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end of A.5.5.5. 
Substantiation: Manufacturers have already complied with this requirement – 
serves only for informational purposes at this point and therefore should be 
placed in the Annex. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle 
   Adding the following to the end of current section A.5.5.5.  
   Class K fire extinguishers equipped with extended wand-type discharge 
devices should not be used in a manner that results in subsurface injection of 
wet chemical extinguishing agents into hot cooking media. Subsurface 
injection causes a thermodynamic reaction comparable to an explosion. 
Class K fire extinguishers are no longer manufactured with “extended wand–
type” discharge devices. 
Committee Statement: Editorial changes meet submitter’s intent 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-27 Log #37 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle 
(5.5.5.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Remove entire paragraph and renumber following 
paragraphs accordingly. Move existing language in 5.5.5.2 to the Annex at the 
end of A.5.5.5. 
Substantiation: Manufacturers have already complied with 5.5.5.1 in the 2007 
Edition, extinguishers manufactured prior to 1998 specifically for use on Class 
K fires comply with the Standard. Text is now more appropriate as 
informational and therefore should be placed in the Annex. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle 
   Revise as follows: 
   5.5.5.2 Wet-chemical fire extinguishers installed specifically for the protection 
of cooking appliances that use combustible cooking media (animal or vegetable 
oils and fats) prior to June 30, 1998, shall be permitted to remain in service.  
Committee Statement: The Committee’s intent is that these extinguishers can 
remain in service. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-28 Log #1 	 Final Action: Reject 
(5.5.5.4) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Jon Nisja, Northcentral Regional Fire Code Development 
Committee 
Recommendation: Revise to read:  
   5.5.5.4 Existing dry chemical extinguishers without a Class K listing that 
were installed for the protection of Class K hazards shall be replaced with an 
extinguisher having a Class K listing when the dry chemical extinguishers 
become due for either a 6-year maintenance or hydrostatic test or when the 
fixed fire protection system is updated or replaced. 
Substantiation: This addition will assure that if the fixed fire suppression 
system is replaced the associated dry chemical fire extinguisher will be 
replaced with a Class K extinguisher. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: See Committee Action on Proposal 10-29 (Log 
#CP30) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-29 Log #CP30 	 Final Action: Accept 
(5.5.5.4) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Technical Committee on Portable Fire Extinguishers,  
Recommendation: Delete this section. 
Substantiation: Dry chemical extinguishers in commercial kitchens should 
have been replaced by the time this edition of the standard is published. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-30 Log #38 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle 
(5.5.6.1 (New) ) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Add new 5.5.6.1: 
   5.5.6.1 Dry chemical fire extinguishers shall not be installed for the 
protection of delicate electronic equipment. 
Substantiation: Adds needed precaution on the use of dry chemical agent 
around delicate electronic equipment. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle 
  Add new 5.5.6.1: 
   5.5.6.1 Dry chemical fire extinguishers shall not be installed for the 
protection of delicate electronic equipment. 
  Create a new section A.5.5.6.1 as follows: 
  Dry chemical residue will probably not be able to be completely and 
immediately removed, and, in addition, multipurpose dry chemical, when 
exposed to temperatures in excess of 250°F (121°C) or relative humidity in 
excess of 50 percent, can cause corrosion. 
Committee Statement: Create a new annex section to coincide with the new 
section. 

feet per extinguisher.” This minimum volume is not applicable to the majority 
of rooms in which halogenated extinguishers are used. This minimum volume 
wording applies only to confined spaces which have little or no ventilation and 
are difficult to exit. This revision clarifies the intent of the minimum volume 
wording. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: It is not the intent of this committee to limit the use of 
these extinguishers to ventilated areas. 
The warning label stands on its own and further clarification in this standard is 
not needed. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-23 Log #18 	 Final Action: Accept 
(5.3.2.7) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Leo Macdonald, Independent Products LLC 
Recommendation: Revise text as follows: 
   Wheeled fire extinguishers shall be considered for hazard protection in 
areas in which a fire risk assessment has shown that (1) High hazard areas 
are present, and (2) Limited available personnel are present, thereby requiring 
an extinguisher that has (a) High agent flow rates, (b) Increased agent stream 
range and (c) increased agent capacity. Where the fulfillment of the following 
requirements is necessary: 
Substantiation: The wording is misleading, seeming to the reader that the 
cause and effect are reversed. The cause is the high hazard area with limited 
personnel. The effect is the selection of a wheeled extinguisher because of its 
greater functionality. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-24 Log #CP38 	 Final Action: Accept 
(5.5.1.1.2*) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Technical Committee on Portable Fire Extinguishers,  
Recommendation:
  Revise to read as follows:
   5.5.1.1.2* Large capacity dry chemical extinguishers of 10 lb (4.54 kg) or 
greater and a discharge rate of 1 lb/sec (0.45 kg/sec) or more shall be used to 
protect these hazards.  
Substantiation: Change provides clarification in accordance with Manual of 
Style.
Committee Statement: CAUTION: Attempting to extinguish this type of fire 
is undesirable unless there is reasonable assurance that the source of fuel can is 
able to be promptly shut off. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-25 Log #7 	 Final Action: Reject 
(5.5.5) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Eddie Phillips, Southern Regional Fire Code Development 
Committee 
Recommendation: Revise to read:  
   5.5.5* Class K Cooking Media Fires. Fire extinguishers provided for the 
protection of cooking appliances protected by a hood suppression system that 
use combustible cooking media (vegetable or animal oils and fats) shall be 
listed and labeled for Class K fires. 
   Add a new 5.5.5.5 to read: 5.5.5.5 Class K extinguishers shall not be used 
unless an electrical shunt is provided for electrical appliances. 
Substantiation: The premise of use of a Class K extinguisher is continent on 
the fire suppression system in activated first per 5.5.5.3. The proposed 
language clarifies that fact and further clarifies when Class K extinguishers 
should be placed and used. The proposed new section 5.5.5.5 clarifies that 
Class K do not have a Class C rating and should not be used on electrical 
appliances unless an electrical shunt has been provided. It also provides 
guidance for users of NFPA 96 which states 4.1.9* Cooking equipment used in 
fixed, mobile, or temporary concessions, such as trucks, buses, trailers, 
pavilions, tents, or any form of roofed enclosure, shall comply with this 
standard. A.4.1.9 The authority having jurisdiction can exempt temporary 
facilities, such as a tent, upon evaluation for compliance to the applicable 
portions of this standard. Although it might not be practical to enforce all 
requirements of this standard in temporary facilities, the authority having 
jurisdiction should determine that all necessary provisions that affect the 
personal safety of the occupants are considered. In those instances where the 
ahj has permitted the fire suppression system to not be required portable 
extinguisher selection may change. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: The Committee’s intent is to provide a Class K 
extinguisher whether there is a hood or not. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-26 Log #36 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle 
(5.5.5.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Delete entire paragraph, renumber subsequent paragraphs 
accordingly and move the existing language of 5.5.5.1 to the Annex – at the 
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(nitrogen/argon blend), or IG-541 (nitrogen/argon/carbon dioxide blend). These 
fire extinguishers are truly clean in their operation. They leave no residue (such 
as water, chemicals, dry chemicals, foams, etc.) to contaminate sensitive 
equipment or the environment. These agents do not decompose during a fire to 
form highly toxic halide acid gases (such as HF or HC1 or HBr or HI gasses: 
common thermal decomposition products for halon/halocarbon agents). They 
do not cause nor have they been attributed to any global pollution or 
environmental changes (such as halon or carbon dioxide). They do not conduct 
electricity and so are automatically categorized as type C compatible agents. 
They do not cause any corrosion to their containers, even when minor amounts 
of water may be present. They do not cake and lump (such as dry chemicals 
and powders, which then fail to dispense when needed). 
   These inert gas agents have been tested by a variety of agencies and 
companies in fixed systems in accordance with NFPA 2001. Several systems 
are currently listed and labeled, in production, and installed at various 
commercial locations around the country. A portable fire extinguisher is 
currently under development by Independent Products LLC (Ref 1). We have 
designed large wheeled extinguishers appropriate for protection of high hazard 
areas. These extinguishers dispense IG-100 (nitrogen) or IG-01 (argon) at low 
pressure (extinguisher design pressure of 300 psi operation) through a hose 
having a shutoff valve at the tank and at the nozzle end of the hose. Further 
information regarding details of design, construction and operation are 
available upon request. This new portable inert gas fire extinguisher is 
currently undergoing testing for size rating in accordance with UL 711 for class 
A and class B fires. Research has been performed and has shown the usefulness 
of inert gas extinguishers for class D fires. (Ref 2) 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle 
   Revise wording as follows: 
   6.1.3.8.3 In no case shall the clearance between the bottom of the hand-
portable fire extinguisher and the floor be less than 4 in (102 mm). 
