
 

 

 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
 

 
TO:  NFPA Technical Committee on Aerosol Products 
  
FROM: Joanne Goyette, Administrator, Technical Projects 
 
DATE: December 5, 2011 
 
SUBJECT: NFPA 30B Proposed Tentative Interim Amendment (TIA) No.1043  
_____________________________________________________________________________  
 
The attached proposed Tentative Interim Amendment (TIA) is being submitted to you for letter 
ballot.  This proposed TIA was submitted by John A. LeBlanc and endorsed by B. Frauenheim, 
D. Fredrickson, and P. Willse.  Please be aware that NFPA staff will concurrently forward any 
modified text relating to sprinkler protection to the respective sprinkler committee in order to 
highlight any correlation or consistency issues.  The action of the sprinkler committee may 
include, but is not limited to, endorsing the TIA, proposing modifications to the TIA or the 
establishment of an intercommittee coordination task group.   
 
This proposed TIA has been published for public comment in the December 2, 2011 issue of 
NFPA News with a Public Comment Closing Date of January 13, 2012.  Any public comments 
received will be circulated to the committee.  The Standards Council will consider the issuance 
of this TIA at their March 5-6, 2012 meeting. 
 
In addition to being balloted on the technical merits of the proposed TIA, the Committee is also 
being balloted on whether or not this matter is of an emergency nature.  Please see Section 5 
(copy enclosed) regarding the processing of TIAs from the NFPA Regulations Governing 
Committee Projects.   
 
Please complete and return your ballot as soon as possible but no later than Friday, December 16, 
2011.  As noted on the ballot form, please return the ballot to Joanne Goyette either via e-mail to 
jgoyette@nfpa.org or via fax to 617-984-7110.  You may also mail your ballot to the attention of 
Joanne Goyette at NFPA, 1 Batterymarch Park, Quincy, MA 02169. 
 
Note:  Please remember that the return of ballots and attendance at committee meetings are 
required in accordance with the NFPA Regulations Governing Committee Projects. 
 
Attachments 
 



 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE LETTER BALLOT 
PROPOSED TENTATIVE INTERIM AMENDMENT LOG NO. 1043 

To Add the reference to Section 2.3.2 and Modify 6.1.1, 6.2.1, and 6.2.2 of the 2011 Edition of NFPA 30B 
Code for the Manufacture and Storage of Aerosol Products 

 
Question 1: I agree with the TECHNICAL MERITS of the Proposed TIA to Add reference to Section 2.3.2, 
and Modify 6.1.1, 6.2.1, and 6.2.2.  
 
____________ AGREE ____________ DISAGREE*  ____________ ABSTAIN* 
 
EXPLANATION OF VOTE - Please type or print your comments: 
 
*An explanation must accompany a disagreement or abstaining position. 
_____________________________________________________________________ 
 
_____________________________________________________________________ 

 _____________________________________________________________________ 

 

Question 2: I agree that the subject is of an EMERGENCY NATURE.  
 
____________ AGREE ____________ DISAGREE*  ____________ ABSTAIN* 
 
EXPLANATION OF VOTE - Please type or print your comments: 
 
*An explanation must accompany a disagreement or abstaining position. 
_____________________________________________________________________ 
 
_____________________________________________________________________ 

 _____________________________________________________________________ 

 

 ________________________________ 
Signature 
 
________________________________ 
Name (Please Print) 
 
________________________________ 
Date 
 
Please return the ballot on or before Friday, December 16, 2011. 
 
 
PLEASE RETURN TO: 
Joanne Goyette, Administrator, Technical Projects 
NFPA 
1 Batterymarch Park 
Quincy, MA 02169  FAX: (617) 984-7950  E-mail: jgoyette@nfpa.org 



NFPA 30B-2011  
Code for the Manufacture and Storage of Aerosol Products 
TIA Log No. 1043 
Reference: 2.3.2, 6.1.1, 6.2.1, and 6.2.2 
Comment Closing Date: January 13, 2011 
Submitter: John A. LeBlanc, FM Global 
 
1. Add the ASTM D 92 reference into 2.3.2 to read as follows:  
 
ASTM D 92, Standard Test Method for Flash and Fire Points by Cleveland Open Cup Tester, 2010. 
 
