue; yet the only thing that has kept me from 
13    doing anything, because of my vision, has been the 
14    standard of vision for NFPA 1582. 
15             And so that's something we need to take 
16    into consideration when we're limiting candidates 
17    from being able to apply for fire positions.  We 
18    had the same issues when it came to diabetes in the 
19    fire service.  Diabetes used to be a Category A 
20    exclusion list, restricted firefighters from -- or 
21    candidates being able to be full-fledge 
22    firefighters. 
23             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  One minute 
24    remaining. 
25             MR. ARVIZU:  Thank you, sir. 
1             But by moving it to a Category B and 
 2    having it be performance based, then we remove that 
 3    exclusion; and now we have a much larger and 
 4    broader candidate pool of people who are evaluated 
 5    on performance basis.  All the decision and data is 
 6    being placed onto the evaluating physician, 
 7    specifically an ophthalmologist and optometrist in 
 8    the case of my proposal for them to make the 



 9    evaluation.  And from there it doesn't stop there. 
10    The evaluation continues throughout the process as 
11    it goes through a firefighter in the academy and 
12    further on into probation.  And during that time, 
13    it's the department and men and women who are going 
14    to be supervising and working with that individual 
15    who gets to make the determination if they want him 
16    next to them. 
17             I totally agree, if they're not capable of 
18    performing a job because of their disability or any 
19    reason, they shouldn't be doing the job. 
20             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Ten 
21    seconds. 
22             MR. ARVIZU:  But we should at the very 
23    least give them the opportunity to do that.  And by 
24    doing that, not only are we doing the right thing 
25    but we're putting the standard in line of what's 
1    actually legal. 
 2             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you. 
 3             Is there any further discussion on 
 4    Motion 1582-1 to accept proposal 1582-13 and accept 
 5    Comment 1582-5? 
 6             Mr. Chair, any final comments?  Sorry 
 7    about that. 
 8             Microphone 4. 
 9             MR. DUFFY:  Just trying to follow -- 
10             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Following 
11    the protocol.  We appreciate that. 
12             MR. DUFFY:  My name is Rich Duffy.  I 
13    represent the International Association of 
14    Firefighters.  I stand here against the motion.  I 
15    just want to make some clarity. 
16             We've been working the standard for a 
17    considerable period of time and have made 
18    significant adjustments in medical evaluations and 
19    the outcomes of the evaluations over the course of 
20    the years. 
21             I agree with the submitter that in part we 
22    changed the requirements, for example, for diabetes 
23    because we were able to come back and put a 



24    specific criteria for a physician to make an 
25    evaluation.  It still addresses what diabetics are 
1    allowed or not allowed as candidates for the fire 
 2    service. 
 3             On this particular issue, we had to rely 
 4    on the research that was done, a considerable 
 5    research by the Department of Transportation; 
 6    whereby, they do restrict a commercial driver's 
 7    license.  They never consider the fire service, but 
 8    they look at vehicles with passengers in it, and we 
 9    felt they're excluding people with passengers. 
10    They would certainly exclude -- we believe we had 
11    the need to exclude firefighters that -- albeit, 
12    the number of passengers are less if they were 
13    driving emergency vehicles in city streets, and I 
14    don't have to go on.  Everyone in this room knows 
15    how fire trucks drive. 
16             So we did our best on the standard.  I 
17    think the committee, through the physicians and the 
18    technical people that worked on this process, did a 
19    (inaudible) job, and I stand here in support of the 
20    committee and against this particular motion. 
21             Thank you. 
22             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you. 
23             Microphone 5. 
24             MR. ARVIZU:  I appreciate it, and -- 
25             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Please 
1    identify yourself. 
 2             MR. ARVIZU:  Jason Arvizu with Los Padres 
 3    National Forest and for accepting these proposals 
 4    for 1582-13. 
 5             I respect Chief Duffy's position on this 
 6    matter, and I appreciate the fact that there was 
 7    research done in order to evaluate the 
 8    effectiveness of having a standard such as this, 
 9    but when it comes to the idea of having -- well, 
10    for the first part, when it comes to the idea of 
11    actually having something for a physician to go 
12    back and refer to as to whether this candidate 
13    qualifies or not in having hard data like he 



