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PRESIDING OFFICER McDANIEL:  The next report 
15    under consideration this afternoon is that of the 
16    technical committee on electrical equipment and chemical 
17    atmospheres. 
18                Here to present the commitment report is 
19    committee member William Fiske of Intertech Testing 
20    Services of Portland, New York. 
21                The committee's report can be found in the 
22    white 2011 fall revision cycle ROP and ROC. 
23                The certified amending motions are contained 
24    in the motion committee reports and behind me on the 
25    screen.  We'll proceed in the order of the motions 
1    presented. 
 2                Mr. Fiske. 
 3                COMMITTEE CHAIR FISKE:  Mr. Chairman, ladies 
 4    and gentlemen, the report of the technical committee on 
 5    electrical equipment and chemical atmospheres is 
 6    presented for adoption and can be found in the reports 
 7    on proposals and the report on comments for the 2011 
 8    fall revision cycle. 
 9                The technical committee has published a 
10    report consisting of a partial revision of NFPA 499 
11    recommended practice for the classification of 
12    combustible dust and of hazardous classified locations 
13    for electrical installation in chemical process areas. 
14                The report was submitted to letter ballot of 
15    the technical committee that consists of 17 voting 
16    members.  The ballot results can be found on Pages 499-2 
17    to 499-42 of the report on proposals and Pages 499-2 to 



18    499-7 of the report on comments. 
19                The presiding officer will now proceed with 
20    the Certified Amending Motions. 
21                PRESIDING OFFICER McDANIEL:  Thank you, 
22    Mr. Fiske.  Let's now proceed with the discussion on 
23    certified amending motion on NFPA 499. 
24                Microphone 5, please. 
25                MARCELO HIRSCHLER:  Marcelo Hirschler, GBH 
1    International and I'm here on behalf the North American 
 2    Flame Retardant Alliance and I move certified amending 
 3    motion 499-1. 
 4                PRESIDING OFFICER McDANIEL:  There's a 
 5    motion on the floor to accept an identifiable part of 
 6    499-6.  Is there a second?  There's a second. 
 7                Please proceed. 
 8                MARCELO HIRSCHLER:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 9                This is an issue of definitions again.  And 
10    the issue I'm bringing to the floor is the following. 
11    The definition that is included in 499 contains three 
12    sentences.  The first sentence the actual definition, 
13    combustible dusts is finely divided particles dust/fire 
14    hazard. 
15                What this motion would do if accepted by the 
16    membership would be to stop the definition there. 
17                Then it goes beyond and starts discussing 
18    other things and starts including things like reference 
19    a particular NFPA standard and corresponding things that 
20    associated with NFPA standard.  Maybe that is a 
21    requirement.  I am not exactly sure.  I think it is. 
22                This just has no room, no place in the 
23    definition.  The definition is very clear.  First 
24    sentence says so.  Combustible dust finely divided dust 
25    or dust explosion hazard will disperse or ignite in the                                                            
 1    air period.  That's the end. 
 2                Whether this includes hallow particles, all 
 3    that stuff in actually in fact is discussed in more 
 4    detail in section four in the document. 
 5                So I urge you to vote in favor of the motion 
 6    and have NFPA use clear and concise definitions that 
 7    include what is required and nothing else.  Thank you. 
 8                PRESIDING OFFICER McDANIEL:  Thank you. 
 9                Mr. Fiske, would you like to offer the 
10    committee's position? 



