
 

 

 
 

Committee on NFPA 3 
 

 

M E M O R A N D U M 
 

 

TO: NFPA Technical Committee on Commissioning Fire Protection Systems 

 

FROM: Jeanne Moreau  

 

DATE: May 21, 2010 

 

SUBJECT: NFPA 3 A11 ROP Letter Ballot Final Results 

 

The Final Results of the NFPA 3 ROP Letter Ballot are as follows:  

 

33 Members Eligible to Vote 

  2  Ballots Not Returned (J. Deason and J. Duquet)  

 

22 Affirmative on All 

  8 Negatives on one or more proposals as noted in report  

  1 Abstentions on one or more proposals as noted in report  

 

The number of affirmative votes need for the report to be published is 20. 

(33 eligible to vote - 2 not returned - 1 abstentions = 30 × 0.66 = 19.8) 

 

In all cases, an affirmative vote of at least a simple majority of the total membership 

eligible to vote is required. 

(33 of eligible voting members ÷ 2 = 16.5 (17) 

 

Reasons for negative votes, etc. from alternate members are not included unless the ballot 

from the principal member was not received. 

 

According to the final ballot results, all ballot items received the necessary 2/3 required 

affirmative votes to pass ballot. 

 

ATTACHMENT: (Final) Circulation Explanation Report 



Circulation Explanation Report for CMF-AAA   Proposals Friday, May 21, 2010
Document # 3

3-1 Entire Document (Log # CP20 )

Negative

Fremis, B. Although I agree somewhat with the Committee's intent of making the NFPA 3 document a
"Recommended Practice" rather then a "Standard", we are dealing with 2 completely different subject matters
within this document (i.e. Commissioning versus Integrated Systems Testing).  I recommend that the NFPA 3
Chair ask the NFPA Standards Council to allow the NFPA 3 Committee to create 2 separate documents.  The
first document would be a Standard on Integrated Systems Testing.  The second document would be a
Recommended Practice on Commissioning.

Gentile, K. The language requirements of the manual of style for a "recommended practice" result in the
following three critical deficiencies in the document:
1. The original committee direction was to provide a document to be use with  other building system
commissioning requirements. The required text would make all fire and life safety system commissioning
requirements optional and unenforceable.  The other building system commissioning documents require
actions to be performed and are enforceable.
2.  The required text for a "recommended practice" would permit commissioning performed on an item by item
basis selected by the commissioning agent.
3.  The "recommend practice" does not address the need and request of many jurisdictional authorities for an
enforceable standard that is suitable for jurisdictional adoption.
A final two points,
a. I do not agree that a vote for a "standard" would necessarily delay completion by a cycle and if it should, the
resulting document would be subject to further review and improvement.
b. By my count, this is the fourth vote on this issue and the previous three were for a standard.  If the
committee is to maintain credibility, procedural decisions should be recognized.

Pfeiffer, P. As a recommended practice, the document is not enforceable. As a consequence, the integrated
testing part becomes a recommendation. The draft for the integrated testing issued at Boston (a.k.a. option C)
is in my opinion a better option for the first release of this document.

Affirmative with Comment

Clarke, B. After significant review, I have voted to approve the committee proposal to change the NFPA 3
document from a standard to a recommended practice. However, I do not feel this document, as such, will best
serve the fire protection community we all proudly work to improve until converted back to a standard (which
I will vigorously pursue in the next cycle after initial release). I understand, with so much apparent industry
concern over this documents intent and impact, the “path of least resistance” to publication is conversion to a
recommended practice. However, I do not feel the majority of these concerns are justified and, many are based
on misinformation about NFPA 3's true intent and flexibility in real application.  And, while first publications
of NFPA documents as recommended practices may be customary to allow time for “industry evaluation,” I
strongly feel the release of NFPA 3 as a recommended practice will only deliver a universally unenforced
document that is primarily ignored in the public sector but that is clearly needed for adoption and enforcement
in our industry today.
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Edwards, R. I was sincerely disappointed that the full committee was not present to vote the issue of standard
versus recommended practice.  Once the new document has been published, I hope the committee will
immediately embark upon creating two documents: one standard with enforceable language addressing
integrated testing and a recommended practice addressing the commissioning process.  Although I disagree
with the vote for recommended practice, this position is without the knowledge from the meeting where the
discussions and arguments regarding the matter occurred; therefore, I am voting in the affirmative because I
believe in the process and the work this committee has done.

