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Report of the Committee on

Fire Reporting

Linda E. Smith, Chair
U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commission, DC  [C]

Delvin R. Bunton, USDA Forest Service, WA  [E]
Dal L. Howard,  Valencia, CA  [SE]
David J. Icove, Tennessee Valley Authority, TN  [U]
  Rep. TC on Fire Investigations
Lawrence J. Krokes, Los Angeles City Fire Department, CA  [U]
Marion A. Long, Department of Fire Programs, Richmond, VA  [IM]
  Rep. National Fire Information Council
William D. Morrison,  Dallas Fire Department, TX  [IM]
  Rep. National Fire Information Council
Mary Prencipe, Ontario Office of the Fire Marshal, ON,

Canada  [E]
Roger Rogers, Office of the State Fire Marshal, OR  [E]
Philip S. Schaenman, TriData Corporation, VA  [C]
Stanford D. Stewart, Federal Emergency Management Agency,

MD  [C]
Peter Tom,  Emergency Management Solutions, Inc., NJ  [M]
Rexford Wilson, FIRECOM Institute Limited, SC  [SE]

Alternates

Kenneth A. Ford, National Association of Home Builders, DC  [U]
  (Voting Alt. to NAHB Rep.)
John R. McIntire, Los Angeles County Fire Department, CA  [IM]
  (Alt. to W. D. Morrison)
Michael G. Meyer, Emergency Management Solutions, Inc., NJ  [M]
  (Alt. to P. Tom)

Staff Liaison:  Carl E. Peterson

  Committee Scope: This Committee shall have primary
responsibility for documents on standard methods of compiling
fire experience data by the fire service. The main purposes of this
Committee are to develop standard occupancy and cause
classification for use by cities and states in the reporting of fires, to
suggest other useful information that needs to be collected, and to
develop standard forms for these purposes.

  This list represents the membership at the time the Committee was
balloted on the text of this edition.  Since that time, changes in the
membership may have occurred.  A key to classifications is found at the
front of this book.

  This portion of the Technical Committee Report of the
Committee on Fire Reporting  is presenting three reports for
adoption as follows:

  Report I of this Report on Comments was prepared by the
Technical Committee on Fire Reporting, and documents its action
on the comments received on its Report on Proposals on NFPA
902, Fire Reporting Field Incident Guide,  1997 edition, as
published in the Report on Proposals for the 2001 November
Meeting.

  NFPA 902 has been submitted to letter ballot of the Technical
Committee on Fire Reporting,  which consists of 14 voting
members; of whom 9 voted affirmatively, 1 negatively after the
circulation of negative ballots (Wilson), 1 abstained (Stewart), and
3 ballots were not returned (Long, Prencipe, Schaenman).

  Mr. Wilson voted negatively stating:
  By withdrawing we will leave smaller fire departments and
emergency services without the guidance of NFPA.

  Mr. Stewart abstained stating:
  Abstaining as directed by USFA policy.

  Report II  of this Report on Comments was prepared by the
Technical Committee on Fire Reporting, and documents its action
on the comments received on its Report on Proposals on NFPA
903, Fire Reporting Property Survey Guide,  1996 edition, as
published in the Report on Proposals for the 2001 November
Meeting.

 NFPA 903  has been submitted to letter ballot of the Technical
Committee on Fire Reporting,  which consists of 14 voting
members; of whom 9 voted affirmatively, 1 negatively after the
circulation of negative ballots (Wilson) 1 abstained (Stewart), and
3 ballots were not returned (Long, Prencipe, Schaenman).

  Mr. Wilson voted negatively stating:
  By withdrawing we will leave smaller fire departments and
emergency services without the guidance of NFPA.

  Mr. Stewart abstained stating:
  Abstaining as directed by USFA policy.

  Report III of this Report on Comments was prepared by the
Technical Committee on Fire Reporting,  and documents its action
on the comments received on its Report on Proposals on NFPA
904, Incident Follow-up Report Guide, 1996 edition, as published
in the Report on Proposals for the 2001 November Meeting.

 NFPA 904 has been submitted to letter ballot of the Technical
Committee on Fire Reporting,  which consists of 14 voting
members; of whom 9 voted affirmatively, 1 negatively after
circulation of negative ballots (Wilson),  1 abstained (Stewart), and
3 ballots were not returned (Long, Prencipe, Schaenman).

 Mr. Wilson voted negatively stating:
  By withdrawing we will leave smaller fire departments and
emergency services without the guidance of NFPA.

  Mr. Stewart abstained stating:
  Abstaining as directed by USFA policy.
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(Log #1)
902-1 - (Entire Document):  Reject
SUBMITTER:  Leslie L. Wedge , Redford Twp., MI
COMMENT ON PROPOSAL NO:  902-2
RECOMMENDATION:  I request the committee reconsider the
proposed withdrawal of NFPA 902 and consider a complete rewrite
to be in harmony with the NFIRS 5.0 system which is becoming the
most widely used reporting system nationwide.
SUBSTANTIATION:  The Redford Township Fire Prevention
Division has been using the Guide since 1992 to enhance
information availability for a number of areas to our line
firefighters.  There is no other system (guide) available to my
knowledge which provides the amount of information to the
fireground, or to assist in the completion of fire incident reports.
Withdrawal of this guide will hinder the availability process for our
firefighters.
COMMITTEE ACTION:  Reject.
COMMITTEE STATEMENT:  The committee is pleased to learn
that the submitter is using these documents and finding the
collected information that is available to the fire fighters a useful
tool. The forms initially were developed to provide suggested data
elements that fire departments might find useful. The withdrawal of
the documents should not deter fire departments from continuing
to use the forms as is or to modify them to meet local data
collection needs.  Therefore, the committee reaffirms its earlier
proposal to withdraw the document. No other comments
requesting retention of the document were received by the
committee.
  Many fire departments have data systems of varying sophistication,
some as stand alone incident reporting systems, property survey
systems, or fire inspection systems; some as integrated data bases
that provide not only the fire department but other community
agencies with information.  The committee feels that information
needs vary from fire department to fire department and that the
committee can best serve the fire service and fire protection
community by maintaining the classification system for data so that
people who want a standardized means of classifying data can do
so in a way that the data can be easily shared.  As stated in the
committee substantiation for withdrawal, the committee is
beginning work on a document that describes and shows the
relationship between data elements in an information system. The
committee feels such a document will help fire departments and
others do the analysis necessary to determine the data that needs to
be collected for specific applications within their community and
how it will be analyzed and used.  It is expected that examples from
the current NFPA 902, NFPA 903 and NFPA 904 may be used to
show relationships between data in both pre-incident and post
incident analysis.  However, the committee feels that its role in
today's age of technology is not to be designing paper forms which
lack the flexibility of adaptation to local needs.