2. Modify Section 6.1.1 as follows: 
 
6.1.1 The protection criteria in this chapter are for metal containers only.  Protection criteria for glass or plastic containers greater than 
118 ml (4 fl oz) is beyond the scope of this chapter, with the exception of the maximum allowable quantities (MAQ) and those aerosol 
products covered by Section 6.2.1.1. 
 
3. Add a new subsection to read as follows: 
 
6.2.1.1 Aerosol products in plastic containers larger than 118 ml (4 fl. oz.) shall be considered to be equivalent to Class III 
commodities, as defined in NFPA 13, Standard for the Installation of Sprinkler Systems, where any of the following conditions are 
met: 
 
(a) Base product has no fire point when tested in accordance with ASTM D 92, Standard Test Method for Flash and Fire Points by 
Cleveland Open Cup Tester, and nonflammable propellant. 
 
(b) Base product has no sustained combustion as tested in accordance with “Method of Testing for Sustained combustibility”, Title 49 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 173, Appendix H, or the UN publication Recommendation on the Transport of Dangerous Goods, 
and nonflammable propellant. 
 
(c)* Base product contains up to 20% by volume (15.8% by weight) of ethanol and/or isopropyl alcohol in an aqueous mix and 
nonflammable propellant. 
 
(d)* Base product contains 4% by weight or less of an emulsified flammable liquefied gas propellant within an aqueous base.  The 
propellant shall remain emulsified for the life of the product. Where such propellant is not permanently emulsified then the propellant 
shall be nonflammable. 
 
A.6.2.1.1(c) Fire testing with alcohol and water at this percentage in plastic bottles has been successful.  Small-scale burn tests of 
aerosol products in plastic containers have shown the aerosol with a nonflammable propellant to behave the same as the aerosol with 
no propellant. 
 
A.6.2.1.1(d) A fire test with a formula of this type using liquefied petroleum gas was successful. An emulsion, in an aerosol product, 
would be a mixture of two or more liquids in which one is present as droplets, of microscopic or ultramicroscopic size, distributed 
throughout the other.  Emulsions are formed from the component liquids either spontaneously or, more often, by mechanical means, 
such as agitation, provided that the liquids that are mixed have no (or a very limited) mutual solubility.  Emulsions are stabilized by 
agents that form films at the surface of the droplets (e.g., soap molecules) or that impart to them a mechanical stability (e.g., colloidal 
carbon or bentonite).  Colloidal distributions or suspension of one or more liquid(s) with another will have a shelf life that varies with 
the efficiency of the recipe used. 
 
4. Modify 6.2.2 as follows: 
 
6.2.2 In cases where the storage of Level 1 aerosol products or aerosol products in plastic containers as meeting the requirements of  
paragraph 6.2.1.1 is required to be protected, such storage shall be protected in accordance with the requirements for Class III 
commodities set forth in NFPA 13, Standard for the Installation of Sprinkler Systems. 
 
Submitter’s Substantiation: At the close of the 2011 revision cycle, only preliminary fire testing had been completed on aerosol 
products in plastic containers. The testing clearly demonstrated the severe fire hazard created by one product type and hinted that a 
significantly lower fire hazard may be created by another. It did not provide any guidance on how to protect the lower hazard 
products. The US DOT has allowed the transport of aerosol products in plastic containers however, the guidance provided in the 2011 
edition of NFPA 30B limits a manufacturer’s ability to develop and sell low hazard versions of this product. Since the release of the 



2011 edition, a significant amount of new research has been completed on aerosol products in plastic containers that clearly defines a 
“low hazard” version of the product that can be stored in general purpose warehouses without significantly increasing the fire hazard. 
The following discussion provides an overview of the work that was done and the conclusions from the effort. 
 
1) Aerosol Products in Plastic Containers – Propellant: Nonflammable; Base: Liquid Content that Does not Support 
Combustion 
 
The fire hazard created by aerosol products in metal containers is driven by their propellant and the liquid content. An aerosol product 
that contains a nonflammable propellant and a liquid content that does not support combustion would have a Chemical Heat of 
Combustion of 0 kJ/g and be classified as a Level 1 aerosol product. Level 1 aerosols are protected using the same protection criteria 
needed for Class III commodities provided by NFPA 13. 
 
