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MEMORANDUM 
 
 

 
To:  NFPA Correlating Committee on Health Care Facilities 
  
From:  Elena Carroll, Administrator, Technical Projects 
 
Date:  June 22, 2012 
 
Subject: NFPA 99 Proposed Tentative Interim Amendment (TIA) No. 1064    

 ______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
The Technical Committee on Electrical Systems has been balloted on proposed TIA 1064 
submitted by Walter Vernon and endorsed by Dave Dagenais.  A copy of the proposed TIA and 
the final results of the TC balloting are attached.   
 
This proposed TIA is now being submitted to you for letter ballot.  In addition to being balloted 
on the correlating issues of the proposed TIA, the Committee is also being balloted on whether 
or not this matter is of an emergency nature.  Disagreeing votes are limited to subjects within the 
purview of the CC. Opposition on a strictly technical basis is not sufficient grounds for 
substantiating a disagreement vote. If you do have correlation issues please identify and describe 
your concerns. Please see Section 5 (copy enclosed) regarding the processing of TIAs from the 
NFPA Regulations Governing Committee Projects.   
 
Please complete and return the attached letter ballot to Elena Carroll either via email to 
ecarroll@nfpa.org or via fax to 617-984-7110.  Ballots are due on June 29, 2012. 
 
This proposed TIA 1064 has been published for public comment in the June 1, 2012 issue of 
NFPA News with a Public Comment Closing Date of July 2, 2012.  Any public comments 
received will be circulated to the committee.  The Standards Council will consider the issuance of 
this TIA at their August 7 – 9, 2012 meeting. 
 
 
Note:  Please remember that the return of ballots and attendance at committee meetings are 
required in accordance with the NFPA Regulations Governing Committee Projects. 
 
 
Attachments 
 



Section 5 Tentative Interim Amendments. 
5.1 Preliminary Determination of Compliance. A 
Tentative Interim Amendment (TIA) to any Document may 
be processed if the Council Secretary determines, after a 
preliminary review, and consultation with the appropriate 
Chair, that the Amendment appears to be of an emergency 
nature requiring prompt action and has the endorsement of at 
least two Members of the involved TC or TCC. If processed, 
the question of emergency nature shall be considered by the 
TC and TCC. The text of a proposed Tentative Interim 
Amendment may be processed as submitted or may be 
changed, but only with the approval of the submitter. 
5.2 Evaluation of Emergency Nature. Determination of an 
emergency nature shall include but not be limited to one or 
more of the following factors: 

(a) The document contains an error or an omission that 
was overlooked during a regular revision process. 

(b) The document contains a conflict within the document 
or with another NFPA document. 

(c) The proposed TIA intends to correct a previously 
unknown existing hazard. 

(d) The proposed TIA intends to offer to the public a 
benefit that would lessen a recognized (known) hazard or 
ameliorate a continuing dangerous condition or situation. 

(e) The proposed TIA intends to accomplish a recognition 
of an advance in the art of safeguarding property or life 
where an alternative method is not in current use or is 
unavailable to the public. 

(f ) The proposed TIA intends to correct a circumstance in 
which the revised document has resulted in an adverse 
impact on a product or method that was inadvertently 
overlooked in the total revision process, or was without 
adequate technical (safety) justification for the action. 
5.3 Publication of Proposed Tentative Interim 
Amendment. A proposed Tentative Interim Amendment 
that meets the provisions of 5.1 shall be published by the 
Association in appropriate media with a notice that the 
proposed Tentative Interim Amendment has been forwarded 
to the responsible TC and TCC for processing and that 
anyone interested may comment on the proposed Tentative 
Interim Amendment within the time period established and 
published. 
5.4 Technical Committee and Technical Correlating 
Committee Action. 