Committee Statement: Committee feels revised wording meets submitter’s 
intent. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-34 Log #14 	 Final Action: Reject 
(6.2.1.4.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Mark S. Connolly, Fire Fighter Sales & Service Co. 
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows: 
   6.2.1.4.1 Where hose stations are so provided, they shall conform to NFPA 
14, Standard for the Installation of Standpipe and Hose Systems and 
maintained per NFPA 1962, Standard for the Inspection, Care, and Use of Fire 
Hose, Couplings, and Nozzles and the Service Testing of Fire Hose.  
Substantiation: This will help close the loop on the necessity of pressure 
testing and maintaining fire hose. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: Maintenance of standpipes is not in the scope of this 
standard 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-35 Log #19 	 Final Action: Accept 
(Table 6.3.1.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Leo Macdonald, Independent Products LLC 
Recommendation: Revise text as follows: 
   (2) For fires involving water-soluble flammable liquids, see 5.5.4. 5.5.3. 
Substantiation: Note 2 is incorrect, perhaps from a previous revision 
numbering change. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
Committee Statement: Editorial 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-36 Log #4 	 Final Action: Reject 
(6.3.4.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Larry A. Osvold, Northland Fire Protection 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   “...forming a hole of a size not to exceed more than 1/4 in. free play and will 
not permit the collar assembly to move over the neck of the container unless 
the valve is completely removed. 
Substantiation: This will prevent some of the current and future recharge 
service personnel from sliding the next larger size collar over the value making 
it appear the valve has been removed. The last client serviced had 10 percent 
oversized collars. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
   Correct reference should be 7.3.3.2.1.1. 
Committee Statement: Committee feels this is an enforcement issue. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-37 Log #3 	 Final Action: Reject 
(6.6.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Eddie Phillips, Southern Regional Fire Code Development 
Committee 
Recommendation: Revise to read:  
   6.6.2* Maximum travel distance shall not exceed 30 ft (9.15 m) from the 
hazard to the extinguishers. A Class K extinguisher and the required operational 
sequence signage shall be located within 5 feet of the manual activation 
device(s) for the exhaust hood fire suppression system(s).” 

_______________________________________________________________ 
10-31 Log #24 	 Final Action: Reject 
(5.5.7.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Leo Macdonald, Independent Products LLC 
Recommendation: Revise text as follows: 
   Only water-type or those specifically recommended by the manufacturer 
shall be installed for use in areas containing oxidizers such as pool chemicals. 
Substantiation: Pursuant to Section 1.2.2 of NFPA 10, 2007 edition, a new 
type of portable fire extinguisher will be available in the summer of 2008 that 
provides a level of protection equal to or better than various other portable fire 
extinguishers currently described in NFPA 10. These new extinguishers use 
“inert gas agents” as described in NFPA 2001, 2008 edition, and are 
manufactured as a portable device, rather than as a permanently fixed and 
installed system. 
   Inert gas agents offer many benefits and very few drawbacks. They are most 
similar in action to some of the halogenated agents or carbon dioxide in that 
their main action is to exclude oxygen from the fire, although some cooling 
action is effected as well. They use the clean agents as listed in NFPA 2001, 
2008 ed, in table 1.4.1.2 such as IG-01 (argon), or IG-100 (nitrogen), or IG-55 
(nitrogen/argon blend), or IG-541 (nitrogen/argon/carbon dioxide blend). These 
fire extinguishers are truly clean in their operation. They leave no residue (such 
as water, chemicals, dry chemicals, foams, etc.) to contaminate sensitive 
equipment or the environment. These agents do not decompose during a fire to 
form highly toxic halide acid gases (such as HF or HC1 or HBr or HI gasses: 
common thermal decomposition products for halon/halocarbon agents). They 
do not cause nor have they been attributed to any global pollution or 
environmental changes (such as halon or carbon dioxide). They do not conduct 
electricity and so are automatically categorized as type C compatible agents. 
They do not cause any corrosion to their containers, even when minor amounts 
of water may be present. They do not cake and lump (such as dry chemicals 
and powders, which then fail to dispense when needed). 
   These inert gas agents have been tested by a variety of agencies and 
companies in fixed systems in accordance with NFPA 2001. Several systems 
are currently listed and labeled, in production, and installed at various 
commercial locations around the country. A portable fire extinguisher is 
currently under development by Independent Products LLC (Ref 1). We have 
designed large wheeled extinguishers appropriate for protection of high hazard 
areas. These extinguishers dispense IG-100 (nitrogen) or IG-01 (argon) at low 
pressure (extinguisher design pressure of 300 psi operation) through a hose 
having a shutoff valve at the tank and at the nozzle end of the hose. Further 
information regarding details of design, construction and operation are 
available upon request. This new portable inert gas fire extinguisher is 
currently undergoing testing for size rating in accordance with UL 711 for class 
A and class B fires. Research has been performed and has shown the usefulness 
of inert gas extinguishers for class D fires. (Ref 2) 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: Submitter’s proposed language is not enforceable and 
no technical data has been submitted to justify this proposal. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-32 Log #96 	 Final Action: Reject 
(6.1.1.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: J. R. Nerat, Badger Fire Protection 
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows: 
   6.11.3 The installation of used fire extinguishers within an occupancy shall 
be properly documented and acknowledged by the owner. 
Substantiation: The sale and installation of used equipment is sometimes done 
without notification or knowledge of the owner. This requirement would 
require any substitution or sale of used equipment for fire protection to be with 
the owners knowledge. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: Proposal is not sufficient to provide a minimum 
requirement for enforcement of documentation. Submitter is encouraged to 
come back to the committee with more information. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-33 Log #25 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle 
(6.1.3.8) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Leo Macdonald, Independent Products LLC 
Recommendation: Revise text as follows: 
   6.1.3.8.3 In no case except wheeled fire extinguishers shall the clearance 
between the bottom of the fire extinguisher and the floor be less than 4 in (102 
mm). 
Substantiation: Pursuant to Section 1.2.2 of NFPA 10, 2007 edition, a new 
type of portable fire extinguisher will be available in the summer of 2008 that 
provides a level of protection equal to or better than various other portable fire 
extinguishers currently described in NFPA 10. These new extinguishers use 
“inert gas agents” as described in NFPA 2001, 2008 edition, and are 
manufactured as a portable device, rather than as a permanently fixed and 
installed system. 
   Inert gas agents offer many benefits and very few drawbacks. They are most 
similar in action to some of the halogenated agents or carbon dioxide in that 
their main action is to exclude oxygen from the fire, although some cooling 
action is effected as well. They use the clean agents as listed in NFPA 2001, 
2008 ed, in table 1.4.1.2 such as IG-01 (argon), or IG-100 (nitrogen), or IG-55 
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_______________________________________________________________ 
10-39 Log #2 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.1.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Jon Nisja, Northcentral Regional Fire Code Development 
Committee 
Recommendation: Revise to read:  
   7.1.2.1 A trained and certified person who has undergone the instructions 
necessary to reliably perform maintenance and has the manufacturer’s service 
manual shall service the fire extinguishers not more than 1 year apart, as 
outlined in Section 7.3. 
   7.1.2.2* Maintenance, servicing, and recharging shall be performed by a 
trained and certified persons having available the appropriate servicing 
manual(s), the proper types of tools, recharge materials, lubricants, and 
manufacturer’s recommended replacement parts or parts specifically listed for 
use in the fire extinguisher. 
   7.1.2.3* The certification of service personnel shall be required after August 
17, 2008. 
A.7.1.2.3 Certification may include FEMA certification, manufacturer 
certification, AHJ certification, or other approved training and education.  
7.1.2.3.1 The AHJ shall determine the certification requirements. 
Substantiation: Currently there is no guidance on what certification is or who 
is responsible for determining certification requirements. If personnel are 
required to be certified than there is no need for the word “training” as that is 
part of certification. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: See Committee Action on Proposal 10-41 (Log #39) 
and Committee Action on Proposal 10-40 (Log #41). 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-40 Log #41 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle 
(7.1.2.1 (New) ) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Delete current text and insert as follows: 
7.1.2.1 Persons performing maintenance and recharging of extinguishers shall 
be certified by an organization that has a certification program that is 
acceptable to the authority having jurisdiction. 
