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M E M O R A N D U M 
 
 
TO: NFPA Technical Committee on Solvent Extraction Plants 
 
FROM: Joanne Goyette, Administrator, Technical Projects 
 
DATE: July 15, 2011 
 
SUBJECT: NFPA 36 ROP TC FINAL Ballot Results (F2012) 
 
 
The Final Results of the NFPA 36 ROP Letter Ballot are as follows:  
 
11 Members Eligible to Vote  
  0 Not Returned  
  8 Affirmative on All (G. Anderson, w/Comment) 
  3 Negatives (W. Janz, J. Rogers, and E. Smith) (on one or more proposals as noted in the attached 

report) 
  0 Abstentions  
 
There are two criteria necessary to pass ballot [(1) affirmative 2/3 vote and (2) simple majority]. 
 
(1) The number of affirmative votes needed for the proposal to pass is 8. 

(11 eligible to vote - 0 not returned - 0 abstentions = 11 × 0.66 = 7.26) 
 
(2) In all cases, an affirmative vote of at least a simple majority of the total membership eligible to vote 

is required. This is the calculation for simple majority: 
          [11 eligible ÷ 2 = 5.5 = (6)] 
 
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. 
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36-1 Eligible To Vote:11  Affirmative: 11  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 0

Entire Document (Log # CP1 )

36-2 Eligible To Vote:11  Affirmative: 11  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 0

4.4.5 (Log # 2 )

36-3 Eligible To Vote:11  Affirmative: 10  Negative: 1  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 0

4.11 (Log # 3 )

Negative

Rogers, J. For the most part non-ferrous tools should be used in the restricted area. However,there are times
when spark resistant hand tools can not accomplish the task. An example is removing a large bolt that has been
in service for a number of years. The softer wrench will break so a standard wrench wrapped in duct tape
dipped in mineral oil may be required to break it loose. A special safe work permit may be required for this
exception. As far as requiring non-ferrous tools in the controlled area i.e. Prep it is not realistic and should
once again be controlled with a safe work permit.

Affirmative with Comment

Anderson, G. Perhaps ok as written?  But:  Do not encourage or imply a hard requirement for bronze rare, costly or unreliable tools such as
screwdrivers, socket wrenches, “crescent” wrenches etc.  An unreliable tool will fail to do the job or hurt or kill when you fall off a ladder.  Bronze
will be stolen often.

36-4 Eligible To Vote:11  Affirmative: 9  Negative: 2  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 0

6.4.2 Exception No. 1 through No. 5 (New) (Log # 4 )

Negative

Janz, W. The proposal does not align with the NFPA 61 standard as stated in the substantiation and significantly weakens protection
requirements for dust collection systems. NFPA 61 calls for explosion relief, or explosion suppression for dust collectors located inside or outside
of buildings. The paragraph as written eliminates protection for any collector located outside of a building. Without isolation and protection, a
deflagration incident in a dust collector will involve the collector and ductwork ultimately involving equipment and processes within the building.
The committee was also short sighted in only identifying fabric type dust collectors. Paragraph wording eliminates the need for any type of
protection for canister type dust collectors that may be located inside or outside of the building.
Ignoring potential deflagration events in outside dust collectors and filter media type dust collectors also allows AHJ's to apply other code
requirements (NFPA 654) for protection of media type dust collection systems.

Smith, E. After further review I agree with Mr. Janz's in that current wording does not call for any protection
if collector is outside.  Perhaps the wording "and protected in accordance with paragraph 6.4.3" can be added
after " . . . outside of the building" and before "(or shall comply . . ." to address this issue.

Agree with Mr. Anderson's comments that Exception No. 3 can be pulled out as separate paragraph.

Affirmative with Comment

Anderson, G. Exception No. 1 says “...not exceeding 6 m (20 ft)...” and sometimes there is an outdoors tall stack to disperse moisture or dust.
Can it say “...not exceeding 6 m (20 ft) length inside the building...”?  6.4.2 as 6.4.3?
Exception No. 3 is for a cyclone, but could be a new 6.4.2.  Renumber.

Rogers, J. Existing location installations need to be considered.

36-5 Eligible To Vote:11  Affirmative: 11  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 0

6.4.2.1 (Log # 5 )
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Affirmative with Comment

Rogers, J. See my Comment on Affirmative on Proposal 36-4  (Log #4).

Smith, E. Suggest adding the edition year after NFPA 61 in the second row of Substantiation.  (e.g. NFPA 61
-2008 Edition)

36-6 Eligible To Vote:11  Affirmative: 11  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 0

6.4.2.2 (Log # 6 )

Affirmative with Comment

Rogers, J. See my Comment on Affirmative on Proposal 36-4  (Log #4).

36-7 Eligible To Vote:11  Affirmative: 11  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 0

6.4.3 (Log # 7 )

Affirmative with Comment

Rogers, J. Agree in principle. I think the sprinkler requirement should retained and the additional language
added.

Smith, E. Suggest in Committee Statement, wording is changed from "the presence of potentially ignitable
solvent vapors" to read just "the presence of potential fires."

36-8 Eligible To Vote:11  Affirmative: 11  Negative: 0  Abstain: 0  Not Returned: 0

7.7.2 (Log # 1 )

Affirmative with Comment

Janz, W. It was understood that Figure 7.7.1 was to be revised to include both CD 1 & 2 locations as well as Zone 1 and 2 locations.  No revised
figure was included in the ballot.

Rogers, J. Agree in principle. I recommend adding to the end of section 7.7 statement 7.7.6 "For area
classifications expressed as zones see NFPA 70 National Electric Code". For those of us who have always used
Class1Div1 and Class1Div2 the addition would be confusing.
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