The fire hazard of an aerosol product in a plastic container cannot be directly compared to aerosol products in metal containers. 
However, using commodity classification information for plastic containers filled with liquids that do not burn supports proposing a 
protection level for equivalent aerosol products. In this case, the content of the aerosol would not contribute to a fire. Only the primary 
(plastic container) and secondary (carton) packaging would contribute. If the aerosol was not pressurized, it would directly compare to 
products listed in NFPA 13 Annex A and FM Global Property Loss Prevention Data Sheet 8-1 as shown below. 
 
NFPA 13 Annex A 
Table A.5.6.3 

Milk in Plastic – Class I 
Bottles, Jars / Filled noncombustible liquids / Plastic, PET – Class I 

 
FM Global Property Loss Prevention Data Sheet 8-1 
2.2.2.2 Examples of Class I Commodities 
 4. Other – Noncombustible liquids in 5 gal (19 l) or smaller plastic containers 
 
Both standards treat a plastic container filled with a liquid that does not burn as a Class I commodity. The addition of a nonflammable 
propellant to a plastic container will not change the burning properties of the commodity (it may result in a violent rupture with no 
change in burning rates or severity). The above discussion would point to classifying the aerosol products in plastic containers charged 
with a nonflammable propellant and liquid that does not burn as a Class I commodity. However, in an effort to provide consistency in 
the protection of aerosols, the protection proposal targets using the same protection currently recommended for Level 1 aerosols. 
 
2) Aerosol Products in Plastic Containers – Propellant: Nonflammable; Base: Liquid Content Consists of up to 20% Ethanol 
or Isopropyl Alcohol in Aqueous Solution 
 
An aerosol product in a plastic container that contains a liquid that burns will create a fire hazard at least as severe as the same liquid 
in an unpressurized plastic container. The fire hazard may increase because the container is pressurized and will definitely increase if 
it is pressurized with a flammable propellant. As the fire hazard of the aerosol’s content increases, the fire hazard of the actual aerosol 
will increase as well. If on the other hand, the aerosol product in a plastic container was charged with liquid components that can 
easily be protected in an unpressurized plastic container, similar to the discussion under item 1, there is a good chance that the aerosol 
products in plastic containers can be protected with a similar level of protection. The only question might be the impact of adding 
nonflammable propellant. 
 
FM Global has developed protection criteria for several alcohol water mixtures in plastic bottles. The alcohols used in the testing are 
ethanol and isopropyl alcohol. The mixtures ranged from 100% alcohol (approximate) down to 20% by volume alcohol/80% by 
volume water. The 20% alcohol/80% water mixture in a plastic bottle in cartons was tested in a full-scale array with the overview of 
the test presented in Table 1. This alcohol/water mixture does have a definable fire point; however, it produces unstable burning. 
  



Table 1. FM Global Test Summary 

Fire Test Summary – Diluted Alcohol Test Series 

Test Number 5 
Test Date 1-19-99 
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Commodity 
20% isopropyl alcohol / 80% 

water in a 1 pint [470 ml] plastic 
container in cartons 

Storage Arrangement Rack 

Storage Height (ft) [m] Nominal 20 [6.1] 

No. Tiers 4 

Ceiling Height (ft) [m] 30 [9.1] 

Aisle Width (ft) [m] 8 [2.4] 

Sprinkler Type 
(K factor gpm/psi0.5 
[L/min/bar0.5], Temperature 
Rating) 

K 5.6 [81]/ 286oF [140°C] / 
Standard Response 

Sprinkler Spacing (ft x ft)  
[m x m] 10 x 10 [3.0 x 3.0] 

Discharge Density (gpm/ft2) 
[mm/min] 0.30 [12] 
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First Sprinkler Operated 
(min:sec) 21:56 

Total Sprinklers Operated 2 

Peak Gas Temperature (oF) 
[oC] 585oF [307] 

Peak Steel Temperature (oF) 
[oC] 189oF [87.2] 

Test Concluded (min:sec) 30:00 

 
Based on the results of this test, FM Global has recommended protecting 20%vol alcohol/80%vol water mixtures in plastic bottles with 
the same protection recommended for liquids that do not burn in plastic containers, i.e., Class I commodity. A final question is does 
pressurizing a plastic container filled with a 20%vol alcohol/80%vol water mixture with nonflammable propellant change the burning 
properties of the product. 
 