11                COMMITTEE CHAIR FISKE:  Yes, thank you, 
12    Mr. Chairman. 
13                Much like the previous chair, I would like 
14    to point out that this is very much -- it's not an 
15    occupancy related standard, but it is usage related. 
16                This is the committee on electrical 
17    equipment and chemical atmospheres and it relates only 
18    to electrical equipment.  And this is very strongly tied 
19    to another document that's well known and well used in 
20    NFPA and this is the national electrical code. 
21                The NEC refers to NFPA 499.  499 refers to 
22    the NEC.  And in fact, the nexus is so strong that four 
23    of the members of this committee are also members of 
24    code panel 14, myself included, which is responsible for 
25    Articles 502 and 506. 
1                So I believe that the technical committee is 
 2    due a certain amount of deference for its specific 
 3    expertise in its specific fields.  And as a matter of 
 4    tradition, not of rule, NFPA's position generally has 
 5    been that the technical committee are, in fact, due a 
 6    certain after the deference. 
 7                This particular comment was accepted in 
 8    principal in part and the vote was 17 in favor with one 
 9    abstention. 
10                PRESIDING OFFICER McDANIEL:  Thank you, 
11    Mr. Fiske. 
12                With that, we'll open debate on the motion. 
13    Please provide your name and affiliation, whether you're 
14    speaking in support of or against the motion. 
15                Microphone 5, please. 
16                MARCELO HIRSCHLER:  Marcelo Hirschler, GBH 
17    International, in support of the motion. 
18                I want to point out to the committee -- 
19    sorry -- to the membership that all the information that 
20    is in the additional sentences has been included by the 
21    committee in Section 84201 which adds all the 
22    information about compliance with 1226, complies with 
23    the ISO standards.  All of that stuff is included 
24    because as the committees correctly noted, all of that 
25    is needed information that has nothing to do with the 
1    definition.  It is included elsewhere in the document. 
 2                So what we're talking about is where the 
 3    committee should include references to other standards 



 4    and requirements based on other standards in the 
 5    definition which are extraneous to the definition 
 6    itself. 
 7                I want to point out one more time, as I did 
 8    earlier today, that NFPA definitions are not 
 9    enforceable.  Thank you. 
10                PRESIDING OFFICER McDANIEL:  Microphone 5, 
11    please. 
12                ERDEM URAL:  I'm going to -- I'm going to 
13    speak -- 
14                PRESIDING OFFICER McDANIEL:  Name and. 
15                ERDEM URAL:  Erdem Ural in favor of the 
16    motion. 
17                I am a member of this committee.  I was also 
18    on the task group who developed this definition. 
19    Looking at this results here, seems like I voted 
20    affirmative.  I voted -- am I looking at the right 
21    thing?  I voted affirmative. 
22                I agree with Mr. Hirschler that definitions 
23    should be simple.  This thing is talking about hallow 
24    particles.  Hallow particles are so rare I don't even 
25    remember seeing them. 
1                So and I think what this is trying to do is 
 2    taking the other extraneous material and putting it on 
 3    the annex and I think that's appropriate because that's 
 4    information, that's more informational material.  Thank 
 5    you. 
 6                PRESIDING OFFICER McDANIEL:  Is there any 
 7    other discussion on this, Mr. Fiske? 
 8                COMMITTEE CHAIR FISKE:  Thank you, Chairman. 
 9    Quickly if I may, neither of the people who spoke in 
10    favor of this motion have stated that there is anything 
11    wrong with the definition.  Granted, we all like nice 
12    simple definitions, but they aren't always that way and 
13    when they are or not there's a reason for it. 
14                PRESIDING OFFICER McDANIEL:  Thank you, 
15    Mr. Fiske. 
16                Is there any other discussion on Motion 499 
17    to accept an identifiable part of Comment 499-6? 
18                Seeing none. 
19                RICHARD WOOD:  Microphone 7, please. 
20                DANNY McDANIEL:  Microphone 7. 
21                RICHARD WOOD:  Richard Wood representing 



22    myself.  I just want to -- 
23                PRESIDING OFFICER McDANIEL:  Speaking for or 
24    against the motion? 
25                RICHARD WOOD:  I'm speaking for the motion. 
1                I want to point out with deference to the 
 2    chairman of the technical committee that you are 
 3    correct.  When there is something that's a definition 
 4    that's specific to your field of expertise, we should 
 5    show you deference. 
 6                But in this case we're talking about the 
 7    definition of combustible dust and that should be 
 8    consistent across all standards.  So as somebody who 
 9    spent 25 years as an AHJ, certainly an electrical 
10    committee doesn't have special expertise in defining 
11    combustible dust.  So I would ask this group to approve 
12    this particular motion.  Thank you. 
13                PRESIDING OFFICER McDANIEL:  Thank you. 
14                Is there any further discussion of NFPA 499? 
15    Is there any further discussion on this motion? 
16                Seeing none, we'll move to a vote.  Before 
17    we vote, I'd like to restate the motion.  The motion on 
18    the floor is to accept an identifiable part of Comment 
19    499-6. 
20                Please vote in favor with one or against 
21    with a two. 
22                Five seconds.  Balloting is close closed. 
23    Motion has passed. 
24                Is there any further discussion of NFPA 499? 
25    Seeing none, we'll move on to the next document. 