Substantiation: Provides clear understanding of the certification requirement 
when maintenance and recharging of extinguishers is being conducted. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle 
   Revise wording as follows: 
7.1.2.1* Persons performing maintenance and recharging of extinguishers shall 
be certified by an organization that has a certification program that is 
acceptable to the Authority Having Jurisdiction. 
Add new annex material as follows: 
A.7.1.2.1 Equivalency. Industrial facilities that establish their own maintenance 
and recharge facilities, and provide training to personnel that perform these 
functions are considered to be in compliance with this requirement. Examples 
include power generation, petrochemical, telecommunications facilities. A letter 
from the facility management can be used as the certification document. 
Committee Statement: The committee felt that annex material was necessary 
to help clarify that industrial facilities that establish their own maintenance and 
recharge facilities, and provide training to personnel that perform these 
functions are considered to be in compliance with this requirement.  
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-41 Log #39 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle 
(7.1.2.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   7.1.2.2* Persons performing maintenance and recharging of extinguishers 
shall be trained and shall have available the appropriate manufacturer’s 
servicing manual(s), the proper types of tools, recharge materials, lubricants, 
and manufacturer’s replacement parts or parts specifically listed for the use in 
the fire extinguisher. 
Substantiation: Better explains what is being performed to the extinguisher by 
a TRAINED person(s). Adding manufacturer also assures the proper service 
manual will be referred to during the process. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle 
Revise wording of submitted proposal as follows: 
7.1.2.2* Persons performing maintenance and recharging of extinguishers shall 
be trained and shall have available the appropriate manufacturer’s servicing 
manual(s), the correct tools, recharge materials, lubricants, and manufacturer’s 
replacement parts or parts specifically listed for the use in the fire extinguisher. 
Committee Statement: Wording was changed according to NFPA Manual of 
Style to remove unenforceable language. 

Add an Annex note to read:  
   A.6.6.2 The proper sequence of activation of the fire suppression system as 
being primary and Class K portable extinguisher use being secondary needs to 
be stressed to management and staff. This also needs to be stressed to facility 
designers and contractors so the location of portable fire extinguishers in 
relation to fire suppression system manual activation devices is realistic. Too 
many times portable extinguishers are shown to be across a kitchen from the 
suppression system manual activation device. Such a condition is confusing 
and can result in risks to kitchen personnel and or a delay in suppression 
system activation. 
Substantiation: It is critical that the fire suppression system be activated first 
and that the Class K extinguisher be used as backup. The location of the Class 
K extinguisher needs to be in close proximity to the fire suppression manual 
activation device so no time is lost in activating the fire suppression system. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: Committee feels a five-foot requirement is too 
restrictive, and there may be a more suitable location to install the extinguisher 
and the sign. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-38 Log #75 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.1.1 and A.7.1.1 (New) ) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Peter A. Larrimer, Pittsburgh, PA 
Recommendation: Add new text as follows: 
   7.1.1* Performance Based Inspection and Maintenance. As an alternate means 
of compliance, subject to the authority having jurisdiction, components and 
systems shall be permitted to be inspected, tested, and maintained under a 
performance based program. 
   A.7.1.1 This section provides the option to adopt a performance-based 
inspection and testing method as an alternate means of compliance for 7.2 and 
7.3. The prescriptive test and requirements contained in this standard are 
essentially qualitative. Equivalent or superior levels of performance can be 
demonstrated through quantitative performance-based analyses. This section 
provides a basis for implementing and monitoring a performance-based 
program acceptable under this option (providing approval is obtained by the 
AHJ). The concept of a performance-based inspection and testing program is to 
establish the requirements and frequencies at which inspection and testing must 
be performed to demonstrate an acceptable level of operational reliability. The 
goal is to balance the inspection and testing frequency with proven reliability 
of the system or component. The goal of a performance-based inspection 
program is also to adjust inspection and testing frequencies commensurate with 
historical documented equipment performance and desired reliability. 
Frequencies of inspection and testing under a performance based program may 
be extended or reduced from the prescriptive inspection and testing 
requirements contained in this standard when continued inspection and testing 
has been documented indicating a higher or lower degree of reliability as 
compared to the AHJ’s expectations of performance. Additional program 
attributes that should be considered when adjusting inspection and testing. A 
fundamental requirement of a performance based program is the continual 
monitoring of fire system/component failure rates and determining if they 
exceed the maximum allowable failure rates as agreed upon with the AHJ. The 
process used to complete this review should be documented and repeatable. 
Coupled with this ongoing review is a requirement for a formalized method of 
increasing or decreasing the frequency of inspection and testing when systems 
exhibit either a higher than expected failure rate or an increase in reliability as 
a result of a decrease in failures. A formal process for reviewing the failure 
rates and increasing or decreasing the frequency of inspection and testing must 
be well documented. Concurrence from the AHJ on the process used to 
determine test frequencies should be obtained in advance of any alterations to 
the inspection and testing program. The frequency required for future 
inspection and tests may be reduced to the next inspection frequency and 
maintained there for a period equaling the initial data review or until the 
ongoing review indicates that the failure rate is no longer being exceeded. For 
example going from annual to a semiannual testing when the failure rate 
exceeds the AHJ’s expectations or from annual to every eighteen months when 
the failure trend indicates an increase in reliability. 
Substantiation: Performance based inspection and testing is proposed (only) if 
acceptable to the AHJ. The annex note provides much of the substantiation for 
this proposal. DOD is using performance based inspection and testing 
successfully. NFPA 25, 4.6.1.1.1 has a similar requirement and NFPA 72 has 
accepted a proposal to give consumers similar options for inspection and 
testing fire alarm devices as for inspection and testing water based equipment. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: Extinguisher nameplates and labels require specified 
frequency of inspections and other servicing and maintenance requirements.  
   Submitter did not provide the methodology for performance based inspection 
program. Section 1.2.2 allows the use of alternative arrangements acceptable to 
the Authority Having Jurisdiction. 
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Substantiation: The previous wording required users to place on the 
inspection tag a month and day to ensure that the minimum 30 day interval was 
not exceeded and also required two inspections in one month when the 
inspection occurred on the first day of the month and there was thirty days in 
that month. I don’t believe that the change made last cycle was intended to 
change the monthly frequency. It appeared to be made to address a manual of 
style issue by removing the word “approximately”. The change along with the 
definition of monthly in a companion proposal for 3.3.18 will meet the manual 
of style and make the requirement less burdensome to all involved without 
changing the intent of the standard. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: See Committee Action on Proposal 10-46 (Log #5) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-48 Log #85 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.2.1.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: David P. Klein, U.S. Dept. of Veterans Affairs 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   7.2.1.2 Fire extinguishers shall be inspected not less than once in each 
calendar month, either manually or by means of an electronic monitoring 
device/system at a minimum of 30 day intervals. 
Substantiation: The inspections addressed by this section are frequently 
referred to in the field as “monthly inspections”. Prior to the 2007 edition, 
inspections were required “at approximately 30-day intervals”. In the 2007 
edition, the phrase “approximately 30-day intervals” was replaced by “a 
minimum of 30-day intervals”. Other sections in the 2007 edition refer to 
“monthly inspections”. For example, A.7.2.1.1 states “The required monthly 
inspection is a minimum”. 7.2.4.3 states “At least monthly where manual 
inspections are conducted, the date the manual inspection was performed and 
the initials of the person performing the inspection shall be recorded”. 7.2.4.5 
states “Records shall be kept to demonstrate at least the last 12 monthly 
inspections have been performed”. 
   The change in the requirement from “approximately 30-day intervals” to “a 
minimum of 30-day intervals” has created confusion regarding months that 
have 31 days. A literal interpretation of the new requirement would suggest that 
if the inspection was performed on the first day of a month that has 31 days, 
another inspection would be required in the same month. The suggested 
revision is to clarify the required inspection frequency. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: See Committee Action on Proposal 10-46 (Log #5) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-49 Log #8 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.2.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: James Everitt, Western Regional Fire Code Development 
Committee 
Recommendation: Revise text as follows: 
   7.2.2* Procedures. Periodic inspection or electronic monitoring of fire 
extinguishers shall include a check of at least the following items: 
   (1) Location in designated place 
   (2) No obstruction to access or visibility 
   (3) Pressure gauge reading or indicator in the operable range or position 
   (4) Fullness determined by weighing or hefting for self-expelling-type 
extinguishers, cartridge-operated extinguishers, and pump tanks 
   (5) Condition of tires, wheels, carriage, hose, and nozzle for wheeled 
extinguishers 
   (6) Indicator for nonrechargeable extinguishers using push-to-test pressure 
indicators 
   (7) Ensure pull pin or locking device is operational, not damaged, and moves 
freely. 