3-4 Entire Document (Log # 100 )

Negative

Fremis, B. The term "Fire Commissioning Agent" should be replaced with "Fire Commissioning Authority".
The use of the term "agent" has a legal context to it and should not be used in this document.  Other
Commissioning documents, such as ASHRAE Guideline 0, have already come to this realization and have
changed the term "agent" to "authority" throughout all their documents.

3-5 Title (Log # 105 )

Negative

Fremis, B. Although I agree somewhat with the Committee's intent of making the NFPA 3 document a "Recommended Practice"
rather then a "Standard", we are dealing with 2 completely different subject matters within this document (i.e. Commissioning versus
Integrated Systems Testing).  I recommend that the NFPA 3 Chair ask the NFPA Standards Council to allow the NFPA 3 Committee
to create 2 separate documents.  The first document would be a Standard on Integrated Systems Testing.  The second document
would be a Recommended Practice on Commissioning.

Gentile, K. Refer to Rationale for proposal 3-1.

3-6 Title (Log # 155 )

Affirmative with Comment

Hulett, J. Mr. Bilbo recommended this document to be a guide instead of a standard.  By committee vote
proposal 3-1 (Log #CP20) changed the document to recommended practice.  I recommend this proposal be
accepted in principal.

3-7 Chapter 1 (Log # CP21 )

Negative

Fremis, B. Although I agree somewhat with the Committee's intent of making the NFPA 3 document a
"Recommended Practice" rather then a "Standard", we are dealing with 2 completely different subject matters
within this document (i.e. Commissioning versus Integrated Systems Testing).  I recommend that the NFPA 3
Chair ask the NFPA Standards Council to allow the NFPA 3 Committee to create 2 separate documents.  The
first document would be a Standard on Integrated Systems Testing.  The second document would be a
Recommended Practice on Commissioning.

Gentile, K. The proposal is predicated upon approval as a "recommended practice".  If the document status of
a standard is retained, the proposal must be rejected.

Pfeiffer, P. See my Explanation of Negative Vote on Proposal 3-1 (Log #CP1).

3-10 1.3.1, C.2.4, and D.2 (Log # 106 )

Negative

Gentile, K. NFPA 10 includes references to fire extinguisher tamper monitoring devices which should be
considered in commissioning.
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Tabet, R. While manual fire extinguishers are not "systems", they are "equipment" typically specified and
installed when required by other standards.  The process of commissioning ensures and documents the correct
installation of such equipment.  (e.g. The correct number, type and location.)

3-14 1.3.1(6) and A.1.3.1(6) (Log # 166 )

Negative

DeVore, M. The action of the committee on Annex 1.3.1(6) changed the submittal from being technically
correct to technically incorrect.  The systems mentioned in the annex are powered by emergency systems and
not standby systems.

3-17 1.3.1(9) (Log # 107 )

Negative

Tabet, R. It is beyond the scope of this document to assess cooking operations.  This document would pertain
to the commissioning and integrated testing of fire protection systems associated with cooking equipment.
Language should read as follows:
(9) Systems associated with commercial cooking equipment.

3-22 1.6 (Log # 69 )

Negative

Kasiski, R. New Technology should be included even though a Recommended Practice.  Guidance is needed
for those areas for which there are no NFPA Standards.  As example, currently there is a listed fire protection
system which is a uses a combination of water vapor and inert gas (hybrid fire ext. system) for  fire
extinguishment.  It is neither covered by NFPA 750 or NFPA 2001.  The inclusion of guidance for New
Technology would address this deficiency for an individual fire protection system included as part of a
Commissioning Plan.  A Comment will be submitted during the ROC phase.

