
NFPA Technical Committee on Technical Rescue (TEC-AAA)  
Meeting Minutes 

10-11 August 2011 
Columbus, Ohio  

 
 
Members Present: 
 
Don Cooper, Technical Committee Chair 
Ryan Depew, NFPA Staff Liaison 
 
Principle Members: 
Frank Brennan 
Don English 
Deano Esades 
Jim Frank 
Steve Hudson 
Jon Kohan (conference) 
Brian Rousseau 
Richey Wright 
 
Alternate Members: 
Loui McCurley 
John McKently 
 
Guests: 
Joseph Pete Gannon, Plantation Fire Department 
Dale Dittrick, Ohio Fire Academy 
Alberto Burrero, Dynamic Rescue Systems 
B/C Jack Reall, Columbus Fire Department 
 
 

 Convened at 0800. Welcome, opening remarks by Chair. 
 

 Introduction of attendees and guests, including Ryan Depew, the new NFPA liaison to 
the committee. 

 
 Motion to approve minutes of 15-16 April 2008 (Colorado Springs) by Don English, 

seconded by Richey Wright. Passed by unanimous oral vote. 
 

 Discussed contributions of Frank Florence and recognition of him included in 2011 
version of NFPA 921. 

 
 Chair reviewed purpose of meeting and schedule. 

 



 In the 2004 version of the 1670 document, the committee added a paragraph about 
George Howard in the Origin and Development section. However, it was removed by the 
NFPA in the next iteration (2009). Without objection, the chair will ask the NFPA to add 
the following paragraph regarding George Howard (formerly included in the 2004 
version of the document and removed from the 2009 version). 

 
The committee wishes to acknowledge the valuable contributions of George 
Howard to the origin and development of this document. Mr. Howard was 
working as a police officer for the New York and New Jersey Port Authority 
when he perished in the line of duty on September 11, 2011, at the World Trade 
Center at the age of 44.  He was a 16-year veteran of the department and a 
founding member of its elite emergency services division and was awarded the 
New York Police Department’s Medal of Valor for rescuing children trapped in 
the World Trade Center during the 1993 bombing. Mr. Howard was a charter 
member of the NFPA Technical Rescue Technical Committee, on which he 
represented the Nassau County (NY) Fire Academy.  His enlightened influence 
and hard work shall always be a part of this document. 

 
 Ryan Depew made a presentation on the NFPA process, including upcoming changes in 

the process. He also described the pertinent 2013 cycle dates. 
 

 Discussion of the “Now and Beyond Workshop” (Irving, TX, 13-14 April 2011) and 
issues related to pro qual and technical committee work. The group discussed 
coordinating effective dates (cycles) of 1670 and 1006 documents and one committee 
generating both documents. Discussed pros and cons of consolidating committees and 
committee scopes and having committee members serve on both committees. 

 
 Discussed how Haz Mat committee (Greg Noll) is addressing pro qual and TC issues 

regarding their topic. 
 

 The group agreed that the next meeting of the committee will be on 20-21 March 2012 in 
either Ft. Lauderdale, Denver or Albuquerque. Ryan will review which is the most 
economic option and work with the Chair to establish the location. 

 
 Motion by Richey Wright to have committee chair draft letter to Standards Council to 

have title of committee revised to match the scope and title of the document (1670) to 
read “Technical Committee on Technical Search and Rescue.” Seconded by Don English. 
After discussion, the motion passed by unanimous oral vote with two abstentions.  

 
 The group discussed whether 1670 should address all aspects of search and rescue in all 

environments and whether additional organizations should be invited to participate in the 
process. For example, Western Sheriff’s Association represents many county SAR groups 
but does not currently participate in 1670, MRA has previously declined to formally 
participate in the development of 1670, and MRA has its own standards. The consensus 
of the group was that it would not hurt to invite others to participate but they may 



continue to choose not to for a variety of reasons including the perception that the 1670 
document is only for the fire service. 

 
 The group discussed including animal rescue in the document and, if so, to what extent. 

Richey Wright volunteered to pull together a task group to help provide input on large 
animal rescue. The consensus of the group was that animal rescue--both large animal 
rescue and the rescue of humans with pets (disasters)--should be addressed by the AHJ 
and perhaps in our document. A suggestion was made to include some guidance in the 
appendix rather than in the text of the document. 

 
 Richey Wright asked the group if tower rescue (particularly communications towers) 

should be incorporated in the document. The group discussed the issue including the 
“environmental” orientation of the document versus a “hazard” approach and the 
relevance of using the terms awareness, operations, and technician levels. At least one 
suggestion was to change the terminology (awareness, operations, technician) because the 
current terms imply individual qualifications instead of team capabilities. The consensus 
of the group was that it should be included and that the task group could better define 
exactly what should be included (e.g., cranes, etc). 

