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M E M O R A N D U M 
 
 
TO: NFPA Technical Committee on Dry and Wet Chemical Extinguishing Systems 
 
FROM: Elena Carroll, Administrator, Technical Projects 
 
DATE: August 24, 2011 
 
SUBJECT: NFPA 17 ROP TC Circulation Ballot (F2012) 
 
 

The August 22 date for receipt of the NFPA 17 ROP letter ballot has passed. 
 
The preliminary ROP ballot results are as follows: 
 
28  Members Eligible to Vote  
2  Not Returned (Buchhofer and Kaminski) 
 
In accordance with the NFPA Regulations Governing Committee Projects, attached are reasons for 
negative votes for review so you may change your ballot if you wish.  Abstentions and affirmative 
comments are also included.  Ballots received from alternate members are not included unless the 
ballot from the principal member was not received.   
 
If you wish to change your vote, the change must be received at NFPA on or before Wednesday, 
August 31, 2011.  Members who have not returned a ballot may do so now. Such changes should be 
sent to Elena Carroll via either 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. 
 
 
 
Attachment:  
Circulation Explanation Report 



Circulation Explanation Report for DRY-AAA   Proposals Wednesday, August 24, 2011
Document # 17

17-1 Entire Document (Log # CP1 )

Affirmative with Comment

Kline, D. References to 72 should state National fire alarm and signalling code - reference should be 2010 that
would be current code at publishing. References to 17A should be 2012 not 2013.

17-2 Entire Document (Log # 2 )

Affirmative with Comment

de Vries, D. The reference location indicated, A.11.1.5, does not appear to be the best location.  I recommend
the TC consider placing this as part of the Annex Note for the definition, i.e. A.3.3.13.1, and also refer to it in
an Annex Note for 10.5.

17-3 Entire Document (Log # CP5 )

Affirmative with Comment

de Vries, D. This change throughout the document must consider the context.  The word "manual" also may be
referring to the nature of an action, meaning by hand, rather than automatic.  The appropriate context is where
the document refers to the manufacturer's manual.

17-7 3.3.9 Layout (New) (Log # 45 )

Affirmative with Comment

Conroy, M. There seems to be an error in the committee action.  The action is "Reject" and no text should
appear.  The committee action should refer to the committee action in proposal 17-9.

de Vries, D. See comment with 17-16.

17-11 3.3.21 Trained (Log # 47 )

Affirmative with Comment

de Vries, D. See comment with 17-16.

17-16 3.4.5 Pre-Engineered Systems (Log # 48 )

Affirmative with Comment

de Vries, D. With regard to the use of the word "design", it should be noted that NFPA 17 also explicitly
covers engineered systems, where there is virtually no ambiguity between "design" and "layout".  Such
systems are designed.  There are design decisions that must be made with regard to pre-engineered systems as
the standard is currently written.  If the standard were more explicit regarding certain judgment areas, then
layout might be used to differentiate the functions of the person preparing plans for a system.  The SFPE white
paper on this subject addresses many of the considerations of this subject.

17-17 4.1 (Log # 61 )

Affirmative with Comment

Conroy, M. The committee action should refer to 17-18 and the text in the committee action should be deleted
(revised text should only appear once in 17-18).

17-34 5.8.3 (Log # 34 )

Affirmative with Comment

de Vries, D. Agent containers should be located outside the hazard area, but as close as practical to the hazard
to minimize piping runs and facilitate maintenance.  The intent is to protect the containers from being damaged
or disabled by a fire before the system operates to extinguish the fire.
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17-46 9.3 (Log # CP3 )

Affirmative with Comment

de Vries, D. Editorially change the reference in 9.3.2.2 from 9.3.1.2 to 9.3.2.2.

17-54 9.7.2 (Log # 54 )

Affirmative with Comment

de Vries, D. See comment with 17-16.

17-60 10.4.5 (Log # 1 )

Negative

Stacy, R. I am in disagreement with the Technical Committee action to “Reject” this Proposal. My
recommendation is the proper action for this Proposal to be “Accept in Principle”. The submitter is correct
there is no proper form for documenting compliance to paragraph 10.4.2. The Technical Committee is also
correct that due to the variety of system characteristics between manufacturers the specific form should not be
included in the standard. But there are basic common elements that need to evaluated in all dry chemical
systems for its proper operation. Thus, the “Accept In Principle” requiring a form to be used to summarize
compliance but the form be included as Appendix material for guidance on which elements are to be included.

17-61 11.1 (New) (Log # 55 )

Negative

de Vries, D. It is rare, if ever, that a special hazard extinguishing system is owned by a party other than the
owner of the hazard it is intended to protect.  Although in many cases the owner of the building is also the
owner of the hazard and the system, the context of the proposed change implies that the extinguishing system
is always owned by the building owner.  It is important that the owner of the system, whether that entity is the
building owner, a tenant, or another party, be responsible for ensuring that the system remains operable and is
properly maintained.  Both the NFPA Fire Code and International Fire Code state that the notice of violation of
a provision of the code, i.e. to maintain the system in an operable condition, shall be issued to the owner,
occupant or other party that is responsible for the condition or violation.  Thus, in most jurisdictions that have a
fire prevention code, there is no need to add this language to the standard, but if deemed necessary to include
such language in this standard, suffice it to say "The responsibility for inspection, testing, maintenance and
recharge of the fire protection system shall be that of the owner of the system."  In the event that the system is
owned by party other than the owner of the hazard or building, the responsibility remains with the owner of the
system.  Such a requirement does not preclude a contractual arrangement between the various owners or
between the owner and a service company to actually perform the work, but maintains the requirement that the
owner of the system must see to it that the work is done.

17-64 11.1.6.1.1 (Log # 18 )

Affirmative with Comment

Conroy, M. The committee action should be revised to show the annex material which reads as follows:
A.11.1.6.1  The characteristics of the system are dependent on the composition of the dry chemical and the
type of expellant gas, as well as other factors.

de Vries, D. Move the existing text of 11.1.6.1.1 to the Annex, but strike the words "shall be" and replace it
with "are".

17-69 11.3.1.1(3) and A.11.3.1.1(3) (Log # 35 )
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Affirmative with Comment

Conroy, M. The committee statement does not make sense relative to the recommended text and
substantiation.  The committee statement should be similar to 17-72 and read as follows:
The requirements in Proposal 17-73 (Log #CP7) are appropriate minimum requirements for maintenance of
containers and components.
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