3-24 Chapter 3 Definitions (Log # CP22 )

Negative

Frable, D. I cannot support the Technical Committee actions regarding the proposed definitions specified in
3.3.21 (i.e., acceptance testing, integrated testing, pre-functional testing, and preliminary testing). I believe the
proposed 4 new "testing" terms and associated definitions have complicated the subject matter and will lead to
confusion in the field when performing Cx. For example, the proposed new terms "pre-functional testing" and
"preliminary testing" are defined similar in nature and probably will be used interchangeably in the field which
may possibly lead to duplicate testing without benefit. In addition, it appears the intent of the proposed
definition for "integrated testing" is to assess whether the fire and life safety systems function and operate per
the design and code requirements when interconnected to other systems; however, it uses the terms
"conformance with the fire protection and life safety objectives".  It is recommended that the Technical
Committee re-evaluate the subject defined "testing" terms and possibly use NFPA 72 for guidance.

Fremis, B. The term "Fire Commissioning Agent" should be replaced with "Fire Commissioning Authority".
The use of the term "agent" has a legal context to it and should not be used in this document.  Other
Commissioning documents, such as ASHRAE Guideline 0, have already come to this realization and have
changed the term "agent" to "authority" throughout all their documents.

Gentile, K. The proposal is predicated upon approval as a "recommended practice".  If the document status of
a standard is retained, the proposal must be rejected.

3-39 3.3.17 Registered Design Professional (RDP) (Log # 32 )
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Affirmative with Comment

Tabet, R. The language modification incorporated in CP22 replaced the word "his" with "their" to make the
statement gender neutral.  The Committee statement is inaccurate with respect to the text edits made.

3-41 3.3.17.1 Integrated System (Log # 41 )

Affirmative with Comment

Fremis, B. Although the proposed definition is adequate, I would have preferred that the definition of
"Integrated System" that was created during the "unofficial NFPA 3 Meeting" held in February 2010 was used
instead.  The definition of "Integrated System" proposed at the February 2010 meeting was as follows, "A
combination or group of systems that are either physically connected or separate from one another but that are
required to operate together as a whole to achieve overall fire protection and life safety objectives.

Tabet, R. The text edits made modify the submitter's proposal.  The committee action should reflect "Accept
in Principle" or the text edits should read "A combination or group of systems that ..."

3-43 3.3.18.2 Fire Protection System and 3.3.18.3 Life Safety System (Log # 38 )

Tabet, R. Editorial change necessary to correct numbering.

3-44 3.3.19.2 Interconnected System and Chapter 6 (Log # 83 )

Negative

Fremis, B. I don't quite understand why the term "Interconnected" still needs to be used.  My interpretation of
the definition of "Integrated System" within Proposal 3-41 implies that systems can be either physically or
non-physically connected to one another.

3-53 Chapter 4 (Log # CP23 )

Negative

Fremis, B. The term "Fire Commissioning Agent" should be replaced with "Fire Commissioning Authority".
The use of the term "agent" has a legal context to it and should not be used in this document.  Other
Commissioning documents, such as ASHRAE Guideline 0, have already come to this realization and have
changed the term "agent" to "authority" throughout all their documents.

The term "Integrated Testing Agent" should be replaced with "Integrated Testing Coordinator".  The use of the
term "agent" has a legal context to it and should not be used in this document.

Furthermore, I do not see the need to include any references or requirements within this section for "Third-
party test entities".

Gentile, K. The proposal is predicated upon approval as a "recommended practice".  If the document status of
a standard is retained, the proposal must be rejected.

Affirmative with Comment

Tabet, R. Editorial errors in Section 4.1 need to be corrected.

3-57 Figure 4.1.3(a) and (c) (Log # 2 )

Affirmative with Comment

Tabet, R. The Committee's proposed actions reflected in the Committee Statement were not incorporated into
the document edits.  Corrective changes relative to direction of arrows in flow diagram were not made.

