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M E M O R A N D U M 
 
 
TO: NFPA Technical Committee on Wood and Cellulosic Materials Processing 
 
FROM: Joanne Goyette 
 
DATE: January 25, 2011 
 
SUBJECT: NFPA 664—REVISED--SUPPLEMENTAL ROC TC FINAL Ballot Results (A2011) 
 
 
The Final Results of the NFPA 664 Supplemental ROC Letter Ballot are as follows:  
 
20  Members Eligible to Vote  
  0  Not Returned 
19  Affirmative (S. Francis, J Lysy, and J. Stewart with comment)   
  1  Negative (E. Ural) 
  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/comment to pass 14. 

(20 eligible to vote - 0 not returned - 0 abstentions = 20 × 0.66 = 13.2) 
 
(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: 
[20 eligible ÷ 2 = 10 + 1 = (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 Supplemental Circulation Explanation Report 
 
 
 



Circulation Explanation Report for WOO-AAA   Comments Tuesday, January 25, 2011
Document # 664

664-9 4.7.2 (Log # 19 )

Negative

Ural, E. The way this section is written, the standard will allow users to pick and choose whether to apply the
layer bulk density correction. Potential abusers can choose to apply the bulk density correction for layers
lighter than 20 lb/ft3, and choose not to apply it for layers denser than 20 lb/ft3.

If the committee feels the bulk density correction is the right thing to do, the standard should make its use
mandatory across the board. If the committee feels the bulk density correction is the wrong thing to do, the
Committee should delete the equation and all the references to the bulk density correction.

Affirmative with Comment

Francis, S. In the Annex, proposed procedure, Item #5 calls for a minimum of 3 to 5 measurements.  A
minimum cannot be several so it must be shown as THREE.  Or we can change the language to say to take
multiple depth measures, 3 to 5 being preferable.  I favor making a statement for a minimum of 3.

Lysy, J. I agree with S. Francis's Comment, Annex Item #5.

Stewart, J. I agree with Ural, E. comment. I believe that the bulk density correction should be applied.
I agree with Francis, S Affirmative with comment statement. I agree with a minimum of 3 measurements.
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