Since the propellant will not burn, the only real opportunity to change the burning behavior would be to cause the alcohol/water 
mixture to burn more severely (e.g., maybe produce fireballs when the mixture if ejected from the container under pressure). To 
evaluate this potential, a small-scale test series was contracted with Underwriters Laboratories to investigate the impact of pressurizing 
aerosol products in plastic containers, filled with a 20%vol alcohol/80%vol water mixture, with nonflammable propellants. A summary 
of 5 tests that were run is provided in Table 2. Two filling methods were investigated, direct fill (liquid and propellant in same space) 
and bag-on-valve (liquid in one compartment, propellant in outer compartment). UL reported the number of container failures. The 
overall fire behavior was provided through direct observation. The tests looked at two cases of six containers arranged with a 6 in. (15 
cm) flue between them and a point igniter in the flue space. The cases were in a small pan. 
 
Table 2 UL Testing Summary 

Test # Description Fill Type Test Results 

1 15% ethanol and 85% water Direct Fill 12 containers ruptured but burned in place 
No fire balls during rupture 
No pool fire 
Bottom of boxes unburned after 6 min 

2 15% ethanol and 85% water Bag on Valve 12 containers ruptured with some ejected away from case 
50% of one carton unburned after 4 min 



No fire balls during rupture 
No pool fire 

3 20% ethanol and 80% water Direct Fill 12 containers ruptured but burned in place 
No fire balls during rupture 
No pool fire 
Bottom of boxes unburned after 5 min 

4 20% ethanol and 80% water 
Unpressurized Containers 

Direct Fill 12 containers ruptured but burned in place 
No fire balls during rupture 
No pool fire 
Bottom of boxes unburned after 10 min 

5 20% ethanol and 80% water Bag on Valve 5 containers ruptured 
Fire extinguished by rupturing containers 

 
None of the tests produced a pool fire or fireball. In all five tests, portions of the aerosol products in plastic containers and cardboard 
cases remained unburned. Based on these tests, it appears that the fire properties of alcohol/water mixture remained unchanged when 
pressurized and that using Class III commodity protection will provide fully adequate protection for the aerosol products in plastic 
containers. 
 
3) Aerosol Products in Plastic Containers – Propellant: 4% by Weight Nonflammable Propellant or Flammable Propellant 
that is Emulsified in Liquid Base; Base: Aqueous Base with no Fire Point. 
 
An emulsion, in an aerosol product, would be a mixture of two or more liquids in which one is present as droplets, of microscopic or 
ultramicroscopic size, distributed throughout the other. Emulsions are formed from the component liquids either spontaneously or, 
more often, by mechanical means, such as agitation, provided that the liquids that are mixed have no (or a very limited) mutual 
solubility. Emulsions are stabilized by agents that form films at the surface of the droplets (e.g., soap molecules) or that impart to them 
a mechanical stability (e.g., colloidal carbon or bentonite). Colloidal distributions or suspension of one or more liquid(s) with another 
will have a shelf life that varies with the efficiency of the recipe used. 
 
A Level 1 aerosol (metal can) was defined by the fire performance of shave cream. This product had limited amounts of flammable 
liquefied gas propellant to eject the mixture and to cause foaming of the mixture. In a fire, the hydrocarbon propellant would be 
ejected and burn, but the large quantities of foam mix and water tended to produce a very limited fire severity. A similar product was 
evaluated when placed in a plastic aerosol container. 
 
The product consisted of several liquid components that do not support combustion mixed with water and a maximum of 4% by 
weight flammable liquefied gas propellant. The liquefied gas was held within the liquid mixture as an emulsion. The gas would eject 
the liquid product and cause the liquid mixture to foam. Since the liquid components do not burn, the main concern centers around the 
flammable liquefied gas propellant. The evaluation used small, intermediate, and full-scale fire testing to evaluate the fire hazard 
created by this product. All of the testing was completed at Underwriters Laboratories. 
 