3-58 4.2.2 (Log # 96 )
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Negative

Fremis, B. The term "Fire Commissioning Agent" should be replaced with "Fire Commissioning Authority".
The use of the term "agent" has a legal context to it and should not be used in this document.  Other
Commissioning documents, such as ASHRAE Guideline 0, have already come to this realization and have
changed the term "agent" to "authority" throughout all their documents.
Furthermore, I do not see the need to include any references or requirements within this section for "Third-
party test entities".

Pfeiffer, P. I believe qualifications for third parties need clarifications to cope with international situations and
regulations (10.2.6.2). Third parties should have understanding for each individual systems as well as the
integrated system (10.2.6.1).

3-59 4.2.2 and A.4.2.2 (Log # 179 )

Negative

Frable, D. Though similar language is included in A.5.2.1.2, I believe it also belongs in A.4.2.2 since the 4.2.2 discusses the
installation contractor. In addition, it should be noted that A.5.2.1.2 isn't the right place anyway, as A.5.2.2.1 discusses contractors
and manufacturer's reps.

3-62 4.2.2.3 (Log # 97 )

Affirmative with Comment

Fremis, B. The term "Fire Commissioning Agent" should be replaced with "Fire Commissioning Authority".
The use of the term "agent" has a legal context to it and should not be used in this document.  Other
Commissioning documents, such as ASHRAE Guideline 0, have already come to this realization and have
changed the term "agent" to "authority" throughout all their documents.

3-63 4.2.2.3 (Log # 120 )

Affirmative with Comment

Fremis, B. The term "Fire Commissioning Agent" should be replaced with "Fire Commissioning Authority".
The use of the term "agent" has a legal context to it and should not be used in this document.  Other
Commissioning documents, such as ASHRAE Guideline 0, have already come to this realization and have
changed the term "agent" to "authority" throughout all their documents.

3-66 4.2.2.4 (Log # 98 )

Negative

Fremis, B. I do not see the need to include any references or requirements within this section for "Third-party
test entities".

3-71 4.2.2.5 (Log # 124 )

Abstain

Pfeiffer, P. Factory test documentation may still be necessary. This material should be moved to annex
sections

3-82 4.2.2.9 (New) (Log # 91 )

Negative

Fremis, B. I do not see the need to include any references or requirements within this section for "Insurance
Representatives".

Pfeiffer, P. I believe the proposal should be rewritten to include the property insurer of owner and review any
possible issues coping with international practice as well.

5



Circulation Explanation Report for CMF-AAA   Proposals Friday, May 21, 2010
Document # 3

3-85 4.2.2(2) and (10) (Log # 178 )

Negative

Frable, D. It is our belief that the Committee's action on proposal 3-85 should have been "accept in principal"
and not "reject". The only reason submitter requested the terms be deleted was because they were not
addressed elsewhere in the chapter. The new proposed language addresses the submitter's request.

3-86 4.2.3.3 and 9.2.3 (Log # 11 )

Negative

Fremis, B. Although I agree somewhat with the Committee's intent of making the NFPA 3 document a
"Recommended Practice" rather then a "Standard", we are dealing with 2 completely different subject matters
within this document (i.e. Commissioning versus Integrated Systems Testing).  I recommend that the NFPA 3
Chair ask the NFPA Standards Council to allow the NFPA 3 Committee to create 2 separate documents.  The
first document would be a Standard on Integrated Systems Testing.  The second document would be a
Recommended Practice on Commissioning.

3-102 4.3.2.2 (Log # 162 )

Negative

Fremis, B. Firstly, the text within 4.3.2.2 (2) needs to be modified for possible use by other jurisdictions other
then the U.S.  Secondly, having a sustainable design should never affect fire and life safety systems and I
recommend that 4.3.2.2 (4) be removed.

3-129 Chapter 5 (Log # CP24 )

Negative

Gentile, K. The proposal is predicated upon approval as a "recommended practice".  If the document status of
a standard is retained, the proposal must be rejected.