(a) The proposed Tentative Interim Amendment shall be 
submitted for ballot and comment of the TC in accordance 
with 3.3.4. The TC shall be separately balloted on both the 
technical merits of the amendment and whether the 
amendment involves an issue of an emergency nature. Such 
balloting shall be completed concurrently with the public 
review period. Any public comments inconsistent with the 
vote of any TC Member shall be circulated to the TC to 
allow votes to be changed. A recommendation for approval 
shall be established if three-fourths of the voting Members 
calculated in accordance with 3.3.4.5 have voted in favor of 
the Tentative Interim Amendment. 

(b) The proposed Tentative Interim Amendment shall be 
submitted for ballot and comment of the TCC, if any, which 
shall make a recommendation to the Council with respect to 
the disposition of the Tentative Interim Amendment. The 
TCC shall be separately balloted on both the merits of the 
amendment (as it relates to the TCC authority and 

responsibilities in accordance with 3.4.2 and 3.4.3) and 
whether the amendment involves an issue of an emergency 
nature. Any public comments inconsistent with the vote of 
any TC or TCC Member shall be circulated to the 28 TCC to 
allow votes to be changed. A recommendation for approval 
shall be established if three-fourths of the voting Members 
calculated in accordance with 3.3.4.5 have voted in favor of 
the Tentative Interim Amendment. 

(c) All public comments, ballots, and comments on ballot 
on the proposed Tentative Interim Amendment shall be 
summarized in a staff report and forwarded to the Council 
for action in accordance with 5.5. 
5.5 Action of the Council. The Council shall review the 
material submitted in accordance with 5.4(c), together with 
the record on any Appeals (see 1.6, 1.6.1), and shall take one 
of the following actions: 

(a) Issue the proposed Tentative Interim Amendment 
(b) Issue the proposed Tentative Interim Amendment as 

amended by the Council 
(c) Where acted on concurrently with the issuance of a 

new edition of the Document to which it relates, issue the 
Tentative Interim Amendment as part of the new edition; 

(d) Reject the proposed Tentative Interim Amendment 
(e) Return the proposed Tentative Interim Amendment to 

the TC with appropriate instruction 
(f ) Direct a different action 

5.6 Effective Date of Amendment. Tentative Interim 
Amendments shall become effective 20 days after Council 
issuance unless the President determines, within his or her 
discretion, that the effective date shall be delayed pending 
the consideration of a Petition to the Board of Directors (see 
1.7). The President may also, within his or her discretion, 
refer the matter of a delay in the effective date of the TIA to 
the Executive Committee of the Board of Directors or to the 
Board of Directors. 
5.7 Publication of Amendment. The Association shall 
publish in one of its publications sent or accessible to all 
Members notice of the issuance of each Tentative Interim 
Amendment and may, as appropriate, issue a news release to 
applicable and interested technical journals. The notice and 
any news release shall indicate the tentative character of the 
Tentative Interim Amendment. In any subsequent 
distribution of the Document to which the Tentative Interim 
Amendment applies, the text of the Tentative Interim 
Amendment shall be included in a manner judged most 
feasible to accomplish the desired objectives. 
5.8 Applicability. Tentative Interim Amendments shall 
apply to the document existing at the time of issuance. 
Tentative Interim Amendments issued after the proposal 
closing date shall also apply, where the text of the existing 
document remains unchanged, to the next edition of the 
Document. Tentative Interim Amendments issued 
concurrently with the issuance of a new edition shall apply 
to both the existing and new edition. 
5.9 Subsequent Processing. TC responsible for the 
Document or part of the Document affected shall process the 
subject matter of any Tentative Interim Amendment as a 
proposal for the next edition of the Document (see 3.3). 
5.10 Exception. When the Council authorizes other 
procedures for the processing and/or issuance of Tentative 
Interim Amendments, the provisions of this Section shall not 
apply. 