The intermediate and large-scale testing are summarized in Table 3. The large-scale test used the 12-Pallet Aerosol Classification Test 
protocol. This methodology only applies to metal aerosol products but, lacking any test data, it was considered a good starting point. 
The 12 pallet load palletized array operated 4 sprinklers in 10 seconds at around a minute and a half after ignition. The fire was 
quickly knocked down. The test was run for 32 minutes. The liquid product was released during the test and did not contribute. The 
flammable liquefied gas did create brief flare-ups of the fire when released and continued to create small fireballs throughout the test. 
The high sprinkler discharge density (0.79 gpm/ft2) (32 mm/min) easily extinguished the majority of the array and limited the fire 
spread to the ignition flue located in the center of the array. The fire test seemed to demonstrate that the limited amount of flammable 
liquefied gas in the product would not produce a severe fire; however, the high water density does not permit easy comparison to a 
Class III commodity fire. 
 
An intermediate-scale test was run under the calorimeter at UL to evaluate the effect of a significantly lower water density (0.25 
gpm/ft2) (10 mm/min) on this product. The product was placed in a double row rack with a storage height of 15 ft (4.6 m). Four open 
sprinklers were located 10 ft (3 m) above the top of the array and arranged to deliver a 0.25 gpm/ft2 (10 mm/min). The sprinklers were 
activated at approximately one minute after ignition. The test was terminated at 4 minutes since the fire was extinguished. The percent 
damage was not provided in the UL report; however the pictures indicate that the fire was again confined to the ignition flue. 
 
NFPA 13 requires a 0.25 gpm/ft2 (10 mm/min) to protect 15 ft (4.6 m) high double row rack storage of Class III commodity in a 25 ft 
(7.6 m) high building using low temperature ceiling sprinklers [NFPA 13, Table 16.2.1.3.2, Figure 16.2.1.3.2(c) curves E & F, Figure 
16.2.1.3.4.1]. The intermediate-scale test indicates that this same protection level easily controlled/extinguished a fire involving the 
foam shave cream in a plastic aerosol container. 



Table 3 UL Test Summary 

Shave Cream Intermediate and Large-Scale Fire Test Summaries 

Test Number 1 (Intermediate-Scale) 1 (Large-Scale) 

Report Date 12/31/09 10/26/09 
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Commodity Shave Foam in 11 oz (330 ml) 
Plastic Aerosol 

Shave Foam in 11 oz (330 ml) 
Plastic Aerosol 

Storage Arrangement (pallet 
loads) 

Rack Array under Calorimeter 
2 x 2 x 3  high 

Palletized Array 
2 x 2 x 3 high 

Storage Height (ft) [m] 15 [4.6] 14 [4.3] 

No. Tiers 3 3 

Ceiling Height (ft) [m] Sprinklers at 25 [7.6] above floor 25 [7.6] 

Aisle Width (ft) None None 

Sprinkler Type 
(K factor gpm/psi0.5 
[L/min/bar0.5],, Temperature 
Rating) 

K = 8.0 [120] / Open 11.2 [161] / 155oF [68°C] 

Sprinkler Spacing (ft x ft)  
[m x m] 10 x 10 [3 x 3] 10 x 10 [3 x 3] 

Discharge Density (gpm/ft2) 
[mm/min] 0.25 [10] 0.79 [32] 
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First Sprinkler Operated 
(min:sec) 1:07 water on 1:23 

Total Sprinklers Operated 4 4 

Peak Gas Temperature (oF)  
[oC] 3000 kW peak heat release rate 1242 [672] 

Peak Steel Temperature (oF) 
[oC] None recorded 165 [74] 

Test Concluded (min:sec) 4:00 32:00 

 
 
In addition to the intermediate and large-scale fire test, a number of small-scale tests were also done to provide a visual documentation 
on how a plastic aerosol container with a shave foam type product behaves when exposed to fire without sprinkler protection. These 
tests consisted of placing two cases of six containers on each side of a standard igniter. The containers were contained in a cardboard 
box. A shave cream and a hair mousse were tested. A general description of the test results is provided in Table 4. Test 9 used a 
product that was very similar to what was tested in the intermediate and large-scale testing. It was a shave cream product that had a 
small percentage of a flammable liquefied gas that was in a stable emulsion with a multi-component liquid mixture. The liquid 
mixture did not support combustion. The product in Test 10 had a higher weight percent flammable liquefied gas that did not form a 
stable emulsion in the bottle. A liquefied gas layer formed in the container. It was not clear what the liquid mixture was made up of. In 
both products, the flammable liquefied gas was used to eject the liquid mixture out of the container and cause the liquid product to 
create foam. 
 