3-141 Chapter 6 (Log # 85 )

Negative

Fremis, B. I don't quite understand why we still need Chapter 6.  My interpretation of the definition of
"Integrated System" within Proposal 3-41 implies that systems can be either physically or non-physically
connected to one another.

3-142 Chapter 6 (Log # CP25 )

Negative

Frable, D. Overall, I have no problems with the intent of the actions taken by the Technical Committee in
Proposal 3-142. However, as currently proposed in  6.2.2.2 (9), 6.4.1 (1),  6.4.1 (9), 6.4.1 (13), the term "test"
has not be specified as to which type of "test" is required (e.g., acceptance test, integrated test, pre-functional
test, or preliminary test). Therefore, it is recommended that the Technical Committee re-valuate this section
and make the appropriate revisions to ensure clarity in the field.

Fremis, B. Although I agree somewhat with the Committee's intent of including an Integrated Systems chapter
within the NFPA 3 document, we are dealing with 2 completely different subject matters within this document
(i.e. Commissioning versus Integrated Systems Testing).  I recommend that the NFPA 3 Chair ask the NFPA
Standards Council to allow the NFPA 3 Committee to create 2 separate documents.  The first document would
be a Standard on Integrated Systems Testing.  The second document would be a Recommended Practice on
Commissioning.

6



Circulation Explanation Report for CMF-AAA   Proposals Friday, May 21, 2010
Document # 3

Gentile, K. The proposal is predicated upon approval as a "recommended practice".  If the document status of
a standard is retained, the proposal must be rejected.

3-143 Chapter 7 (Log # 23 )

Abstain

Pfeiffer, P. The deleted material by the proposal should be moved to annex material to better state what is the
intention of the committee when considering passive systems.

3-144 Chapter 7 (Log # CP26 )

Negative

Frable, D. For consistency, it is recommended that the Technical Committee revise 7.4.2 to reflect the actions
they took in Proposal 3-131.

Fremis, B. Although I agree somewhat with the Committee's intent of including an Integrated Systems chapter
within the NFPA 3 document, we are dealing with 2 completely different subject matters within this document
(i.e. Commissioning versus Integrated Systems Testing).  I recommend that the NFPA 3 Chair ask the NFPA
Standards Council to allow the NFPA 3 Committee to create 2 separate documents.  The first document would
be a Standard on Integrated Systems Testing.  The second document would be a Recommended Practice on
Commissioning.

Gentile, K. The proposal is predicated upon approval as a "recommended practice".  If the document status of
a standard is retained, the proposal must be rejected.

3-146 7.1 (Log # 33 )

Affirmative with Comment

Pfeiffer, P. Smoke vents should be included in the passive systems to be considered in integrated testing
especially in those areas sich as Europe where smoke vents are massively used and prescribed by AHJ and
which might interact with other fire protection systems such as sprinkler systems.

3-158 Chapter 8 (Log # CP27 )

Negative

Gentile, K. The proposal is predicated upon approval as a "recommended practice".  If the document status of
a standard is retained, the proposal must be rejected.

3-163 Chapter 9 (Log # CP28 )

Negative

DeVore, M. The committee has not considered any evidence that the period of time specified in section 9.3.3 correlates
with the performance or reliability of integrated systems. The only stated reason for the 5 year test requirement is
because some committee members think 5 years is a long time, but it is not a long time in the life of most fire protection
systems. As proposed section 9.3.3 would apply to integrated systems including everything from an automatic sprinkler
system or kitchen hood system monitored by a fire alarm system to a complicated system that would need retro-
commissioning to determine the design intent and create test requirements. If not retro-commissioning an integrated
system, then NFPA 3 is either redundant or in conflict with the document where the requirement resides.
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Frable, D. I cannot support the Technical Committee action. For example, 9.3.1 appears to be in conflict with
9.3.1.1, 9.3.2 (4) and 9.3.3. Paragraph 9.3.1 states that the intervals for all integrated testing should be
approved by the AHJ; Paragraph 9.3.1.1 states the interval for integrated testing should be completed in
accordance with the Cx plan (which has been approved by AHJ); Paragraph 9.3.2 (4) for systems not Cx'd,
intervals for integrated testing should be approved by AHJ (see 9.3.1); and Paragraph 9.3.3 where integrated
tests are not performed, the intervals for integrated testing should not exceed 5 years (see 9.3.1). In addition,
referenced paragraphs 9.4.1 and 9.4.2 do not exist. Also, the current proposed prescriptive requirement for the
intervals for integrated testing has not been technically justified or shown that they are equivalent in attempting
to achieve the same objective stated in the Cx plan. Lastly, based on the actions the Technical Committee took
on Proposals 3-167 and 3-170, paragraph 9.3.3 should be deleted.