 
 Richey Wright lead a discussion regarding the results and activities at the recent ROP 

meeting of the Technical Committee on Rescue Technician Professional Qualifications 
(1006).  

 
 The group discussed the NIMS SAR WG. The committee asked that it be informed when 

the NIMS documents go out for public comment. 
 

 The group discussed the NFPA classification of interest groups for technical committee 
membership and committee balance.  

 
 The Chair asked for contact information for additional groups who may be interested in 

participating in the revision process. The Western Sheriff Association, MRA, and 
NASAR were mentioned as examples. A discussion ensued regarding to whom the 
standard should apply and whether the current scope of the document needs revision. 

 
 The group discussed task groups and the chair made the following assignments. If 

interested in participating in a task group, other members of the full committee are 
requested to submit their names to the respective leaders of each task group.  

 
Task Group Assignments – 2013 revision cycle 
All assignments include related annexes, first name listed is TG leader 
Chapters 3 & 4, 
Definitions and 
General Requirements 

English, Thornton, Rousseau 

Chapter 5, Rope Wright, Brennan, Frank, Hudson, Burrero, McCurley, Fleming 
Chapter 6, Structural, 
Annexes F, G, J 

O’Connell, English, Esades, Burrero, Rousseau, Masonis 



Chapter 7, Confined 
Space, Annex H 

Wright, McKently, Burrero,  

Chapter 8, Vehicle Brennan, Dittrick 
Chapter 9, Water Brennan, Esades, Kohan 
Chapter 10, 
Wilderness 

McCurley, Hudson, Cooper, McKently, Frank  

Chapter 11, Trench, 
Annex I 

Rhea, Thornton, McConnell, Dietrich 

Chapter 12, Machinery Brennan, English, Dietrich 
Chapter 13, Cave Hudson, Loui 
Chapter 14, Mine McKently, Bryant, Brennan 
Chapter 15, Helo Burrero, Esades, Kohan 
Tower McCurley, Hudson, Wright, Burrero, English, Fleming, Rousseau 
 

 The Chair asked the committee to provide any suggested revisions in Annex K 
(Informational References) to the chair. 

 
 Any task group leaders who need access to written or electronic version of any NFPA 

standard should request it of the staff liaison. 
 

 Don English excused himself from, and was not present for, the second meeting day.   
 

 Jack Reall, Columbus FD Battalion Chief and OH-TF1 member, visited the meeting at 
0900 on 11 August to welcome the group to Columbus and thank the group for their 
work. 

 
 The Chair reminded the group that task group leaders are responsible for maintaining any 

proposed language changes to their respective sections and bring them to the next 
meeting (March 2012). 

 
 The Chair asked John McKently to provide a summary of the ASTM process, which he 

did. The Chair used this as an introduction to a discussion on SAR-related ASTM 
standards and their possible relevance to the work of this committee. 

 
 The group discussed the consideration and integration of ASTM standards into the work 

of the committee. The NFPA is working with ASTM on finding a way to share relevant 
standards with the committee.  

 
 The group took a break to work on task group issues. 

 
 Motion by Richey Wright, seconded by Frank Brennan, to have the Technical Committee 

on Technical Rescue submit the following comment to the Technical Committee on 
Rescue Technician Professional Qualifications regarding proposal log #CP36-PQU-RES 
on NFPA 1006: 

 



NFPA 1670 Proposed Committee Comment on NFPA 1006 Committee Proposal Log #CP36 
PQU-RES 
 
Insert indicated additional text to the below listed Chapter 5 and 6 materials. 
 
Substantiation: The committee believes that a minimum travel distance should be specified but 
recognizes that these minimums vary significantly based on response areas and application.  We 
believe that inclusion of a requirement to create a “specified minimum distance” within the body of 
these JPRs and an additional annex item to clarify the committee’s intent would help ensure that 
technical rescuers are better prepared to perform safely within their jurisdictional parameters. 
 
Applications in 1006 
Chapter 5 
 
5.5.5* Direct a team in the operation of a simple rope mechanical advantage system in a low-angle 
raising operation, 
given rescue personnel, a specified minimum travel distance for the load, an established rope 
rescue system incorporating a simple rope mechanical advantage system, a load to be moved, and 
an anchor system, so that the movement is controlled, a reset is accomplished, the load can be held 
in place when needed, operating methods do not stress the system to the point of failure, commands 
are used to direct the operation, and potential problems are identified, communicated, and managed. 
 