Substantiation: The inspection of pull pins and locking mechanisms is 
important for the annual maintenance it is important to check monthly to 
ensure that they are operable. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: Submitted language would add an additional 
requirement that the pull pin is operational and not damaged; however, 
electronically monitoring is not able to perform this operation. This could lead 
to a full inspection. 
If this inspection damaged the tamper seal, would a listed tamper seal be 
available to replace it. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-50 Log #26 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.3.1.1.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Leo Macdonald, Independent Products LLC 
Recommendation: Add new text as follows: 
   Inert gas agents 6 yrs. 
Substantiation: Pursuant to Section 1.2.2 of NFPA 10, 2007 edition, a new 
type of portable fire extinguisher will be available in the summer of 2008 that 
provides a level of protection equal to or better than various other portable fire 
extinguishers currently described in NFPA 10. These new extinguishers use 
“inert gas agents” as described in NFPA 2001, 2008 edition, and are 
manufactured as a portable device, rather than as a permanently fixed and 
installed system. 

_______________________________________________________________ 
10-42 Log #29 	 Final Action: Accept 
(7.1.2.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company 
Recommendation: Delete text to read as follows: 
   Delete 7.1.2.3. 
Substantiation: The deadline has passed. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-43 Log #69 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle 
(7.1.2.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Delete the following text: 
   7.1.2.3 The certification of service personnel shall be required after August 
16, 2008. 
Substantiation: This compliance date has passed. It is no longer needed. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle 
Committee Statement: See Committee Action on Proposal 10-42 (Log #29) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-44 Log #40 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle 
(7.1.2.4 (New) ) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows: 
   7.1.2.4 Certification shall not be required for persons performing monthly 
manual inspections. 
Substantiation: This clearly explains that inspections can be performed by 
owners or others. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle 
Change text to read as follows: 
   7.1.2.4* Persons performing 30-day manual inspections shall not be required 
to be certified. 
   Add an annex note to Section 7.1.2.4* 
   A.7.1.2.4 This is not intended to prevent service technicians from performing 
the 30-day inspections. 
Committee Statement: Committee actions meets submitter’s intent. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-45 Log #15 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.2.1.1 and 7.3.1.1.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Mark S. Connolly, Fire Fighter Sales & Service Co. 
Recommendation: Add and revise text to read as follows: 
   7.2.1.1 Fire extinguishers shall be manually inspected when initially placed 
in service.  
   7.3.1.1.1 Fire extinguishers shall be subjected to maintenance when initially 
placed in service, at intervals of not more than 1 year, at the time of hydrostatic 
test, or when specifically indicated by and inspection or electronic notification. 
Substantiation: Only performing the inspection when the unit is placed in 
service may not necessarily catch problems such as the unit being due for 
6-year teardown, having a clogged hose or other damage. Although the unit 
may have just been put in service does not mean it is “new”. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: Submitted language would effectively requires all 
extinguishers placed into service to be done so by a certified person. This is not 
the intent of the committee. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-46 Log #5 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.2.1.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Robert B. Wallace, III, Mills-Peninsula Health Services 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   Fire extinguishers shall be inspected either manually or by means of an 
electronic monitoring device/system on a monthly basis. 
Substantiation: The 30 day minimum requirement can lead to record issues, as 
the months have different days. Eventually you would trail off to the beginning 
of the month, or even worse have an inspection twice in one month. Revising 
the text to “on a monthly basis” would eliminate this problem. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: The previous editions of the standard required monthly 
inspections. The recent edition requires an inspection at a minimum of 30 day 
intervals. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-47 Log #74 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.2.1.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Peter A. Larrimer, Pittsburgh, PA 
Recommendation: Revise 7.2.1.1 as follows: 
   (Please see the companion proposal on 3.3.18 that defined what “monthly” 
means.) 
   7.2.1.2 Fire extinguishers shall be inspected monthly either manually or by 
means of an electronic monitoring device/system. at a minimum of 30-day 
intervals. 
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are due for hydrostatic test or other mandated maintenance. 
   i. Any dents, cuts, gouges, corrosion to cylinder or valve is to be noted and 
evaluated for further repair or replacement. Any damaged components of the 
valve assembly are to be replaced. 
   j. Discharge and perform internal maintenance on extinguishers requiring 
annual internal examination (see Table 7.3.1.1.2). 
   k. Perform continuity test on all CO2 hoses. 
   l. Check pressure regulator on wheeled extinguisher for static set pressure and 
flow rate. 
   m. Examine shutoff valves on hoses for operation. 
   n. Any extinguishers equipped with electronic monitoring devices shall also 
require maintenance of the components of the electronic monitoring system. 
See 7.3.2.5. 
   o. Examine hanger or bracket for corrosion or damage. Repair or replace as 
needed. 
Substantiation: Provide a listing of maintenance operations and to properly 
differentiate between Inspection and Maintenance. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: The committee debated the concept to address this 
section and will form a task group to address this further. The task group is 
assigned the task to develop comments on Proposal 10-53 (Log #31). 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-54 Log #43 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.3.1.1.3 (New) ) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows: 
7.3.1.1.3 Persons performing maintenance on fire extinguishers shall comply 
with the requirements of 7.1.2. 
Substantiation: Adds language regarding the certification of personnel in the 
section of the standard that deals with Maintenance, making the standard more 
user friendly. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: The Committee feels the requirement is redundant. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-55 Log #45 	 Final Action: Accept 
(7.3.1.2.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   7.3.1.2.1* Six Year Internal Examination. Every 6 years, stored-pressure fire 
extinguishers that require a 12-year hydrostatic test shall be emptied and 
subjected to the applicable internal examination procedures as detailed in the 
manufacturer’s service manual and this standard. 
Substantiation: Changing the text would give consistency in the language of 
the standard. Table 7.3.1.1.2 refers to an Internal Examination that is required 
of all extinguishers, the examination only varies according to the type and 
construction of the extinguisher, therefore, there really isn’t a 6-year 
maintenance, but there is an internal examination requirement to be performed 
on stored pressure extinguishers having a 12 year hydrostatic test requirement 
at an interval not to exceed 6 years. The asterisk for this paragraph should be 
removed as the paragraph A.7.3.1.2.1 refers to halon recovery information and 
is not appropriate for this paragraph. Note: This change would require other 
changes in verbiage throughout the Standard wherever the term 6-year 
maintenance is used. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-56 Log #44 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle 
(7.3.1.2.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Relocate paragraph 7.3.1.2.3 and renumber as 7.3.1.2.1.1 
and then renumber what remains as appropriate. 
Substantiation: The existing paragraph 7.3.1.2.3 does not apply to only loaded 
stream charge extinguishers. It applies to all stored pressure extinguishers. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle 
   Renumber proposal to section to 7.3.1.2.2, renumber sections accordingly. 
Committee Statement: The Committee feels this is a more appropriate section 
for this proposal. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-57 Log #100 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle 
(7.3.1.2.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Craig Voelkert, Amerex Corp. 
Recommendation: Add new text as follows: 
   7.3.1.2.3 The loaded stream charge shall be permitted to be recovered and 
re-used, provided it is subjected to agent analysis in accordance with the 
manufacturer’s instructions. 
Substantiation: This text existed in the 2002 Edition of NFPA 10 and was left 
out when the Standard was re-written. This will place the text back into the 
Standard under the existing manual of style. 

   Inert gas agents offer many benefits and very few drawbacks. They are most 
similar in action to some of the halogenated agents or carbon dioxide in that 
their main action is to exclude oxygen from the fire, although some cooling 
action is effected as well. They use the clean agents as listed in NFPA 2001, 
2008 ed, in table 1.4.1.2 such as IG-01 (argon), or IG-100 (nitrogen), or IG-55 
(nitrogen/argon blend), or IG-541 (nitrogen/argon/carbon dioxide blend). These 
fire extinguishers are truly clean in their operation. They leave no residue (such 
as water, chemicals, dry chemicals, foams, etc.) to contaminate sensitive 
equipment or the environment. These agents do not decompose during a fire to 
form highly toxic halide acid gases (such as HF or HC1 or HBr or HI gasses: 
common thermal decomposition products for halon/halocarbon agents). They 
do not cause nor have they been attributed to any global pollution or 
environmental changes (such as halon or carbon dioxide). They do not conduct 
electricity and so are automatically categorized as type C compatible agents. 