In Test 9, all but two of the containers failed. The shave foam covered the cases, containers and pan after the test. The product burned 
weakly and extinguished the igniter used in the test. The product used in Test 10 did appear to burn more vigorously. Container failure 
produced momentary fireballs. While this limited-scale test cannot predict the behavior of a product in a full-scale arrangement, it did 
demonstrate that there were differences between the shave cream and the hair mousse, and that the hair mousse produced a more 
vigorous fire. 
 
Table 4 UL Testing Summary 

Test # Description Fill Type Test Results 

9 Shave Cream Emulsion (4% by 
weight hydrocarbon propellant – 
the emulsion was stable, no 

Direct Fill Initially flames are about 3 to 4 ft (0.9 to 1.2 m) high. 
First container ruptures at :50 seconds. Multiple 
container ruptures follow. The igniter is extinguished 



propellant layer was noticeable in 
container) 

by a container rupture at approximately 1:15. The fire 
goes out at approximately 6 minutes. The two cases are 
covered in foam shave cream and two containers did 
not fail. There was no pool fire. The ruptures did not 
produce noticeable fireballs or increased burning. 

10 Mousse and conditioner (6% by 
weight hydrocarbon propellant – 
the emulsion was not stable and a 
propellant layer formed in 
container) 

Direct Fill Initially flames are about 3 to 4 ft (0.9 to 1.2 m) high. 
First container ruptures at :48 seconds. Multiple 
container ruptures follow. The flames increase in 
intensity with the container ruptures. Eventually all of 
the containers are breached. A small pool of burning 
liquid formed but went out quickly. An increase in 
burning was noticeable with each container failure. 

 
The results of the intermediate-scale testing, the full-scale testing, and the small-scale testing, indicate that an aerosol product in a 
plastic container filled with a liquid mixture that does not support combustion and no more than 4% by weight flammable liquefied 
gas in a stable emulsion with the liquid mixture can be protected using criteria recommended for a Class III commodity. 
 
Emergency Nature: This issue meets two of the factors used by the NFPA in Section 5.3 of the Regulations Governing Committee 
Projects the define “Emergency Nature” (e and f), which are discussed below: 
 
e) The proposed TIA intends to accomplish a recognition of an advance in the art of safeguarding property or life where an alternative 
method is not in current use or is unavailable to the public. 
 
The current version of NFPA 30B (2011) recognizes the existence of aerosol products in plastic containers; however, it does not 
provide any specific fire protection options for these products. Unfortunately, the US DOT recognizes and allows aerosol products in 
plastic containers to be transported which will result in these products being stored in warehouses without clearly defined protection 
options. The research that has been completed has defined a low fire hazard aerosol product in a plastic container that can be stored in 
general purpose warehouses without significantly increasing the overall fire hazard. This information will help code officials and 
warehouse owners identify what aerosol products in plastic containers can be safely stored in their buildings. 
 
f) The proposed TIA will correct a circumstance in which the revised document has resulted in an adverse impact on a product or 
method that was without adequate technical justification. 
 
Many aerosol manufacturers feel they cannot begin producing aerosol products in plastic containers until clear protection criteria is 
available in NFPA 30B and the data needed to define protection criteria was not available to the NFPA 30B Committee before the 
previous revision cycle was completed. The first step of a larger test program for aerosol products in plastic containers has been 
completed. A low hazard category of aerosol products in plastic containers has been developed. The information in this TIA releases 
this information to manufacturers so they can begin producing low hazard aerosol products in plastic containers. This code change is 
required to properly allow the products covered by this TIA to be stored and handled in the normal channels of commerce moving 
products from the manufacturer to the consumer.  The technical justification was not available to the Technical Committee during the 
revision process. 
 