A.5.5.5 The specified minimum travel distance will vary based on the response area and the 
discipline-specific application.  The distance traveled should accurately depict the typical 
distance which would be experienced by the person performing the skill and the operational 
components of the entire system be fully utilized (i.e.,  commands, progress capture, reset 
mechanisms).  For example, an appropriate minimum travel distance for a technical rescuer in 
the urban/industrial environment for a low-angle raising operation may be 10-20 feet, while the 
minimum for the wilderness/cave environment may be considerably more at 30-50 feet. 
 
5.5.6* Direct a team in the operation of a simple rope mechanical advantage system in a high-angle 
raising operation, given rescue personnel, an established rope rescue system incorporating a simple 
rope mechanical advantage system, a specified minimum travel distance for the load, a load to be 
moved, and an anchor system, so that the movement is controlled, a reset is accomplished, the load 
can be held in place when needed, operating methods do not stress the system to the point of failure, 
commands are used to direct the operation, and potential problems are identified, communicated, and 
managed. 
 
A.5.5.6 The specified minimum travel distance will vary based on the response area and the 
discipline-specific application.  The distance traveled should accurately depict the typical 
distance which would be experienced by the person performing the skill and the operational 
components of the entire system be fully utilized (i.e.,  commands, progress capture, reset 
mechanisms) .  For example, an appropriate minimum travel distance for a technical rescuer 
in the urban/industrial environment for a high-angle raising operation may be 10-20 feet, while 
the minimum for the wilderness/cave environment may be considerably more at 30-50 feet. 
 
 
5.5.7* Function as a litter tender in a low-angle lowering or hauling operation, given a rope rescue 
system, a specified minimum distance for the litter tender, life safety harnesses, litters, bridles, 
and specialized equipment necessary for the environment, so that risks to victims and rescuers are 
minimized, the means of attachment to the rope rescue system is secure, and the terrain is 
negotiated while minimizing risks to equipment or persons. 
 
A.5.5.7 The specified minimum travel distance will vary based on the response area and the 
discipline-specific application.  The distance traveled should accurately depict the typical 
distance which would be experienced by the person performing the skill and the operational 



components of the entire system be fully utilized (i.e.,  commands, progress capture, reset 
mechanisms).  For example, an appropriate minimum travel distance for a technical rescuer in 
the urban/industrial environment for a low-angle lowering or raising operation may be 10-20 
feet, while the minimum for the wilderness/cave environment may be considerably more at 30-
50 feet. 
 
5.5.9* Direct a lowering operation in a low-angle environment, given rescue personnel, an established 
lowering system, a specified minimum travel distance for the load, and a load to be moved, so 
that the movement is controlled, the load can be held in place when needed, operating methods do 
not stress the system to the point of failure, rope commands are used to direct the operation, and 
potential problems are identified, communicated, and managed. 
 
A.5.5.9 The specified minimum travel distance will vary based on the response area and the 
discipline-specific application.  The distance traveled should accurately depict the typical 
distance which would be experienced by the person performing the skill and the operational 
components of the entire system be fully utilized (i.e.,  commands, progress capture, reset 
mechanisms).  For example, an appropriate minimum travel distance for a technical rescuer in 
the urban/industrial environment for a low-angle lowering operation may be 10-20 feet, while 
the minimum for the wilderness/cave environment may be considerably more at 30-50 feet. 
 
5.5.10* Direct a lowering operation in a high-angle environment, given rescue personnel, an 
established lowering system, a specified minimum travel distance for the load, and a load to be 
moved, so that the movement is controlled, the load can be held in place when needed, operating 
methods do not stress the system to the point of failure, rope commands are used to direct the 
operation, and potential problems are identified, communicated, and managed. 
 
A.5.5.10 The specified minimum travel distance will vary based on the response area and the 
discipline-specific application.  The distance traveled should accurately depict the typical 
distance which would be experienced by the person performing the skill and the operational 
components of the entire system be fully utilized (i.e.,  commands, progress capture, descent 
control) .  For example, an appropriate minimum travel distance for a technical rescuer in the 
urban/industrial environment for a high-angle raising operation may be 10-20 feet, while the 
minimum for the wilderness/cave environment may be considerably more at 30-50 feet. 
 
Chapter 6 Rope Rescue 
6.1.4* Direct the operation of a compound rope mechanical advantage system in a high-angle 
environment, given a rope rescue system incorporating a compound rope mechanical advantage 
system and a load to be moved, a specified minimum travel distance for the load, so that a 
system safety check is performed; a reset is accomplished, and the movement is controlled; the load 
can be held in place when needed; operating methods do not stress the system to the point of failure; 
operational commands are clearly communicated; and potential problems are identified, 
communicated, and managed. 
 
