
             
*NOTE:  Participants in NFPA’s codes and standards making process should know that limited review of this decision 
may be sought from the NFPA Board of Directors.   For the rules describing the available review and the method for 
petitioning the Board for review, please consult section 1.7 of the NFPA Regulations Governing Committee Projects 
and the NFPA Regulations Governing Petitions to the Board of Directors from Decisions of the Standards Council.  
Since this Council decision is not “related to the issuance of a document” as referenced in 1.7.2 of the Regulations 
Governing Committee Projects, notice of the intent to file such a petition must be submitted to the Clerk of the Board 
of Directors within a reasonable time period. 
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20 November 2012 
 
To:  Interested Parties 
 
Subject:  

 Standards Council Decision (Final): D#12-16 
 Standards Council Agenda Item:   SC#12-10-11 
 Date of Decision:   30 October 2012 

NFPA 750, Standard for Water Mist Fire Protection Systems (2014 edition 
currently in development) 

 
Dear Interested Parties: 
 
At its meeting of October 29-30, 2012, the Standards Council considered an appeal on the above 
referenced matter.  
 
Attached is the final decision of the Standards Council on this matter. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Amy Beasley Cronin  
Secretary, NFPA Standards Council 
 
c: D. Berry, M. Brodoff, L. Fuller, S. Stanek, R. Bielen, M. .Klaus 
 Members, Technical Committee on Water Mist Fire Suppression Systems (WAM-AAA) 
 Members, Technical Correlating Committee on Automatic Sprinkler Systems (AUT-AAC) 
 Members, Technical Committee on Sprinkler System Installation Criteria (AUT-SSI) 
 Members, Technical Committee on Residential Sprinkler Systems (AUT-RSS) 
 Members, NFPA Standards Council (AAD-AAA) 
 Individuals Providing Appeal Commentary  
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 Standards Council Decision (Final): D#12-16 
 Standards Council Agenda Item:   SC#12-10-11 
 Date of Decision:   30 October 2012 

NFPA 750, Standard for Water Mist Fire Protection Systems (2014 edition 
currently in development) 

 
 
At its meeting of October 29-30, 2012, the Standards Council considered an appeal from 
James Golinveaux of Tyco Fire Protection Products concerning the First Draft Report on 
the scheduled 2014 edition of NFPA 750, Standard on Water Mist Fire Protection 
Systems.  The scheduled 2014 edition of NFPA 750 is currently being processed in the 
Fall 2013 Revision Cycle, and the Technical Committee on Water Mist Fire Protection 
Suppression Systems (“Technical Committee”) has completed and published its NFPA 
750 First Draft Report.  
 
The appeal asserts that the Technical Committee through the acceptance of certain First 
Revisions appearing in the First Draft, has acted outside the scope of NFPA 750 and is 
creating a direct conflict with NFPA 13, Standard for the Installation of Sprinkler 
Systems.  Specifically, the appellant claims that the effect of several First Revisions, 
including FR9 and FR45, is to implicitly adopt the concept of equivalency or alternatives 
in performance and application between NFPA 750 water mist systems and NFPA 13 
sprinkler systems.  Based on this reading of the effect of the First Revisions, the appellant 
requests the Council to rule that these First Revisions should not have been accepted and 
to instruct the Technical Committee, during the development of the Second Draft, to  
“remove all instances within the document in which the performance or application of 
water mist systems is related to sprinkler systems – particularly by referring to them as an 
‘equivalent’ or ‘alternative’ to sprinkler systems for the same application, and where the 
performance of said system is required to ‘meet or exceed the capabilities’ of a sprinkler 
system for the same application.”    
 
The requested action would require the Standards Council to review and interpret the 
effect of the challenged First Revisions and then intervene mid-way through the normal 
processing of NFPA 750.  The Council declines to do so, and accordingly has denied the 
appeal.  The Council, as a matter of practice, does not generally consider and act on 
complaints relating to the development and processing of an NFPA document until the 
document processing has been completed and forwarded to the Council for consideration 
together with any appeals.  This is because issues which arise during the standards 
development process may, by the end of the process, be resolved or superseded by later 
events.  More importantly, by waiting until the end of the process to consider appeals, all 
issues related to the issuance of a document can be considered at once, in context, and 
with the benefit of a complete record (including the Second Draft Report and the 
proceedings at the Association Technical Meeting), as well as the maximum interest in 
input in the appeals process of all interested participants.  
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The appellant has raised issues that may, in some form and depending on the final 
outcome of the standards development process, require Council review and consideration.  
In this regard, the Council notes that, generally speaking, it is the occupancy committees 
who have the jurisdiction to determine what fire suppression systems are acceptable 
within their occupancy.  Similarly it is generally the responsibility of design and 
installation committees to determine the requirements of a system, design or technology 
in relation to a particular occupancy when approved for use by the relevant occupancy 
committee.  It may be, therefore, that the challenged provisions raise jurisdictional and 
scoping or other issues.  The Council, however, has not, at this time, attempted to analyze 
the meaning and effect of the challenged provisions or address any issues that they may 
raise.  The Technical Committee and interested parties should continue to debate and 
seek to resolve all issues of concern raised during the remainder of the process.  Anyone 
dissatisfied with the outcome may file an appeal with the Council at the conclusion of the 
process when the document is presented to the Council for consideration of appeals and 
issuance.  Should appeals be filed at that time, the Council’s review will be greatly aided 
by the full standards development record and the input of any interested parties. 
 
Council Member, Kerry Bell recused himself during the deliberation and vote on this 
issue.     
 
 