14    explained in relation to the diabetes issue, that's 
15    great.  And I do agree there should be at least a 
16    baseline of what we're looking for. 
17             There is the line that we've drawn in the 
18    sand, anything beyond this line, then we need to go 
19    ahead and seriously consider if this person is 
20    going to qualify or not. 
21             In regard to everything the DOT is saying 
22    and what Chief Duffy is saying with the exclusion 
23    from in regards to passenger vehicles, I don't 
24    think it's necessarily being properly interpreted. 
25    Passenger vehicles, from everything that I gathered 
1    in my research from the Department of Motor 
 2    Vehicles, et cetera, they're looking for passenger 
 3    vehicles as classified as someone -- as up to 
 4    ten -- or ten or greater occupants within that 
 5    vehicle, such as school buses, limousines, et 
 6    cetera.  And I can understand that. 
 7             But on the other hand, too, that's still 
 8    not an absolute exclusion.  They will still go in 
 9    and do an evaluation and an individual assessment 
10    to see if you are -- if you qualify for what you -- 
11    for the task at hand. 
12             When it says that the DOT hasn't -- did an 
13    account for the task of driving fire engines, I 
14    don't think that's necessarily fair to assume 
15    because it's still an individual assessment at that 
16    point. 
17             When I took my driving test in particular 
18    to be able to get my commercial driver's license, 
19    the State of California -- 
20             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  One minute 
21    remaining. 
22             MR. ARVIZU:  -- the State of California 
23    DMV had me drive a fire engine in order -- you 
24    know, a behind-the-wheel examination for two hours 
25    to make that individual perform its base assessment 
1    that I was capable of doing so.  That's exactly 
 2    what we should be doing across the board. 
 3             We should make an individual assessment 



 4    for the subject matter experts at the licensing 
 5    authorities, on top of the medical experts as an 
 6    ophthalmologist and optometrist to do their medical 
 7    evaluation and sign off candidates and make the 
 8    decision, be it the educated decision, of fire 
 9    service -- of fire service chief and personnel to 
10    determine if everything, given all the information 
11    at hand from the subject matter experts and 
12    whatnot, to determine if that person's going to be 
13    able to meet all the essential job functions. 
14             If the only issue right now is the 
15    essential job function at hand -- 
16             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Ten 
17    seconds. 
18             MR. ARVIZU:  -- and we're already showing 
19    that that's something people are able to get past, 
20    obviously, then we really need to consider 
21    rewriting the standard, changing it to Category B. 
22             Thank you, sir. 
23             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you. 
24             Any other further discussion on the 
25    motion? 
1             Microphone 7. 
 2             MR. DUFFY:  Rick Duffy, International 
 3    Association of Firefighters. 
 4             I'm not here asking for another bite of 
 5    the apple, but I would just like the record to be 
 6    clear -- 
 7             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Well, are 
 8    you speaking for or against? 
 9             MR. DUFFY:  Just a point of information. 
10             I'm speaking that I'm not a chief; so 
11    please don't record me as Chief Duffy.  Thank you 
12    very much. 
13             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you 
14    for that clarification. 
15             Any other further discussion on this 
16    motion? 
17             Any final comment from the Chair? 
18             MR. KRAUSE:  Just to the body to support 



19    the work of the committee and vote against the 
20    motion. 
21             Thank you. 
22             PRESIDING OFFICER HARRINGTON:  Thank you. 
23             So before we vote, let me restate the 
24    motion that we're going to be voting on. 
25             The motion on the floor is to accept 
1    Proposal 1582-13 and to accept Comment 1582-5. 
 2             So please record your vote one in favor of 
 3    the motion or two opposed to the motion. 
 4             Voting closes in five seconds.  Voting's 
 5    closed.  And the motion passes. 
 6             Is there any further discussion on 
 7    NFPA 1528?  In seeing none, we'll move on to the 
 8    next document. 
 9             Thank you very much, Mr. Krause. 
10             MR. KRAUSE:  Thank you. 
 


