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M E M O R A N D U M 
 

 

TO: NFPA Technical Committee on Piping Systems  

 

FROM: Jeanne Moreau  

 

DATE: December 2, 2010 

 

SUBJECT: NFPA 99 HEA-PIP ROC TC FINAL Ballot Results (A11) 
 

 

The Final Results of the NFPA 99 ROC Letter Ballot are as follows:  

 

22  Members Eligible to Vote  

2  Not Returned (J. McManus and D. Shoemaker) 

4  Negative (J. Lucas, O. Pruitt, R. Smidt, W. Wozniak) 

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 is 14. 

(22 eligible to vote - 2 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: 

[22 eligible ÷ 2 = 11 +1 = (12)] 

        

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. 
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99-137 5.1.3.4 (New) (Log # 73 )

Negative

Lucas, J. Flow us pressure documentation was not provided as substation.  I believe the flow per cylinder provided at -20 F will
be insufficient to meet facilities needs.  Flow us pressure documentation will be required by all engineers and manufactures in order
to properly size the manifolds.

Mohile, D. I wish to change my vote to be totally in line with the comments that Jim Lucas sent in.

99-159 5.1.3.8 (Log # 124 )

Negative

Pruitt, O. During the ROP stage the committee stated that “Instrument air is a valid alternative and is optional”.  The problem we
were trying to correct during the proposal phase was that this section is confusing and is often mis-interpreted by AHJ's who think an
instrument air supply system is required to be installed.   Sections such as 4.5.2.2.3.4 and 5.1.4.9 as well as many optional sections of
other NFPA documents list requirements for optional systems by stating “Optional” in the title. We suggested this change to be
consistent with these other sections

Smidt, R. The problem we were trying to correct during the proposal phase was that this section is confusing and is often mis-
interpreted by AHJ's who think an instrument air supply system is required to be installed.   Sections such as 4.5.2.2.3.4 and 5.1.4.9
as well as many optional sections of other NFPA documents list requirements for optional systems by stating “Optional” in the title.
We suggested this change to be consistent with these other sections

99-161 5.1.4.8(1) (Log # 156 )

Negative

Pruitt, O. A clarification of this section is needed.  I believe the original intent of this section was to require the shut-off valve to
be located away from the potential source. There was no intent to require any type of complete barrier such as a fire or smoke barrier,
which is the way that it is commonly being interpreted by AHJ's.  If that was the case, the committee would have identified the type
of wall required to provide separation instead of dancing around the language as they did. Also, there was no intent to require the
valve to be located outside of the room as noted in the committee statement. The valve is intended to be shut off by the staff. The
revision further clarifies that the wall could be a protruding wall within the room where the outlets are located and even goes a little
further to say that it should interrupt the line of sight between the valve and outlets. Maybe this comment doesn't make the language
perfect, but it certainly makes the language better.

Smidt, R. A clarification of this section is needed.  I believe the original intent of this section was to require the shut-off valve to
be located away from the potential source. There was no intent to require any type of complete barrier such as a fire or smoke barrier,
which is the way that it is commonly being interpreted by AHJ's.  If that was the case, the committee would have identified the type
of wall required to provide separation instead of dancing around the language as they did. Also, there was no intent to require the
valve to be located outside of the room as noted in the committee statement. The valve is intended to be shut off by the staff. The
revision further clarifies that the wall could be a protruding wall within the room where the outlets are located and even goes a little
further to say that it should interrupt the line of sight between the valve and outlets. Maybe this comment doesn't make the language
perfect, but it certainly makes the language better.

99-201 5.3 (Log # 15 )

Negative

Wozniak, W. Level 3 Systems are specifically not for deep sedation or general anesthesia. Therefore the proposed change to
5.3.1.5 should be rejected

Affirmative with Comment

Mohile, D. I wish to change my vote to be totally in line with the comments that Richard Wagner sent in.
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Wagner, J. I vote negative on the changes to 5.3.1.5 and new A.5.3.1.5.  I vote affirmative on revised 5.3.6.20.1 and new 5.3.6.20
2.  I vote affirmative on revised 5.3.6.1.
The Final Action on the Comment is marked “Accept in Principle”, but the Comment is not incorporated into any other proposed

change or comment.
My vote for the changes to 5.3.1.5 and new A.5.3.1.5 is “negative”.  deep sedation and general anesthesia should not be performed

in Category 3 facilities.  Category 3 medical gas systems are not intended to be used where deep sedation or general anesthesia are
performed. Waste anesthetic gas disposal (WAGD) systems are not included in 5.3 because it is not intended that general anesthesia
be performed in Category 3 facilities.  In Category 3 facilities, only the medical gas systems (oxygen and nitrous oxide) have to be
verified, not all piping systems as in category 1 or 2.  In Category 3 facilities, when the medical gas source equipment is not remote
and is accessible from the single facility served, when the “in-use” bank is unable to supply the system, the manifold can be manually
switched to the secondary bank.  In a Category 3 facility, manifolds do not have to switch automatically, as in a Category 1 and 2
facility.  Category 3 medical gas and support piping systems are not intended to provide for deep sedation and general anesthesia.
My vote for revised 5.3.6.20.1 and new 5.3.6.20.2 regarding the size and type of gas storage equipment in Category 3 facilities is

“affirmative”.
My vote for revised 5.3.6.1 regarding the installer qualifications for Category 3 medical gas sources and medical gas piped

distribution systems (oxygen and nitrous oxide) is “affirmative”

99-203 5.3.1.5, 5.1.3.3.1.6, 5.1.4.8.7, 5.1.9.3,  5.1.9.3.4, 5.1.9.3.5, 5.1.12.3.5.3 (Log # CC202 )

Affirmative with Comment

Mohile, D. I wish to change my vote to be totally in line with the comments that Richard Wagner sent in.

Wagner, J. %.3.1.5 & A.5.3.1.5: This change correctly reflects the design intent of Category 3 medical gas systems with regard to
deep sedation and general anesthesia.

99-208 5.3.9.2.3.2(2) (Log # CC209 )

Affirmative with Comment

Wagner, J. The deleted and added text is not marked.
The proposed change does not show the deleted and added text.  The approved text should read:
5.3.9.2.3.2(2) After installation of outlet and inlet shutoff valves station outlets and inlets.  Is the substantiation correct?  The section

is the initial pressure test, not at rough-in.

99-210 5.3.10.10.6, 5.3.10.10.6.1, 5.3.10.10.6.2 (Log # CC206 )

Affirmative with Comment

Wagner, J. The deleted and added text is not marked.
The proposed change does not show the deleted and added text.  The approved text should read:
5.3.10.10.6 5.3.6.12 Pipe Support
5.3.10.10.6.1 5.3.6.12.1 Piping shall be supported from the building structure in accordance with MSS SP 69 Pipe Hangers and

Supports, Selection and Application.
5.3.10.10.6.2 5.3.6.12.2 Hangers and supports shall comply with MSS SP-58, Pipe Hangers and Supports - Materials, Design, and

Manufacture, and be installed in accordance with MSS SP-58, Pipe hangers and Supports - Materials, Design, Manufacture,
Selection , Application, and Installation.
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