 



NFPA® 99-2012  
Health Care Facilities Code  
TIA Log No. 1064 
Reference: 6.6.2.2.3.2, 6.6.3.1 through 6.6.3.1.2 
Comment Closing Date: July 2, 2012 
Submitter: Walter Vernon, Wentworth-Douglass Hospital 
 
1.  Revise 6.6.2.2.3.2 to read: 
 
6.6.2.2.3.2* Receptacles. The cover plates for the electrical receptacles or the electrical receptacles themselves supplied 
from the life safety and critical branches shall have a distinctive color or marking so as to be readily identifiable. 
 
1.  Revise 6.6.3.1 through 6.6.3.1.2 to read: 
 
6.6.3.1 Source. 
 
6.6.3.1.1 The life safety and critical branches shall have an alternate source of power separate and independent from the 
normal source that will be effective for a minimum of 11⁄2 hours after loss of the normal source. 
 
6.6.3.1.2 The life safety and critical branches shall be so arranged that, in the event of failure of the normal power source, 
the alternate source of power shall be automatically connected to the load within 10 seconds. 
 
Submitter’s Substantiation: Proposal 99-39 (Log #CP 312) in the ROP for the 2012 edition replaced the term 
“emergency system” with “life safety and critical branch” throughout the document. While this revision made sense in 
most instances, it does not correspond with Type 3 essential electrical systems (EES). The way the language currently 
reads in the 2012 edition makes it appear as though a Type 3 EES should have both a life safety and a critical branch. This 
was never the intent of the technical committee. If taken literally, this current language can make a Type 3 EES more 
stringent than a Type 2 EES which only requires a Life Safety branch and an Equipment Branch. Having any “critical” 
functions in the facility would mean that a Type 1 system must be used. 
 
Emergency Nature: The current language could lead a user of the document to believe that a facility with certain critical 
functions or critical care rooms can use a Type 3 EES, which could greatly diminish patient and employee safety. Another 
unwanted effect could be that a facility that is properly designed with a Type 3 EES, be required to have a Critical Branch 
and meet certain requirements that could add unnecessary cost to the project. 
The proposal that resulted in this change is attached as supplementary material. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

 
TO:            NFPA Technical Committee on Electrical Systems 
 
FROM:       Elena Carroll, Administrator, Technical Projects 
 
DATE:       June 22, 2012 
 
SUBJ:        NFPA 99 Proposed TIA No. 1064 FINAL TC BALLOT RESULTS  
__________________________________________________________________________________  
According to 5.4 in the NFPA Regs, the final results show this TIA HAS achieved the ¾ majority 
vote needed on both Question 1 (Technical Merit) and Question 2 (Emergency Nature). 
 
25  Eligible to Vote  
2  Not Returned (Easty and Krupa) 
 
Technical Merit:  Emergency Nature: 
0 Abstentions  0 Abstentions 
22 Agree (Finen w/comment)  22 Agree (DeHanes and Smidt w/comment) 
1 Disagree (DeHanes)  1 Disagree (Jhonson) 
 
There are two criteria necessary to pass ballot [(1) affirmative ¾vote and (2) simple majority] with 
both questions needed to pass ballot in order to recommend that the Standards Council issues this 
TIA. 
 
(1) The number of affirmative votes needed for the report to be published is 18. 

(25 eligible to vote - 2 not returned - 0 abstentions = 23 × 0.75 = 17.25) 
 
(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: 
     [25 eligible ÷ 2 = 12.5 = (13)] 
 
Final ballot comments are attached for your review.  Ballots received from alternate members are not 
included, unless the ballot from the principal member was not received. 
 
Attachments 
  



TECHNICAL COMMITTEE LETTER BALLOT 
PROPOSED TENTATIVE INTERIM AMENDMENT LOG NO. 1064 

To Revise 6.6.2.2.3.2, 6.6.3.1 through 6.6.3.1.2 of the 2012 Edition of NFPA 99, 
Health Care Facilities Code 

 
Question 1: I agree with the TECHNICAL MERITS of the Proposed TIA to revise 6.6.2.2.3.2, 
6.6.3.1 through 6.6.3.1.2.  
 