Fremis, B. Although I agree somewhat with the Committee's intent of including an Integrated Testing
Frequency chapter within the NFPA 3 document, we are dealing with 2 completely different subject matters
within this document (i.e. Commissioning versus Integrated Systems Testing).  I recommend that the NFPA 3
Chair ask the NFPA Standards Council to allow the NFPA 3 Committee to create 2 separate documents.  The
first document would be a Standard on Integrated Systems Testing.  The second document would be a
Recommended Practice on Commissioning.

Gentile, K. The proposal is predicated upon approval as a "recommended practice".  If the document status of
a standard is retained, the proposal must be rejected.

Affirmative with Comment

Kabele, R. 9.3.1.1 incorrectly references ". . . the commissioning process of Chapter 4 . . ." whereas this reference should be stated
as ". . . the commissioning processes Chapter 5 and Chapter 6 . . ."
9.3.3 incorrectly references sections 9.4.1 and 9.4.2 that do not exist in this version.  The correct references should be to sections
9.3.1 and 9.3.2 respectively.
9.3.5 incorrectly references Chapter 6, whereas that reference should be to Chapter 7.
9.4 incorrectly references Chapter 6, whereas that reference should also be to Chapter 7.

Pfeiffer, P. Editorial change. 9.3.3* should read as follows : 9.3.3* Where integrated tests are not performed in accordance with
9.4.19.3.1 or 9.4.29.3.2, the integrated test interval should not exceed five years.

3-164 9.1.1 (Log # 29 )

Negative

Fremis, B. Refer to my comment regarding Proposal 3-163.

3-165 9.2.2 (Log # 37 )

Negative

Kampmeyer, J. The justification of the rejection read "Operational and maintenance manuals also deal with individual systems
not just interconnected and integrated systems."  However, the scope of NFPA 3 covers commissioning and integrated testing of
systems.  We discussed that the testing of independent system should be covered in the standards for those systems.  Therefore the
O&M manuals covered in NFPA 3 should cover the documentation of the individulal systems only to the extent that they are part of
the integrated system.

3-166 9.2.3 (Log # 57 )

Negative

Frable, D. Based on the actions the Technical Committee has taken on Proposal 3-163; the final action should
be "Reject" since it appears the action taken by the Technical Committee does not meet the intent of the
submitter.

Fremis, B. See my Explanation of Negative on Proposal 3-164  (Log #29).

3-167 9.2.3 (Log # 171 )
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Negative

Frable, D. Based on the actions the Technical Committee has taken on Proposal 3-163; the final action should
be "Accept in Principal in Part" since it appears the action taken by the Technical Committee does not meet the
intent of the submitter. Also, Paragraph 9.3.1.10 is referenced but does not exist.

Fremis, B. See my Explanation of Negative on Proposal 3-164  (Log #29).

3-168 9.2.3, 9.2.4, A.9.2.3, and A.9.2.4 (Log # 35 )

Negative

Fremis, B. See my Explanation of Negative on Proposal 3-164  (Log #29).

3-169 9.2.4 (Log # 56 )

Negative

Fremis, B. See my Explanation of Negative on Proposal 3-164  (Log #29).

