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M E M O R A N D U M 
 
 
TO:                 NFPA Technical Committee on Combustible Metals and Metal Dusts 
 
FROM: Patti Mucci, Administrative Assistant 
 
DATE: December 22, 2010 
 
SUBJECT: NFPA 484 ROC TC Letter Ballot (A2011) 
 
 
The December 15, 2010 date for receipt of the NFPA 484 ROC letter ballot has passed. 
 
The preliminary ROC ballot results are as follows: 
 
21  Members Eligible to Vote 
  0 Not Returned  
19 Affirmative on All  
  2 Negatives on one or more comments as noted in report  
  0 Abstentions  
 
In accordance with the NFPA Regulations Governing Committee Projects, attached are reasons for 
negative votes for review so you may change your ballot if you wish.  Abstentions and affirmative 
comments are also included.  Ballots received from alternate members are not included unless the 
ballot from the principal member was not received.   
 
If you wish to change your vote, the change must be received at NFPA on or before Wednesday, 
December 29, 2010.  Members who have not returned a ballot may do so now. Such changes 
should be sent to Patti Mucci via either e-mail to pmucci@nfpa.org or via fax to 617-984-7110.  
You may also mail your ballot to the attention of Patti Mucci at NFPA, 1 Batterymarch Park, 
Quincy, MA 02169.  
 
The return of ballots is required by the Regulations Governing Committee Projects. 
 
Attachment:   Circulation Explanation Report 
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Circulation Explanation Report for CMD-AAA   Comments Wednesday, December 22,
2010Document # 484

484-2 Entire Document (Log # 38 )

Affirmative with Comment

Zalosh, R. Since Chapter 14 now has an extensive discussion of dust collectors in Section 14.7.3, paragraph
14.2.4 Dust Collection (Reserved) should be changed to 14.2.4 Dust Collection.  See 14.7.3.
Paragraphs 14.7.3.4.2 and 14.7.3.4.9 appear to be identical.  Therefore 14.7.3.4.9  should be deleted.

484-4 5.1 (Log # 34 )

Negative

Ural, E. ROP version provides a much better assurance for personnel safety than the current edition.
Therefore, it should be incorporated into the next edition. Current edition does not define how much
accumulation is too much, and lets users to define their own criteria. The statement made by the Committee to
return to past is incorrect: The use of the equations in Chapter 5 to determine whether adequate housekeeping
is proved has been substantiated. The only issue was the entrainment fraction. It is indisputable that the
entrainment fraction can not exceed 1.

Affirmative with Comment

Drake, M. I believe dust-layer thickness equations demonstrating that accumulations maintained below
explosible level limits can be used as guidelines for housekeeping programs (cleaning frequency of fugitive
dust).

Zalosh, R. I disagree with the stated Committee Substantiation that the use of equations to determine
adequate housekeeping has not been substantiated.  My reason for voting with the Committee on this is that
there is not yet any experience in the implementation of the equations and parameter values for metal dusts. A
viable and demonstrated implementation strategy needs to be developed for facilities handling and processing
combustible metals.  I hope the Committee can do this during the next NFPA 484 cycle.

By removing the definition of threshold dust mass from Chapter 5, paragraphs 15.1.3 and 15.22.3.5 now use
the term without any definition for it.  I suggest threshold dust mass in  accumulation now be defined as the
mass of accumulated dust in an area that can produce a secondary dust accumulation or widespread flash fire
triggered by an ignition of dust within or outside the equipment in that area, and that the determination of this
mass be part of the hazard analysis for that area.

484-17 9.1.1 (Log # 24 )

Affirmative with Comment

Drake, M. I do not believe that not allowing any fugitive dust is practical in practice. I believe dust-layer
thickness equations demonstrating that accumulations maintained below explosible level limits can be used as
guidelines for housekeeping programs (cleaning frequency of fugitive dust).

484-48 Chapter 14 (Log # 44 )

Negative

Myers, T. The current prescriptive requirements in NFPA 484 are focused on mitigating hazards of reactive
metals that are easy-to-ignite and extremely explosible.  Additional prescriptive options are needed in the
standard to address materials that may represent a marginal or low explosion hazard, yet fall under the scope of
the standard.  In the next revision of the standard, the committee should work to develop additional
prescriptive protection options for materials that represent lower hazards.  Different protection methods could
be allowed based upon the characteristics of the materials (MIE, MAIT, Pmax, KSt, etc.)
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Ural, E. Large number of metal casting and machining operations have very low Kst and low Pmax dusts that
fall within the scope of NFPA 484. NFPA 484 often prescribes unnecessarily stringent or impractical
requirements for this type of dusts. Holding, but not accepting this comment will result in unnecessary burden
to the industry.

484-49 14.4.1.4 (Log # 45 )

Affirmative with Comment

Myers, T. The current prescriptive requirements in NFPA 484 are focused on mitigating hazards of reactive
metals that are easy-to-ignite and extremely explosible.  Additional prescriptive options are needed in the
standard to address materials that may represent a marginal or low explosion hazard, yet fall under the scope of
the standard.  In the next revision of the standard, the committee should work to develop additional
prescriptive protection options for materials that represent lower hazards.  Different protection methods could
be allowed based upon the characteristics of the materials (MIE, MAIT, Pmax, KSt, etc.)

484-51 14.7.3.4.1 through 14.7.3.4.8 (Log # 35 )

Affirmative with Comment

Myers, T. The committee's action is a first step in creating greater flexibility in the prescriptive protection
options for less severe dusts.
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