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MEMORANDUM 

 
TO:   NFPA Correlating Committee on Building Code (BLD-AAC) 

 

FROM:  Kelly Carey, Administrator, Technical Projects 

 

DATE:  January 30, 2013 

 

SUBJECT:     NFPA 5000 First Draft CC FINAL Ballot Results (A2014 Cycle)  

 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

According to the final ballot results, both ballot parts received the necessary affirmative votes to 

pass ballot. 

 

20 Members Eligible to Vote  

  0 Ballots Not Returned  

18 Members Voted Affirmative on All   

  2 Members Voted Negatively on one or more ballot items 

  0 Abstentions  

 

There are two criteria necessary for each Correlating Committee Amendment to the First Draft 

(CC Notes) and First Correlating Revisions to pass ballot: (1) simple majority and (2) affirmative 

3/4 vote.   The mock examples below show how the calculations are determined.  

 
(1) Example for Simple Majority: Assuming there are 20 vote eligible committee members, 11 

affirmative votes are required to pass ballot.  (Sample calculation:  20 members eligible to vote ÷ 2 = 

10 + 1 = 11) 

 
(2) Example for Affirmative 3/4:  Assuming there are 20 vote eligible committee members and all 

returned their ballots, the number of affirmative votes required would be 15.  (Sample calculation: 20 

members eligble to vote – 0 not returned – 0 abstentions = 12 x 0.75 = 15 ) 

 

As always please feel free to contact me if you have any questions.   

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

NFPA 5000  

NFPA Correlating Committee on Building Code 

FIRST DRAFT BALLOT FINAL REPORT 

 
 

The results of the balloting are as follows: 

 

20 Members Eligible to Vote 

 

PART 1, with respect to the incorporation of the 5000 First Draft CC Notes: 
 

NEGATIVES:  

 

EXPLANATION OF VOTES 
 

S. Francis:  Items in FR705 such as Boat ramp launch, circulation path, teeing ground are outside 

the scope of the Building code.  It is perfectly natural and even desirable to coordinate the 

Building Code text with ADA text.  However, that is insufficient justification to include 

definitions and/or requirements without the necessary change in the scope.   

 

Faimeen Shah: 

 

 FR400  This statement seems to contradict Section 8.12.3(1)(b)i., ii. and iii.. If such 

statement is to be included suggest further clarification be provided in the annex 

to explain the intent of this statement.  

 

FR250  Applies to change of OLF for Business Use only – this needs to be further 

substantiated. Other codes are similar to NFPA such as IBC (100sqft/person), 

UK Regs (6sqm/person) and Building Code of Australia (10sqm/person). 

Increasing OLF by 50% seems too high and suggest further studies on actual 

business occupancy rates.  

 

FR407  The proposed text implies that EJ’s can be undertaken by the manufacturer’s 

representative. Suggest this is restricted to laboratory conducting the original test 

or professional engineer having relevant expertise.  

 

FR408  The proposed text implies that EJ’s can be undertaken by the manufacturer’s 

representative. Suggest this is restricted to laboratory conducting the original test 

or professional engineer having relevant expertise.  

 

 

AFFIRMATIVE WITH COMMENT: 

 

J. C. Harrington:  Editorial change needed on FR7005 (pg. 36), Correlating Note should state 

“Relative to FR7005 … with 11.5.1.7.”  

 



 

PART 2, with respect to the First Correlating Revisions to the 5000 First 

Draft.   
 

NEGATIVES:  

 

EXPLANATION OF VOTES 
 

F. Shah:   

 

FR 237 Further information to justify item (b) to be provided as this now seems to expand 

from mall buildings to other occupancies, which is a significant change. 

 

FR204 The reason for omission of the concession to requirement of guards should be 

provided. It does not appear that these concessions are part of Chapter 15. 

 

FR219 In principle the proposed seems a good addition to the code, however the 

implementation of this requires further thought. For example, the paint/product 

relies on light and it is being proposed to turn on lights 60 minutes prior to 

building being occupied. Where the building is occupied at all times, the 

illumination shall remain on – not a sustainable option. How will this work for 

different occupancies, and even for commercial buildings the working hours vary. 

The proposed will be beneficial for buildings without emergency lighting or exits 

not classified as smoke-proof enclosures. Suggest further clarification be provided 

on where this is intended to be provided. 

 

FR225 Suggest inclusion of performance criteria for fire retardant treated wood and 

reference to fire test standard. 

 

FR1003 Please clarify the reason for omission of Bars with live entertainment from 2/3 

egress requirement via the main entrance/exit. 

 

FR1006 Item (3) appears to allow communicating space within assembly occupancies 

without the need to fully comply with the requirements of communicating space. 

For example, the requirement for one of the storeys to be at street level or fire 

separation of areas not opens to the void space. The intent needs to be clarified 

possibly as part of the annex. 

 

There would be other implications such as evacuation of both floors 

simultaneously and how the exits need to be sized. This should be clarified as this 

can have a significant effect on exit provisions particularly with the large 

occupant numbers normally expected in assembly occupancies. 

 

FR2021 Item (1) allows for additional 50% increase in travel distance.  Request further 

details justifying this increase.  