3-170 9.2.4(4) (Log # 170 )

Negative

Frable, D. See comment on Proposal 3-167.

Fremis, B. See my Explanation of Negative on Proposal 3-164  (Log #29).

3-171 9.6 (Log # 169 )

Negative

Fremis, B. See my Explanation of Negative on Proposal 3-164  (Log #29).

3-174 10.2 (Log # 102 )

Negative

Frable, D. See comment on Proposal 3-144.

Affirmative with Comment

Fremis, B. The term "Fire Commissioning Agent" should be replaced with "Fire Commissioning Authority".
The use of the term "agent" has a legal context to it and should not be used in this document.  Other
Commissioning documents, such as ASHRAE Guideline 0, have already come to this realization and have
changed the term "agent" to "authority" throughout all their documents.

3-181 Annex A (Log # CP30 )

Negative

Gruner, K. A.4.2.1.1 still has text referring to 'business relationships' whereas the committee accepted in
principle 3-204, where the submitter requested replacement of 'business relationships' with  'financial interest'.

Affirmative with Comment
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McDaniel, M. Revise A.3.3.19.2 to read: A.3.3.19.1 Integrated System. An integrated system contains
systems that are physically connected and others that are not. An integrated system can contain a combination
of fire protection and life safety systems and non-fire protection and life safety systems (i.e. building systems
such as elevators, HVAC systems, automatic door closures, etc.) that may or may not be physically connected,
but that are required to operate together as a whole to achieve overall fire protection and life safety objectives.
For example, a smoke control system is often activated by water flow in a sprinkler system but the sprinkler

system is not physically connected to the HVAC system. The physical connection is from the sprinkler system
to the fire alarm system and then to the building automation system.
Further examples of integrated systems include is are the need for wall integrity when using total flooding

suppression agents or the need for automatic door closures that are to close upon activation of smoke control
systems or stair pressurization systems.

3-183 A.3.3.3.2 (Log # 55 )

Affirmative with Comment

Fremis, B. The term "Fire Commissioning Agent" should be replaced with "Fire Commissioning Authority".
The use of the term "agent" has a legal context to it and should not be used in this document.  Other
Commissioning documents, such as ASHRAE Guideline 0, have already come to this realization and have
changed the term "agent" to "authority" throughout all their documents.

3-202 A.9.1.2 (Log # 168 )

Negative

Frable, D. I cannot support the Technical Committee action. We believe based on the proposed new definition
for "integrated testing" that the intent of integrated testing is to assess whether the fire safety systems function
and operate per the design and code requirements when interconnected to other building systems. In other
words, ensuring "the conformance with the fire protection and life safety objectives" means the same thing as
"function and operate per the design and code requirements when interconnected to other building systems."

3-203 A.10.2.1.1 (Log # 36 )

Negative

Gruner, K. The key to the commissioning agent responsibility is to remain impartial and unbiased.  A
business relationship does not have to prevent the commissioning agent from being impartial/unbiased.  In fact,
they could be MORE knowledgeable of specific operations/capabilities. I don't agree that a 3rd party should be
recommended for a smaller installation.  I prefer/encourage use of one of the equipment supplier's as
commissioning agent if they are experienced in this process.  This would not add as must cost and could still
accomplish an integrated testing or periodic testing to meet the requirements.

3-204 A.10.2.1.1 (Log # 50 )

Negative

Fremis, B. Firstly, the term "Fire Commissioning Agent" should be replaced with "Fire Commissioning
Authority".  The use of the term "agent" has a legal context to it and should not be used in this document.
Other Commissioning documents, such as ASHRAE Guideline 0, have already come to this realization and
have changed the term "agent" to "authority" throughout all their documents.
Furthermore, although this is Annex material I do not believe that we should be stipulating how many years
experience that the Fire Commissioning Authority must have in the body of the Annex material.

Affirmative with Comment
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Gruner, K. It appears that the committee Accepted in Principal, but did not implement the suggested 'financial
interest' wording in proposal 3-181, log CP30.
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