They do not cause any corrosion to their containers, even when minor amounts 
of water may be present. They do not cake and lump (such as dry chemicals 
and powders, which then fail to dispense when needed). 
   These inert gas agents have been tested by a variety of agencies and 
companies in fixed systems in accordance with NFPA 2001. Several systems 
are currently listed and labeled, in production, and installed at various 
commercial locations around the country. A portable fire extinguisher is 
currently under development by Independent Products LLC (Ref 1). We have 
designed large wheeled extinguishers appropriate for protection of high hazard 
areas. These extinguishers dispense IG-100 (nitrogen) or IG-01 (argon) at low 
pressure (extinguisher design pressure of 300 psi operation) through a hose 
having a shutoff valve at the tank and at the nozzle end of the hose. Further 
information regarding details of design, construction and operation are 
available upon request. This new portable inert gas fire extinguisher is 
currently undergoing testing for size rating in accordance with UL 711 for class 
A and class B fires. Research has been performed and has shown the usefulness 
of inert gas extinguishers for class D fires. (Ref 2) 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: Currently, these extinguishers are not available and 
they are not listed. 
Section 1.2.2 does not prohibit the use of these extinguishers when acceptable 
to the Authority Having Jurisdiction. 
Action allows the submitter to work with listing laboratories to develop a 
performance standard. Submitter is further encouraged to submit technical 
justification in accordance with the required test standards. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-51 Log #42 	 Final Action: Accept 
(7.3.1.1.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Delete the following text: 
   The agent in solid charge-type AFFF extinguishers is to be replaced every 5 
years during the periodic hydrostatic test and the teardown is done at the same 
time. 
Substantiation: Editorial. This type of extinguisher has been added to the list 
of Obsolete Extinguishers in 4.4 and is to be removed from service. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-52 Log #66 	 Final Action: Accept 
(Table 7.3.1.1.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   *Dry chemical and dry powder, in cartridge or cylinder- operated 
extinguishers, is examined annually.  
Substantiation: Added words further explains the requirement includes both 
dry powder and dry chemical type units that are cylinder or cartridge operated. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-53 Log #31 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.3.1.1.3 (New) ) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Fred B. Goodnight, Amerex Corporation 
Recommendation: Add new paragraph 7.3.1.1.3 to read as follows: 
   7.3.1.1.3 Maintenance is a thorough examination of an extinguisher and shall 
be conducted by trained and certified person. The following is a list of 
minimum required maintenance steps for stored pressure type extinguishers in 
addition to following the Manufacturers Service Manual. 
   a. Physically remove extinguisher from its bracket or cabinet to perform a 
thorough visual inspection of the external parts of a fire extinguisher. Perform 
all applicable items of a monthly inspection. 
   b. Confirm the operating instructions are legible and facing outward. 
   c. Confirm the extinguisher is not “obsolete” or due for replacement. 
   d. Weigh the extinguisher and confirm it is properly filled. 
   e. Break the tamper indicator and confirm the handle and lever will function 
as required. Install a new listed tampered seal. 
   f. Remove hose or nozzle and check hose and nozzle for any obstructions. 
Check hose to make sure it is not cracked or cut. Check horn or nozzle for 
cracks or damage. Check threads of hose or nozzle and valve body. 
   g. Check outlet of valve for evidence of discharge or leakage. 
   h. Check date of manufacture to determine if extinguisher shell and any hoses 
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Substantiation: The hoses used on wheeled-type extinguishers needs to be 
periodically examined for damage. Since monthly inspection no longer require 
examination for physical damage and clogged nozzles in is imperative that 
these procedures be performed during the annual maintenance.  
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-63 Log #49 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.3.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   7.3.3* Maintenance Record Keeping. Each fire extinguisher shall have a tag 
or label securely attached that indicates the month and year the maintenance 
was performed, identifies the person performing the work, and identifies the 
name of the agency performing the work, and lists the serial number of the 
extinguisher onto which the tag or label is being affixed. 
Substantiation: Some end users and private citizens have removed tags from 
extinguishers that had recently gone through annual maintenance procedures 
and placed them on their extinguisher in an effort to comply with an inspection 
from a local authority. Requiring the serial number of the extinguisher that has 
gone through annual maintenance procedures to be recorded on the 
maintenance tag ties the maintenance to the specific extinguisher. This will 
protect the individual and the agency performing the maintenance should any 
legal or liability issue arise. While recording the serial number on the annual 
maintenance/recharge tag will not prevent someone from removing a tag and 
placing it on another extinguisher, it will clarify numerous liability and legal 
issues should any incident or claim occur. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: The committee feels this is a problem, but not a 
prevalent problem in the industry. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-64 Log #CP36 	 Final Action: Accept 
(7.3.3.1*) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Technical Committee on Portable Fire Extinguishers,  
Recommendation: Revise text as follows: 
   7.3.3.1* Six-Year Service Label. Fire extinguishers that pass the applicable 
6-year requirement of 7.3.1.2.1 shall have the maintenance information 
recorded on a durable weatherproof label that is a minimum size of 2 in. × 3½ 
in. (51 mm × 89 mm).  
Substantiation: See statement for Proposal 10-60 (Log #CP35) 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-65 Log #47 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.3.3.1, 7.3.3.1.1, 7.3.3.1.2, and 7.3.3.1.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows: 
7.3.3.1* Six-Year Internal Examination Label. Fire extinguishers that pass the 
applicable 6-year requirement of 7.3.1.2.1 shall have the maintenance 
information recorded on a label or the verification of service collar. 
   7.3.3.1.1 Where a label is used that is a minimum size of 2 in. × 3½ in. (51 
mm × 89 mm), it shall be made of durable weatherproof material with a 
pressure sensitive adhesive and shall be of the self-destructive type when 
removal from a fire extinguisher is attempted. 
   7.3.3.1.2 Where a label is used, the new label shall be affixed to the shell by a 
heatless process, and any old internal examination labels shall be removed. 
   7.3.3.1.3 The following information shall be recorded on the label or 
verification of service collar: 
   (1) Month and year the internal examination was performed, indicated by a 
perforation such as is done by a hand punch 
   (2) Name or initials of the person performing the maintenance and name of 
the agency performing the maintenance. 
Substantiation: This allows use of either a service collar or a label. Use of 
both is redundant and not necessary. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: The intent for the service collar and the label have two 
different requirements. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-66 Log #16 	 Final Action: Accept in Part 
(7.3.3.2.1.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Mark S. Connolly, Fire Fighter Sales & Service Co. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   7.3.3.2.1.3 The collar shall include the following information: 
   (1) Month and year the service was performed, indicated by a perforation 
such as is done by a hand punch 
   (2) Name or initials of the person and agency performing the maintenance or 
recharge. 
Substantiation: Requiring the name or initials of the person and agency 
performing the recharge or maintenance will help the owner of the equipment 
when it comes to accountability for those services.  

Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle 
Add new text as follows: 
   7.3.1.2.3 7.3.1.2.2.1 The loaded stream charge shall be permitted to be 
recovered and re-used, provided it is subjected to agent analysis in accordance 
with the extinguisher manufacturer’s instructions. 
Committee Statement: The committee added the word extinguisher to meet 
the submitter’s intent. Change numbering in accordance with Proposal 10-56 
(Log #44). 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-58 Log #20 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.3.1.3.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Leo Macdonald, Independent Products LLC 
Recommendation: Revise text as follows: 
   7.3.1.3.1 Carbon dioxide hose assemblies that fail to have continuous 
conductivity along their entire length, as performed by an open circuit test, the 
conductivity test shall be replaced. 
Substantiation: The omission of the failure mode from the standard and the 
inclusion of the failure mode in the Annex A means that the type of failure is 
optional, either failing by conducting or failing by not conducting. To make the 
failure by not conducting mandatory, in keeping with the use of “shall” in 
section 7.3.1.3, the description should be revised as indicated. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: Submitter did not provide any technical justification to 
support rewording the section. Rewording this section might lead to confusion 
in the industry.  
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-59 Log #81 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.3.1.3.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Norbert W. Makowka, National Association of Fire Equipment 
Distributors 
Recommendation: Add a new 7.3.1.3.1 and renumber subsequent sections. 
