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M E M O R A N D U M 
 

 

TO: NFPA Technical Committee on Commissioning Fire Protection Systems  

 

FROM: Jeanne Moreau  

 

DATE: December 10, 2010 

 

SUBJECT: NFPA 3 ROC TC Circulation Ballot (A11) 

 

 

The December 2, 2010 date for receipt of the NFPA 3 ROC letter ballot has passed. 

 

The preliminary ROC ballot results are as follows: 

 

33  Members Eligible to Vote  

6  Not Returned (J. Barnett, A. Black, T. Brown, J. Duquet, D. Hague, R. Kabele) 

 

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 Friday, 

December 17, 2010.  Members who have not returned a ballot may do so now. Such changes 

should be submitted to Jeanne Moreau, e-mail to jmoreau@nfpa.org  or fax to 617-984-7110.   

 

The return of ballots is required by the Regulations Governing Committee Projects. 

 

 

 

Attachment:   Circulation Explanation Report 

mailto:jmoreau@nfpa.org


Circulation Explanation Report for CMF-AAA   Comments Friday, December 10, 2010
Document # 3

3-5 1.6 (Log # 20 )

Negative

Frable, D. I do not agree with the action taken by the Technical Committee (TC) on comment 3-5 because I believe as written,
this new section goes well beyond the scope of NFPA 3. This new section not only covers the concept of “new technology”; but also
the design documentation, acceptance test requirements, maintenance requirements for such “new technology” which should be
covered under the installation standard (e.g., NFPA 13, NFPA 72, etc.) or building code, but not a document on commissioning for
existing or new equipment/systems. Therefore, comment 3-5 should be rejected.

3-7 3.3.3.1 Commissioning (Cx) (Log # 8 )

Affirmative with Comment

DeVore, M. It appears odd to reject this comment and then to insert the same language into ROC 3-8, Committee Comment #1.
The committee action on my comment occurred earlier in the meeting. Further discussion occurred after the committee action on
ROC 3-7, and a task group was formed to consider the issue of proper placement of NFPA 3 commissioning into the broader
commissioning that takes place elsewhere in the building industry. The result of the task group work is ROC 3-8. If the committee
had revisited the action on ROC 3-7, the appropriate action would have been “Accept in Principle” with a committee comment to see
the action on ROC 3-8, CC#1.

3-9 3.3.3.8 Total Building Commissioning Process (Log # 9 )

Affirmative with Comment

DeVore, M. It appears odd to reject this comment and then to delete the same language in ROC 3-8, Committee Comment #1. The
committee action on my comment occurred earlier in the meeting. Further discussion occurred after the committee action on ROC 3
-9, and a task group was formed to consider the issue of proper placement of NFPA 3 commissioning into the broader commissioning
that takes place elsewhere in the building industry. The result of the task group work is ROC 3-8. If the committee had revisited the
action on ROC 3-9, the appropriate action would have been “Accept in Principle” with a committee comment to see the action on
ROC 3-8, CC#1.
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