 



 

Section 5 Tentative Interim Amendments. 
5.1 Preliminary Determination of Compliance. A 
Tentative Interim Amendment (TIA) to any Document may 
be processed if the Council Secretary determines, after a 
preliminary review, and consultation with the appropriate 
Chair, that the Amendment appears to be of an emergency 
nature requiring prompt action and has the endorsement of 
at least two Members of the involved TC or TCC. If 
processed, the question of emergency nature shall be 
considered by the TC and TCC. The text of a proposed 
Tentative Interim Amendment may be processed as 
submitted or may be changed, but only with the approval of 
the submitter. 
5.2 Evaluation of Emergency Nature. Determination of 
an emergency nature shall include but not be limited to one 
or more of the following factors: 

(a) The document contains an error or an omission that 
was overlooked during a regular revision process. 

(b) The document contains a conflict within the 
document or with another NFPA document. 

(c) The proposed TIA intends to correct a previously 
unknown existing hazard. 

(d) The proposed TIA intends to offer to the public a 
benefit that would lessen a recognized (known) hazard or 
ameliorate a continuing dangerous condition or situation. 

(e) The proposed TIA intends to accomplish a 
recognition of an advance in the art of safeguarding 
property or life where an alternative method is not in 
current use or is unavailable to the public. 

(f ) The proposed TIA intends to correct a circumstance 
in which the revised document has resulted in an adverse 
impact on a product or method that was inadvertently 
overlooked in the total revision process, or was without 
adequate technical (safety) justification for the action. 
5.3 Publication of Proposed Tentative Interim 
Amendment. A proposed Tentative Interim Amendment 
that meets the provisions of 5.1 shall be published by the 
Association in appropriate media with a notice that the 
proposed Tentative Interim Amendment has been 
forwarded to the responsible TC and TCC for processing 
and that anyone interested may comment on the proposed 
Tentative Interim Amendment within the time period 
established and published. 
5.4 Technical Committee and Technical Correlating 
Committee Action. 

(a) The proposed Tentative Interim Amendment shall be 
submitted for ballot and comment of the TC in accordance 
with 3.3.4. The TC shall be separately balloted on both the 
technical merits of the amendment and whether the 
amendment involves an issue of an emergency nature. Such 
balloting shall be completed concurrently with the public 
review period. Any public comments inconsistent with the 
vote of any TC Member shall be circulated to the TC to 
allow votes to be changed. A recommendation for approval 
shall be established if three-fourths of the voting Members 
calculated in accordance with 3.3.4.5 have voted in favor of 
the Tentative Interim Amendment. 

(b) The proposed Tentative Interim Amendment shall be 
submitted for ballot and comment of the TCC, if any, 
which shall make a recommendation to the Council with 
respect to the disposition of the Tentative Interim 
Amendment. The TCC shall be separately balloted on both 
the merits of the amendment (as it relates to the TCC 

authority and responsibilities in accordance with 3.4.2 and 
3.4.3) and whether the amendment involves an issue of an 
emergency nature. Any public comments inconsistent with 
the vote of any TC or TCC Member shall be circulated to 
the 28 TCC to allow votes to be changed. A 
recommendation for approval shall be established if three-
fourths of the voting Members calculated in accordance 
with 3.3.4.5 have voted in favor of the Tentative Interim 
Amendment. 

(c) All public comments, ballots, and comments on ballot 
on the proposed Tentative Interim Amendment shall be 
summarized in a staff report and forwarded to the Council 
for action in accordance with 5.5. 
5.5 Action of the Council. The Council shall review the 
material submitted in accordance with 5.4(c), together with 
the record on any Appeals (see 1.6, 1.6.1), and shall take 
one of the following actions: 

(a) Issue the proposed Tentative Interim Amendment 
(b) Issue the proposed Tentative Interim Amendment as 

amended by the Council 
(c) Where acted on concurrently with the issuance of a 

new edition of the Document to which it relates, issue the 
Tentative Interim Amendment as part of the new edition; 