7.3.1.3.1 The conductivity test shall be made between the outlet coupling of the 
hose and the extinguisher valve assembly. 
Substantiation: Some service companies have applied a thread sealant onto 
the hose coupling that insulates the hose from the extinguisher valve. Checking 
the continuity of the hose does not verify that there is continuity between the 
extinguisher and the nozzle orifice. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: The Committee feels this is a component test, not an 
extinguisher test. Following the manufacturer’s service manuals will resolve 
this issue. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-60 Log #CP35 	 Final Action: Accept 
(7.3.1.3.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Technical Committee on Portable Fire Extinguishers,  
Recommendation: Revise as follows:  
   7.3.1.3.2 Carbon dioxide hose assemblies that pass a conductivity test shall 
have the test information recorded on a durable weatherproof label that has a 
minimum size of ½ in. × 3 in. (13 mm × 76 mm).  
Substantiation: Action reflects the committees previous actions to remove the 
word metallic. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-61 Log #46 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle 
(7.3.1.5 (New) ) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Add new paragraph – 7.3.1.5* Wheeled Unit Hoses. 
Discharge hoses on wheeled extinguishers shall be coiled to prevent kinks and 
allow rapid deployment in accordance with manufacturers instructions. 
Substantiation: Paragraph A.7.2.2 provides valuable information and 
addresses a common mistake in the maintenance of wheeled extinguishers, but 
the numbering sequence places it under Inspection where the coiling of the 
hose is more of a maintenance function. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle 
   Reword new paragraph. 
   7.3.1.5* Wheeled Unit Hoses. Discharge hoses on wheeled extinguishers 
shall be coiled in a manner to prevent kinks and allow rapid deployment in 
accordance with manufacturers instructions. Change diagrams in annex, A.7.2.2 
to A.7.3.1.5. 
Committee Statement: Committee feels the rewrite meets submitter’s intent. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-62 Log #82 	 Final Action: Accept 
(7.3.2(6)) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Norbert W. Makowka, National Association of Fire Equipment 
Distributors 
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows: 
   (6) Hoses provided on wheeled-type fire extinguishers shall be completely 
uncoiled and examined for damage. 
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Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle 
   Add new text to read as follows: 
   7.4.1.3.1.2 Weight scales used for the maintenance and recharge or fire 
extinguishers shall have reading increments and accuracy necessary to verify 
the charge weights required in the service manuals and nameplates. 
Committee Statement: Change reflects submitter’s original intent. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-72 Log #51 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.4.1.3.6, A.7.1.3.6, and A.7.2.2 (New) ) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows: 
   7.4.1.3.6* Extinguishers shall be reassembled so that the gauge lines up with 
the operating instructions. Where this cannot be accomplished, the extinguisher 
shall be condemned (see section 8.8). 
   A.7.1.3.6 This requirement does not permit the use of replacement valves 
unless the gauge will line up with the operating instructions. This requirement 
is retroactive and any extinguishers in the field where the gauge does not line 
up with the operating instructions should be removed from service. 
   A.7.2.2 Where an extinguisher gauge and operating instructions are not in 
alignment, maintenance should be performed on the extinguisher and the 
extinguisher needs to comply with 7.4.1.3.6. 
Substantiation: Addresses issue when recharging where gauge and instruction 
label may not be aligned properly. Failure to align properly presents a safety 
concern. This assures the gauge will face outward as well. This correct a 
potential recharging and maintenance issue. Extinguishers in field that do not 
comply need to be removed. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: The standard already requires the label to face 
outward. Adding this language would be repetitive. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-73 Log #17 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.4.2.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Mark S. Connolly, Fire Fighter Sales & Service Co. 
Recommendation: Add new text as follows: 
   7.4.2.3.4 Fire extinguishers that have been recharged according to 7.4.3.2.1 
shall have the maintenance information recorded on a suitable metallic label or 
equally durable material that is a minimum size of 2 in. X 3 ½ in. (51 mm X 
89 mm). 
   7.4.2.3.5 The new label shall be affixed to the shell by a heatless process, and 
any old maintenance labels shall be removed.  
   7.4.2.3.6 These labels shall be of the self-destructive type when removal 
from a fire extinguisher is attempted. 
   7.4.2.3.7 The label shall include the following information: 
   (1) Month and year the maintenance was performed, indicated by a 
perforation such as done by a hand punch 
   (2) Name or initial of the person performing the maintenance and name of the 
agency performing the maintenance  
Substantiation: The addition of a “3-year” label will help AHJs, service 
technicians, and end-users identify when the last breakdown was performed. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: Committee feels this requirement is unnecessary 
because the information is recorded on the service tag per 7.4.5. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-74 Log #27 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.4.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Leo Macdonald, Independent Products LLC 
Recommendation: Add new text as follows: 
7.4.3.12 Inert gas agent extinguishers. 
7.4.3.12.1 Recharging of inert gas agent extinguishers shall only be performed 
in accordance with the manufacturer’s instructions by an agency or company 
routinely engaged in the practice of refilling inert gas cylinders and/or 
containers and having in place a safety procedure for the refilling operation. 
7.4.3.12.2 Inert gas agent extinguishers utilizing gas cylinders shall be 
recharged by weight. 
7.4.3.12.3 Inert gas agent extinguishers utilizing liquid cylinders shall be 
recharged by volume or a liquid level indicating gage. 
7.4.3.12.4 Inert gas agent extinguishers may be topped off, by the addition of 
agent into a cylinder and/or container that is already partly full, provided the 
cylinder has current inspection, maintenance, and hydrotest tags/markings. 
Substantiation: Pursuant to Section 1.2.2 of NFPA 10, 2007 edition, a new 
type of portable fire extinguisher will be available in the summer of 2008 that 
provides a level of protection equal to or better than various other portable fire 
extinguishers currently described in NFPA 10. These new extinguishers use 
“inert gas agents” as described in NFPA 2001, 2008 edition, and are 
manufactured as a portable device, rather than as a permanently fixed and 
installed system. 
   Inert gas agents offer many benefits and very few drawbacks. They are most 
similar in action to some of the halogenated agents or carbon dioxide in that 
their main action is to exclude oxygen from the fire, although some cooling 
action is effected as well. They use the clean agents as listed in NFPA 2001, 
2008 ed, in table 1.4.1.2 such as IG-01 (argon), or IG-100 (nitrogen), or IG-55 
(nitrogen/argon blend), or IG-541 (nitrogen/argon/carbon dioxide blend).  

Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Part 
   Reword the section as follows: 
   Revise text to read as follows: 
   7.3.3.2.1.3 The collar shall include the following information: 
   (1) Month and year the service was performed, indicated by a perforation 
such as is done by a hand punch 
   (2) Name or initials of the person and of the agency performing the 
maintenance or recharge. 
Committee Statement: Clarifies the submitter’s original intent 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-67 Log #48 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle in Part 
(7.3.3.2.1.4 (New) ) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows: 
   7.3.3.2.1.4 The collar shall include the name or initials of the person 
performing the maintenance and the name of the agency performing the 
maintenance. 
Substantiation: Currently there is no requirement for the name of the company 
performing the service, nor is their identification of the individual performing 
the service, though the example in the Annex (Figure A.7.3.3.2) shows a 
company name. It cannot be assumed that the last company or individual who 
performed annual maintenance was the same company or individual to attach 
the verification of service collar. This information can be critical in incident 
investigation and is helpful to enforcement authorities. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle in Part 
Committee Statement: See Committee Action on Proposal 10-66 (Log #16) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-68 Log #50 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.4.1.1.1 (New) ) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows: 
   7.4.1.1.1 Persons recharging fire extinguishers shall comply with the 
requirements of section 7.1.2. 
Substantiation: This new section clearly defines this requirement as general 
and applies to persons performing recharge as well as maintenance. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: The Committee felt this proposal was redundant and 
repetitive.  
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-69 Log #97 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.4.1.2.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: J. R. Nerat, Badger Fire Protection 
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows: 
   7.4.1.2.1 During recharge of dry chemical and dry powder fire extinguishers 
the make and type of extinguishing agent utilized for recharge shall be 
identified and recorded on the service record. 
Substantiation: Service personnel are responsible for using the correct 
extinguishing agent to maintain product listings in the field and ensure 
equipment performance is not compromised. This documentation will help 
ensure compliance and allow AHJ’s a means to identify service organizations 
that mix or do not utilize the proper extinguishing agents. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: The Committee felt this is not a practical or 
enforceable requirement. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-70 Log #98 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.4.1.3.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: J. R. Nerat, Badger Fire Protection 
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows: 
   7.4.1.3.1 The accuracy of weight scales for fire extinguisher maintenance and 
recharge shall be checked and verified daily. 