___________________

NFPA 903
(Log #1)

903-1- (Entire Document):  Reject
SUBMITTER:  Leslie L. Wedge , Redford Twp., MI
COMMENT ON PROPOSAL NO:  903-1
RECOMMENDATION:  I request the committee reconsider the
proposed withdrawal of NFPA 903 and consider a complete rewrite
to be in harmony with the NFIRS 5.0 system which is becoming the
most widely used reporting system nationwide.
SUBSTANTIATION:  The Redford Township Fire Prevention
Division has been using this Guide since 1992 to enhance
information availability for a number of areas to our line
firefighters.  NFPA 903 has also been helpful to our assessors office
when large facility or multi-tennant occupancies are considered.
This will be lost with the withdrawal of these guides.  There is no
other system (guide) available to my knowledge which provides the
amount of information to the fireground, or to assist in the
completion of fire incident reports.  Withdrawal of this guide will
hinder the availability process for our firefighters.
COMMITTEE ACTION:  Reject.
COMMITTEE STATEMENT:  The committee is pleased to learn
that the submitter is using these documents and finding the
collected information that is available to the fire fighters a useful
tool. The forms initially were developed to provide suggested data
elements that fire departments might find useful. The withdrawal of
the documents should not deter fire departments from continuing
to use the forms as is or to modify them to meet local data
collection needs.  Therefore, the committee reaffirms its earlier
proposal to withdraw the document. No other comments

requesting retention of the document were received by the
committee.
  Many fire departments have data systems of varying sophistication,
some as stand alone incident reporting systems, property survey
systems, or fire inspection systems; some as integrated data bases
that provide not only the fire department but other community
agencies with information.  The committee feels that information
needs vary from fire department to fire department and that the
committee can best serve the fire service and fire protection
community by maintaining the classification system for data so that
people who want a standardized means of classifying data can do
so in a way that the data can be easily shared.  As stated in the
committee substantiation for withdrawal, the committee is
beginning work on a document that describes and shows the
relationship between data elements in an information system. The
committee feels such a document will help fire departments and
others do the analysis necessary to determine the data that needs to
be collected for specific applications within their community and
how it will be analyzed and used.  It is expected that examples from
the current NFPA 902, NFPA 903 and NFPA 904 may be used to
show relationships between data in both pre-incident and post
incident analysis.  However, the committee feels that its role in
today's age of technology is not to be designing paper forms which
lack the flexibility of adaptation to local needs.

___________________

NFPA 904
(Log #1)

904-1 - (Entire Document):  Reject
SUBMITTER:  Leslie L. Wedge , Redford Twp., MI
COMMENT ON PROPOSAL NO:  904-1
RECOMMENDATION:  I request the committee reconsider the
proposed withdrawal of NFPA 904 and consider a complete rewrite
to be in harmony with the NFIRS 5.0 system which is becoming the
most widely used reporting system nationwide.
SUBSTANTIATION:  The Redford Township Fire Prevention
Division has been using this Guide since 1992 to enhance
information availability for a number of areas to our line
firefighters.  There is no other system (guide) available to my
knowledge which provides the amount of information to the
fireground, or to assist in the completion of fire incident reports.
Withdrawal of this guide will hinder the availability process for our
firefighters.
COMMITTEE ACTION:  Reject.
COMMITTEE STATEMENT:  The committee is pleased to learn
that the submitter is using these documents and finding the
collected information that is available to the fire fighters a useful
tool. The forms initially were developed to provide suggested data
elements that fire departments might find useful. The withdrawal of
the documents should not deter fire departments from continuing
to use the forms as is or to modify them to meet local data
collection needs.  Therefore, the committee reaffirms its earlier
proposal to withdraw the document. No other comments
requesting retention of the document were received by the
committee.
  Many fire departments have data systems of varying sophistication,
some as stand alone incident reporting systems, property survey
systems, or fire inspection systems; some as integrated data bases
that provide not only the fire department but other community
agencies with information.  The committee feels that information
needs vary from fire department to fire department and that the
committee can best serve the fire service and fire protection
community by maintaining the classification system for data so that
people who want a standardized means of classifying data can do
so in a way that the data can be easily shared.  As stated in the
committee substantiation for withdrawal, the committee is
beginning work on a document that describes and shows the
relationship between data elements in an information system. The
committee feels such a document will help fire departments and
others do the analysis necessary to determine the data that needs to
be collected for specific applications within their community and
how it will be analyzed and used.  It is expected that examples from
the current NFPA 902, NFPA 903 and NFPA 904 may be used to
show relationships between data in both pre-incident and post
incident analysis.  However, the committee feels that its role in
today's age of technology is not to be designing paper forms which
lack the flexibility of adaptation to local needs.

___________________