(d) Reject the proposed Tentative Interim Amendment 
(e) Return the proposed Tentative Interim Amendment to 

the TC with appropriate instruction 
(f ) Direct a different action 

5.6 Effective Date of Amendment. Tentative Interim 
Amendments shall become effective 20 days after Council 
issuance unless the President determines, within his or her 
discretion, that the effective date shall be delayed pending 
the consideration of a Petition to the Board of Directors 
(see 1.7). The President may also, within his or her 
discretion, refer the matter of a delay in the effective date 
of the TIA to the Executive Committee of the Board of 
Directors or to the Board of Directors. 
5.7 Publication of Amendment. The Association shall 
publish in one of its publications sent or accessible to all 
Members notice of the issuance of each Tentative Interim 
Amendment and may, as appropriate, issue a news release 
to applicable and interested technical journals. The notice 
and any news release shall indicate the tentative character 
of the Tentative Interim Amendment. In any subsequent 
distribution of the Document to which the Tentative Interim 
Amendment applies, the text of the Tentative Interim 
Amendment shall be included in a manner judged most 
feasible to accomplish the desired objectives. 
5.8 Applicability. Tentative Interim Amendments shall 
apply to the document existing at the time of issuance. 
Tentative Interim Amendments issued after the proposal 
closing date shall also apply, where the text of the existing 
document remains unchanged, to the next edition of the 
Document. Tentative Interim Amendments issued 
concurrently with the issuance of a new edition shall apply 
to both the existing and new edition. 
5.9 Subsequent Processing. TC responsible for the 
Document or part of the Document affected shall process 
the subject matter of any Tentative Interim Amendment as 
a proposal for the next edition of the Document (see 3.3). 
5.10 Exception. When the Council authorizes other 
procedures for the processing and/or issuance of Tentative 
Interim Amendments, the provisions of this Section shall 
not apply. 
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Walker, Nancy

Subject: FW: Proposed TIA to NFPA 30B

 

From: Willse Peter [mailto:Peter.Willse@xlgroup.com]  
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2011 3:43 PM 
To: Curtis, Martha 
Subject: RE: Proposed TIA to NFPA 30B 
 
Martha, 
  
I support this TIA. 
  
Pete 
Peter J. Gore Willse, P.E., FSFPE  
Vice President - Director of Research  
Global Asset Protection Services, LLC  
100 Constitution Plaza  
12th Floor  
Hartford, CT 06103. USA 
(P) +1 860 293-7900  
(C) +1 860 460-1965  
(F) +1 860 293-7907 
Email: peter.willse@xlgroup.com  
Website: www.xlgaps.com 
An XL Group Company  
Follow us on Twitter at www.twitter.com/xlgaps  

From: Curtis, Martha [mailto:mcurtis@NFPA.org]  
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2011 3:02 PM 
To: Willse Peter 
Subject: FW: Proposed TIA to NFPA 30B 
Importance: High 
  
Peter, 
     If we can’t speak today to discuss the viability of this proposed TIA to NFPA 30B, then it will have to wait for the 
January 2012 issue of NFPA Fire News. 
  Thanks, Martha 
  
Martha H. Curtis  
Senior Chemical Specialist/Staff Liaison to NFPA 30B 
NFPA  
1 Batterymarch Park  
Quincy, MA  02169‐7471  
Phone: 617‐984‐7496  
Fax: 617‐984‐7110  
Email: mcurtis@nfpa.org 
  
Register today for the most powerful five days of the year for fire and life safety professionals  
who want to enhance their code‐related knowledge and develop new skills.  
  

 
www.nfpa.org/FLSConf 
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Check out NFPA on social media.  
www.nfpa.org/socialmedia  
  

From: Walker, Nancy  
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2011 1:14 PM 
To: Curtis, Martha 
Subject: FW: Proposed TIA to NFPA 30B 
  
Martha, not trying to rush but if I can’t get this TIA by the end of today we won’t have time to get into the December 
News. We’ll put it in January. 
Nancy 
  

From: Walker, Nancy  
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2011 9:23 AM 
To: Curtis, Martha 
Cc: 'Peter Willse (peter.willse@xlgroup.com)' 
Subject: Proposed TIA to NFPA 30B 
  
Please review the enclosed proposed TIA to NFPA 30B.  
Martha, once you’ve reviewed this and you want to go forward let me know and I’ll set up your meeting with Amy to 
discuss. 
  
Nancy Walker 
NFPA 
617‐984‐7249 
nwalker@nfpa.org  
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