Substantiation: NFPA 10 and service manuals require the use of accurate 
scales to perform service and recharge functions. (Ref. 7.2.2(4), 7.4.1.3, 
7.4.1.3.10(1)) 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: The committee feels checked and verified need to be 
better defined. Daily is excessive. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-71 Log #99 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle 
(7.4.1.3.1.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: J. R. Nerat, Badger Fire Protection 
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows: 
   7.4.1.3.1.2 Weight scales used for the maintenance and recharge or fire 
extinguishers shall have reading increments and accuracy necessary to verify 
the charge weights required. 
Substantiation: NFPA 10 and extinguisher service manuals require the use of 
accurate scales for properly performing service and recharge functions. (Ref: 
7.2.2(4), 7.4.1.3, 7.4.1.3.1, 7.4.1.3.10(1)). 
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_______________________________________________________________ 
10-79 Log #54 	 Final Action: Accept 
(7.4.3.11.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   7.4.3.11.3 Wet chemical or water mist agent shall be discarded and replaced 
at the hydrostatic test interval. 
Substantiation: Because of conductivity specifications on some water mist 
agents, the agent should not be reused, but replaced with new agent from the 
manufacturer. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-80 Log #91 	 Final Action: Accept in Part 
(7.4.4.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Bradford Colton, American Pacific Corporation 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   7.4.4.3 Pressurizing Gas. Only standard industrial-grade nitrogen with a dew 
point of -60°F (-51°C) or lower (CGA nitrogen specification G10.1, grades D 
through P) shall be used to pressurize stored-pressure dry chemical and 
halogenated-type fire extinguishers which use nitrogen as a propellant. (See 
Annex J.) 
Substantiation: Section 7.4.4.4 discusses other halogenated agents which use 
argon instead of nitrogen, so this revised wording provides additional 
clarification. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Part 
   Revise text to read as follows: 
   7.4.4.3 Pressurizing Gas. Only standard industrial-grade nitrogen with a dew 
point of -60°F (-51°C) or lower (CGA nitrogen specification G10.1, grades D 
through P) shall be used to pressurize stored-pressure dry chemical and 
halogenated-type fire extinguishers which use nitrogen as a propellant. (See 
Annex J.) 
Committee Statement: Committee felt that reference to Annex J was not 
necessary. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-81 Log #56 	 Final Action: Accept 
(7.4.4.3.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   7.4.4.3.3 Compressed air shall be permitted to be used from special 
compressor systems capable of delivering air with a dew point of -60 deg. F 
(-51 deg. C) or lower. See annex J. 
   Additionally delete the reference to annex J in 7.4.4.3. 
Substantiation: This 7.4.4.3.3 is the correct paragraph to refer to annex J. 
Section 7.4.4.3 is the incorrect paragraph to reference annex J. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-82 Log #57 	 Final Action: Accept 
(7.4.4.3.5) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   7.4.4.3.5 Class D, wet chemical, water mist and halocarbon fire extinguishers 
shall be repressurized only with the type of expellant gas referred to on the fire 
extinguisher label. 
Substantiation: The use of shop air or even “dry air” that meets the 
specifications of 7.4.4.3.3 may create problems in most extinguishers using 
agents other than dry chemical. When used with wet chemical extinguishers, 
the presence of oxygen increases the possibility of corrosion in the internal 
vapor space of the extinguisher, whereas the use of nitrogen (as required by the 
extinguisher nameplate and recharge manual) serves as added protection 
against this possibility. In water mist extinguishers, the presence of oxygen and 
the use of any type of air could affect the agent’s compliance with 4.1.4.2 by 
contaminating the water supplied by the manufacturer for initial fill and 
subsequent recharge. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-83 Log #CP33 	 Final Action: Accept 
(7.4.4.3.6) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Technical Committee on Portable Fire Extinguishers,  
Recommendation: New section to read as follows: 
   Compressed air without moisture removal devices shall be permitted for 
pressurizing water extinguishers. 
Substantiation: This clarifies the Technical Committee’s intent that there is no 
need to remove moisture when presssurizing water extinguishers.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 

These fire extinguishers are truly clean in their operation. They leave no 
residue (such as water, chemicals, dry chemicals, foams, etc.) to contaminate 
sensitive equipment or the environment. These agents do not decompose during 
a fire to form highly toxic halide acid gases (such as HF or HC1 or HBr or HI 
gasses: common thermal decomposition products for halon/halocarbon agents). 
They do not cause nor have they been attributed to any global pollution or 
environmental changes (such as halon or carbon dioxide). They do not conduct 
electricity and so are automatically categorized as type C compatible agents. 
They do not cause any corrosion to their containers, even when minor amounts 
of water may be present. They do not cake and lump (such as dry chemicals 
and powders, which then fail to dispense when needed). 
   These inert gas agents have been tested by a variety of agencies and 
companies in fixed systems in accordance with NFPA 2001. Several systems 
are currently listed and labeled, in production, and installed at various 
commercial locations around the country. A portable fire extinguisher is 
currently under development by Independent Products LLC (Ref 1). We have 
designed large wheeled extinguishers appropriate for protection of high hazard 
areas. These extinguishers dispense IG-100 (nitrogen) or IG-01 (argon) at low 
pressure (extinguisher design pressure of 300 psi operation) through a hose 
having a shutoff valve at the tank and at the nozzle end of the hose. Further 
information regarding details of design, construction and operation are 
available upon request. This new portable inert gas fire extinguisher is 
currently undergoing testing for size rating in accordance with UL 711 for class 
A and class B fires. Research has been performed and has shown the usefulness 
of inert gas extinguishers for class D fires. (Ref 2) 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: Currently, these extinguishers are not available and 
they are not listed. 
Section 1.2.2 does not prohibit the use of these extinguishers when acceptable 
to the Authority Having Jurisdiction. 
Action allows the submitter to work with listing laboratories to develop a 
performance standard. Submitter is further encouraged to submit technical 
justification.  
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-75 Log #101 	 Final Action: Reject 
(7.4.3.2.1 (New) ) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Craig Voelkert, Amerex Corp. 
Recommendation: Add new text as follows: 
Fire extinguishers found to have alkaline based chemicals mixed with 
multipurpose dry chemical shall be removed from service and discarded 
Substantiation: Fire extinguishers with a mixture of multipurpose and alkaline 
based dry chemicals would violate current paragraph 7.4.1.4.1. Per A.7.4.3.2, 
pressure in the cylinder may have increased to the point of cylinder damage. It 
is not practical, nor advisable to attempt to clean all of the chemical out of the 
cylinder and replace it with proper chemical once the extinguisher is suspect. 
The extinguisher should be removed from service to insure public safety and to 
assure proper extinguisher performance. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: The justification doesn’t necessarily warrant the 
discarding of the cylinder. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-76 Log #55 	 Final Action: Accept 
(7.4.3.11) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   7.4.3.11 Wet Chemical and Water Mist Agent Re-Use. 
Substantiation: In an effort to control the agent being used in these 
extinguishers, the water mist extinguisher should be included in this heading. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-77 Log #52 	 Final Action: Accept 
(7.4.3.11.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   7.4.3.11.1 Wet chemical and water mist agents shall not be reused. 
Substantiation: In an effort to control the effectiveness of the agents being 
used in these extinguishers, the water mist extinguisher as well as wet chemical 
extinguisher agents should not be reused. Water mist agents meet specific 
levels of conductivity as produced by the manufacturer and should not be 
contaminated. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-78 Log #53 	 Final Action: Accept 
(7.4.3.11.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   7.4.3.11.2 If a wet chemical or water mist extinguisher is partially 
discharged, all remaining wet chemical or water mist agent shall be discarded. 
Substantiation: Security and purity of the water mist agent is just as important 
as the wet chemical agent. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
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commercial locations around the country. A portable fire extinguisher is 
currently under development by Independent Products LLC (Ref 1). We have 
designed large wheeled extinguishers appropriate for protection of high hazard 
areas. These extinguishers dispense IG-100 (nitrogen) or IG-01 (argon) at low 
pressure (extinguisher design pressure of 300 psi operation) through a hose 
having a shutoff valve at the tank and at the nozzle end of the hose. Further 
information regarding details of design, construction and operation are 
available upon request. This new portable inert gas fire extinguisher is 
currently undergoing testing for size rating in accordance with UL 711 for class 
A and class B fires. Research has been performed and has shown the usefulness 
of inert gas extinguishers for class D fires. (Ref 2) 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: Currently, these extinguishers are not available and 
they are not listed. 
