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DATE: May 13, 2010 

 

SUBJECT: NFPA 484 A11 ROP Letter Ballot Final Results 

 

The Final Results of the NFPA 484 ROP Letter Ballot are as follows:  

 

20 Members Eligible to Vote 

  2  Ballots Not Returned (S. Evans and E. Ural) 

 

17  Affirmative on All 

  1 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. 

(20 eligible to vote - 2 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. 

(20 of eligible voting members ÷ 2 = 10 (11) 

 

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 CMD-AAA   Proposals Thursday, May 13, 2010
Document # 484

484-2 Entire Document (Log # CP3 )

Affirmative with Comment

Myers, T. In the explanatory material in section A.3.3.5.1 Combustible Dust, reference to a 500 micron
threshold should be removed from the document.  The point of this explanatory material and and the
requirements of Section 4 are to determine the combustiblity and explosibility of a material by testing, not
particle size.  Introducing a 500 micron threshold in addition to the historical 420 micron threshold only
confuses matters when it cannot be used as a universal criterion to determine the combustibility of a metal.
Additionally, change draft "ASTM E1226..." to "ASTM E1226-10 Standard Test Method for Explosibility of
Dust Clouds"

484-4 3.3.6*, A.3.3.6 (Log # CP10 )

Affirmative with Comment

Myers, T. In the explanatory material in section A.3.3.6 Combustible Dust, reference to a 500 micron
threshold should be removed from the document.  The point of this explanatory material and and the
requirements of Section 4 are to determine the combustibility and explosibility of a material by testing, not
particle size.  Introducing a 500 micron threshold in addition to the historical 420 micron threshold only
confuses matters when it cannot be used as a universal criterion to determine the combustibility of a metal.
Additionally, change draft "ASTM E1226..." to "ASTM E1226-10 Standard Test Method for Explosibility of
Dust Clouds"

484-7 3.3.x Deflagration Hazard Area, Chapter 5 (New) (Log # CP12 )

Negative

Buc, E. The proposed equations utility to evaluate the effectiveness of a housekeeping program is not
sufficiently developed; the equations should be annex material until vetted for metal dust industries.

Affirmative with Comment

Oberholtzer, D. I am concerned about sec. 5.1.3 which permits the exemption of a building or room as a dust
explosion or flash fire hazard area, where combustible metal dust is present, based solely on the effectiveness
of a housekeeping program.

484-8 Chapter 4 (Various) (Log # CP8 )

Affirmative with Comment

Myers, T. The committee should consider specifying which portions of the standard apply if a material is
found to be combustible and not explosible, and vice-versa.

484-12 Chapter 6 (New) (Log # CP9 )

Affirmative with Comment

Zalosh, R. Paragraph 6.4.2.5 needs to be developed for this edition of NFPA 484 rather than just be reserved.
Otherwise, this chapter gives the user the impression that other explosion scenarios are less important than
metal dust explosion scenarios.  That is not the case in the prescriptive chapters of the standard.

484-20 Chapter 12 (now Chapter 14) (Log # CP21 )

Affirmative with Comment

Myers, T. During the committee ROP meeting, a committee proposal allowing additional explosion protection
methods for dust collectors was approved in principle but did not make it into this ballot.  This will be
submitted during the ROC phase.
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