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SUBJECT: NFPA 30 A11 ROP Letter Ballot Final Results 

 

The Final Results of the NFPA 30 ROP Letter Ballot are as follows:  

 

24 Members Eligible to Vote 

  6 Ballots Not Returned (P. Apostoluk, C. Crumholt, C. Drechsel, F. Gil, J. Kieffer 

             and J. Woycheese) 

 

15  Affirmative on All 

  3 Negatives on one or more proposals as noted in report  

  0 Abstentions on one or more proposals as noted in report  

 

The number of affirmative votes need for the report to be published is 12. 

(24 eligible to vote - 6 not returned - 0 abstentions = 18 × 0.66 = 11.88) 

 

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

eligible to vote is required. 

(24 of eligible voting members ÷ 2 = 12 (13) 

 

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  



Circulation Explanation Report for FLC-FUN   Proposals Monday, April 19, 2010
Document # 30

30-28 3.3.7 Building Code (Log # CP41 )

Negative

Richmond, Sr., J. 30-27 (Log #CP6) changes the same definition and does so better.

30-65 6.10 (Log # CP61 )

Negative

King, J. I agree with Mr. Richmond's explanation of his negative vote.  Also, most petroleum marketers' bulk plants and similar
facilities are subject to the SPCC security requirements in 40 CFR 112.6 (c) (3) or 112.7 (g).  With this in mind the proposed addition
to the Code is not needed.

Richmond, Sr., J. There are many other regulations requiring the SVA in areas that need it.  NFPA 30 should
not mandate this requirement which would have the Fire Marshals then being an SVA AHJ

Wechsler, D. Existing security practices, defined by the US Federal Department of Homeland Security (DHS) as well as practices
identified in the NFPA 730 "Guide to Premises Security" provide requirements to address premises security and vulnerability
assessments. There is no substantiation provided as to why there is a need to provide requirements within NFPA 30 which either
mirror, expand or perhaps align with accepted methodologies for conducting SVAs in parallel with the requirements of the U. S.
Department of Homeland Security. A listing of the current SVA practices of organizations such as API, ACC and even those being
done by individual companies in compliance with DHS is beyond the scope of this document. This section, especially that starting
with 6.10.2 to end of 6.10, is therefore not needed.
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