A.6.1.4 The specified minimum travel distance will vary based on the response area and the 
discipline-specific application.  The distance traveled should accurately depict the typical 
distance which would be experienced by the person performing the skill and the operational 
components of the entire system be fully utilized (i.e.,  commands, progress capture, reset 
mechanisms) .  For example, an appropriate minimum travel distance for a technical rescuer 
in the urban/industrial environment for a raising operation may be 10-20 feet, while the 
minimum for the wilderness/cave environment may be considerably more at 30-50 feet. 
 
6.1.5* Ascend a fixed rope in a high-angle environment, given an anchored fixed rope system, a 
specified minimum distance for the rescuer, a system to allow ascent of a fixed rope, a structure, 
a belay system, a life safety harness worn by the person ascending, and personal protective 
equipment, so that the person ascending is secured to the fixed rope in a manner that will not allow 
him or her to fall, the person ascending is attached to the rope by means of ascent control device(s) 



with at least two points of contact, injury to the person ascending is minimized, the person ascending 
can stop at any point on the fixed rope and rest suspended by his or her harness, the system will not 
be stressed to the point of failure, the person ascending can convert his or her ascending system to a 
descending system, obstacles are negotiated, the system is suitable for the site, and the objective is 
reached. 
 
A.6.1.5 The specified minimum travel distance will vary based on the response area and the 
discipline-specific application.  The distance traveled should accurately depict the typical 
distance which would be experienced by the person performing the skill.  For example, an 
appropriate minimum travel distance for a technical rescuer in the urban/industrial 
environment for ascending rope may be 10-20 feet, while the minimum for the wilderness/cave 
environment may be considerably more at 30-50 feet. 
 
6.1.6* Descend a fixed rope in a high-angle environment, given an anchored fixed-rope system, a 
specified minimum travel distance for the rescuer, a system to allow descent of a fixed rope, a 
belay system, a life safety harness worn by the person descending, and personal protective 
equipment, so that the person descending is attached to the fixed rope in a manner that will not allow 
him or her to fall, the person descending is attached to the rope by means of a descent control 
device, the speed of descent is controlled, injury to the person descending is minimized, the person 
descending can stop at any point on the fixed rope and rest suspended by his or her harness, the 
system will not be stressed to the point of failure, the system is suitable for the site, and the objective 
is reached. 
 
A.6.1.6 The specified minimum travel distance will vary based on the response area and the 
discipline-specific application.  The distance traveled should accurately depict the typical 
distance which would be experienced by the person performing the skill.  For example, an 
appropriate minimum travel distance for a technical rescuer in the urban/industrial 
environment for descending a fixed rope system may be 10-20 feet, while the minimum for the 
wilderness/cave environment may be considerably more at 30-50 feet. 
 
6.2.2* Move a victim in a high-angle environment, given a rope rescue system, a specified minimum 
travel distance for the victim, victim transfer devices, and specialized equipment necessary for the 
environment, so that risks to victims and rescuers are minimized, undesirable victim movement within 
the transfer device is minimized, the means of attachment to the rope rescue system is maintained, 
the victim is removed from the hazard, selected specialized equipment facilitates efficient victim 
movement, and the victim can be transported to the local EMS provider. 
 
A.6.2.2 The specified minimum travel distance will vary based on the response area and the 
discipline-specific application.  The distance traveled should accurately depict the typical 
distance which would be experienced by the person performing the skill and the operational 
components of the entire system be fully utilized (i.e.,  commands, progress capture, reset 
mechanisms) .  For example, an appropriate minimum travel distance for a technical rescuer 
in the urban/industrial environment for moving a victim with a rope system may be 10-15 feet, 
while the minimum for the wilderness/cave environment may be considerably more at 30-50 
feet. 
 
6.2.3* Function as a litter tender in a high-angle lowering or hauling operation, given a rope rescue 
system, a specified minimum travel distance for the litter tender, life safety harnesses, litters, 
bridles, and specialized equipment necessary for the environment, so that risks to victims and 
rescuers are minimized, the means of attachment to the rope rescue system is secure, and the terrain 
is negotiated while minimizing risks to equipment or persons. 
 
A.6.2.3 The specified minimum travel distance will vary based on the response area and the 
discipline-specific application.  The distance traveled should accurately depict the typical 
distance which would be experienced by the person performing the skill and the operational 
components of the entire system be fully utilized (i.e.,  commands, progress capture, reset 



mechanisms) .  For example, an appropriate minimum travel distance for a technical rescuer 
in the urban/industrial environment for a high-angle lowering or hauling operation may be 10-
20 feet, while the minimum for the wilderness/cave environment may be considerably more at 
30-50 feet. 

 
 

 After discussion, the motion passed by oral unanimous vote. 
 
 

 Adjourned at 11:10 am on 11 August 2011. 
 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
Donald Cooper 
Ryan Depew 
 
 

 