____________ AGREE _____X_______ DISAGREE*  ____________ ABSTAIN* 
 
EXPLANATION OF VOTE - Please type or print your comments: 
 
*An explanation must accompany a disagreement or abstaining position. 
_____________________________________________________________________ 
 
__See attached file “NEMA Recommendation on 

99_TIALogNo1064_Ballot”_______________________________________________ 

 _____________________________________________________________________ 

 

Question 2: I agree that the subject is of an EMERGENCY NATURE.  
 
______X______ AGREE ____________ DISAGREE*  ____________ ABSTAIN* 
 
EXPLANATION OF VOTE - Please type or print your comments: 
 
*An explanation must accompany a disagreement or abstaining position. 
_____________________________________________________________________ 
 
_____________________________________________________________________ 

 _____________________________________________________________________ 

 

 ________________________________ 
Signature 
 
_Daniel DeHanes_______________________________ 
Name (Please Print) 
 
_11-June-2012_______________________________ 
Date 
 
Please return the ballot on or before June 15, 2012. 
 
 
PLEASE RETURN TO: 
Elena Carroll, Administrator, Technical Projects 
NFPA 
1 Batterymarch Park 
Quincy, MA 02169  FAX: (617) 984-7110  E-mail: ecarroll@nfpa.org 



 

Ballot Issue #1:  Technical Merits 

1. RE: Revisions to 6.6.2.2.3.2, 6.6.3.1.1, and 6.6.3.1.2 – (collectively) 

Recommendation:  Disagree 

Rationale:  This TIA proposal points to a more significant problem with the Code’s current 
description of a Type 3 Essential Electrical System. That is, while the current description 
infers that both “life safety” and “critical” branches are required for the Type 3 EES, 
there are significant problems that do result from this inference, among which include: 

a) There is no detailed description of the requirements for the Life Safety branch 
(e.g., as provided for the Types 1 and 2 EES.) 

b) There is no detailed description of the requirements for the Critical branch (e.g., 
as provided for the Type 1 EES.) 

c) There is a question as to what is truly intended for the Type 3 EES?  Which is 
more appropriate, a ‘Critical’ branch (like a Type 1 EES) or ‘Equipment’ branch 
(like Type 2 EES?) Is a separate ‘Life Safety’ branch in fact intended? If two 
branches are then required, what would distinguish a Type 3 from a Type 2? 

 
If this TIA proposal is ‘Accepted’ as written, with no other changes or modifications to 
section 6.6.2, it would then imply that the Type 3 EES would only consist of a ‘Life 
Safety’ branch for powering the entire facility. 
 
Also, in addition to the changes that would be required for 6.6.2 in a larger scope, a 
change to Exhibit 6.7 in the 2012 Health Care Facilities Code Handbook also needs to be 
addressed. That is, the exhibit does not depict any branch circuit for the Type 3 EES (i.e., 
there is no indication that even a ‘Life Safety’ branch is required.) 
 
Lastly, there is a separate NEMA sponsored proposal, prepared by the 3SB‐2 Hospital 
Signaling group, addressing the problems with 6.6.3.1.1 and 6.6.3.1.2, for processing 
under the annual 2014 revision cycle. The difference between this TIA and the NEMA 
sponsored proposal is that the latter proposes changing the ‘Critical’ branch reference 
to ‘Equipment’ branch, which would end up making the Type 3 EES more on par with 
the Type 2. But, this would also bring us back to full circle as to what then would be the 
difference between the Type 2 and Type 3 EES? The primary intention of the NEMA 
proposal is to bring this matter to the attention of the TC for resolution. 
 

 

Ballot Issue #2:  Is this TIA proposal an ‘Emergency Nature’? 

Recommendation:  Agree 

Rationale:  Of the six conditions for whether the proposed TIA can be substantiated as an ‘Emergency 
Nature’, condition (a), “The document contains an error or an omission that was overlooked 
during a regular revision process”, is met. This TIA proposal should be processed sooner and 
outside the context of the annual 2014 revision cycle process.  

 

 

 