Section 1.2.2 does not prohibit the use of these extinguishers when acceptable 
to the Authority Having Jurisdiction. 
Action allows the submitter to work with listing laboratories to develop a 
performance standard. Submitter is further encouraged to submit technical 
justification. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-89 Log #95 	 Final Action: Reject 
(Table 8.3.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: J. R. Nerat, Badger Fire Protection 
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows: 
   Table 8.31 Hydrostatic test interval for extinguishers 
   All stainless steel cylinders and shells — 5 years 
Substantiation: Current table does not fully address all possible combinations 
of cylinder materials and extinguishing agents. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: No technical justification was provided to support the 
proposal. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-90 Log #59 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle 
(8.3.2.2.1 and 8.3.2.2.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Delete section 8.3.2.2.2 and revise 8.3.2.2.1 to read as 
follows: 
   8.3.2.2.1 DOT 3E cartridges or TC 3EM cartridges not exceeding...”. 
Substantiation: Exemption from hydrostatic test is limited to DOT 3E and TC 
3EM cylinders. All 3 E cylinders must be less than 2 inches in diameter and 
less than 2 feet in length, thus they are covered by section 8.3.2.2.1. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle 
   Reword as follows: 
   8.3.2.2.1 DOT 3E cartridges or TC 3EM cartridges shall be exempt from 
periodic hydrostatic retest. 
Committee Statement: All DOT 3E cartridges have to comply with size 
limitations given in Section 8.3.2.2.1 anyway, so the Committee felt keeping 
the sizes was redundant. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-91 Log #60 	 Final Action: Accept 
(8.7.2.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   8.7.2.1 Fire extinguisher cylinders of the low-pressure non-DOT type……
recorded on a metallic label. 
Substantiation: ǒ The marking in 8.7.2.1 and 8.7.2.2. applies only to non-
DOT specification cylinders. 
   ǒ The type label that is used and shown in appendix A is not metallic. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-92 Log #71 	 Final Action: Accept 
(8.7.2.2(4) (New) ) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows: 
   8.7.2.2(4) Made of a durable, weatherproof material with a pressure sensitive 
adhesive. 
Substantiation: Text further describes what the label is constructed of and type 
of adhesive acceptable. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-93 Log #72 	 Final Action: Reject 
(8.7.2.2(5) (New) ) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows: 
   8.7.2.2(5) Color to be black print on a sliver background. 
Substantiation: Text further describes what the label including print color and 
background color. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: Committee was not given any justification to require a 
certain color for these labels. 

_______________________________________________________________ 
10-84 Log #70 	 Final Action: Accept 
(8.1.2.1.1 (New) ) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: New 8.1.2.1.1 Personnel performing hydrostatic testing 
shall be certified by and organization with a certification program acceptable to 
the authority having jurisdiction. 
Substantiation: New text clearly identifies the person(s) able to perform 
hydrostatic testing. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-85 Log #CP34 	 Final Action: Reject 
(8.1.2.1.1.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Technical Committee on Portable Fire Extinguishers,  
Recommendation: Add new section as follows: 
   8.1.2.1.1.1 DOT or TC certification as a hydrostatic testing facility shall be 
permitted to fulfill the requirements of 8.1.2.1.1.  
Substantiation: DOT and TC regulates work performed by DOT or TC 
registration 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-86 Log #12 	 Final Action: Reject 
(8.2.1.5) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Ladis Lav Mihaly, FireBird Enterprise Ltd. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   Using tested or calibrated scales for unspecified ± tolerances makes no sense. 
At recharges we need exact ± tolerances! 
Substantiation: There are no ± tolerances at recharges and we need to use 
calibrated scale. What is acceptable ± 1 ton or ± 1 gram? After fixing the 
tolerance we can use calibrated scales. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: Section 8.2.1.1 clearly provides tolerance 
requirements. Submitter’s substantiation is incorrect. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-87 Log #58 	 Final Action: Reject 
(8.2.2.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   8.2.2.2 The temperature used for drying shall not exceed 212 degrees F (100 
degrees C). 
Substantiation: I am unaware of the supporting data that justifies the current 
temperature. 212 deg F represents the temperature of water converting to steam 
and there currently are drying systems available that run higher than 150 deg. F 
resulting in reduced cycle times and more efficient drying. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: Exceeding 150 degrees may have a detrimental affect 
on other components of the extinguisher. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-88 Log #28 	 Final Action: Reject 
(Table 8.3.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Leo Macdonald, Independent Products LLC 
Recommendation: Add new text as follows: 
   Inert gas agents 12 yrs. 
Substantiation: Pursuant to Section 1.2.2 of NFPA 10, 2007 edition, a new 
type of portable fire extinguisher will be available in the summer of 2008 that 
provides a level of protection equal to or better than various other portable fire 
extinguishers currently described in NFPA 10. These new extinguishers use 
“inert gas agents” as described in NFPA 2001, 2008 edition, and are 
manufactured as a portable device, rather than as a permanently fixed and 
installed system. 
   Inert gas agents offer many benefits and very few drawbacks. They are most 
similar in action to some of the halogenated agents or carbon dioxide in that 
their main action is to exclude oxygen from the fire, although some cooling 
action is effected as well. They use the clean agents as listed in NFPA 2001, 
2008 ed, in table 1.4.1.2 such as IG-01 (argon), or IG-100 (nitrogen), or IG-55 
(nitrogen/argon blend), or IG-541 (nitrogen/argon/carbon dioxide blend). These 
fire extinguishers are truly clean in their operation. They leave no residue (such 
as water, chemicals, dry chemicals, foams, etc.) to contaminate sensitive 
equipment or the environment. These agents do not decompose during a fire to 
form highly toxic halide acid gases (such as HF or HC1 or HBr or HI gasses: 
common thermal decomposition products for halon/halocarbon agents). They 
do not cause nor have they been attributed to any global pollution or 
environmental changes (such as halon or carbon dioxide). They do not conduct 
electricity and so are automatically categorized as type C compatible agents. 
They do not cause any corrosion to their containers, even when minor amounts 
of water may be present. They do not cake and lump (such as dry chemicals 
and powders, which then fail to dispense when needed). 
   These inert gas agents have been tested by a variety of agencies and 
companies in fixed systems in accordance with NFPA 2001. Several systems 
are currently listed and labeled, in production, and installed at various 
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   ǒ The minimum area used to provide operating instructions was revised 
   ǒ New marking, use, and operating instructions and pictograms was 
introduced 
   ǒ Recharging instruction information was revised 
   ǒ New requirements for service manuals was introduced. 
Substantiation: Adding this information to the annex will provide information 
for the users of the standard. NAFED continues to receive a number of requests 
to explain why these extinguishers are being removed form service.  
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-97 Log #62 	 Final Action: Accept 
(A.7.2.2, Figure A.7.2.2(a), Figure A.7.2.2(b), Figure A.7.2.2(c), Figure 
A.7.2.2(d), and Figure A.7.2.2(e)) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
Renumber to read A.7.3.1.5, Figure A7.3.1.5(a), Figure A7.3.1.5(b), Figure 
A.7.3.1.5(c), Figure A.7.3.1.5(d), Figure A.7.3.1.5(e). 
Substantiation: Referencing previous proposal, ties Annex material to specific 
maintenance paragraph. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-98 Log #64 	 Final Action: Accept 
(Figure A.7.2.2(c)) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise as follows: 
   FIGURE A.7.2.2(c) Continue procedure with fig. a & b above. 
Substantiation: Caption is incorrect. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
Change the referenced section as follows: 
   A.7.3.1.5(c) 
Committee Statement: Changed the referenced section from A.7.2.2(c) to 
A.7.3.1.5(c), (Editorial) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-99 Log #63 	 Final Action: Accept 
(A.7.3.1.2.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
A.7.3.1.2.1 – renumber as A.7.3.1.2.1.2 and place asterisk next to 7.3.1.2.1.2 in 
the main body of the standard.  
Substantiation: Editorial - This paragraph in the annex relates more to 
7.3.1.2.1.2 than it does to 7.3.1.2.1. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-100 Log #84 	 Final Action: Reject 
(A.7.3.1.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Norbert W. Makowka, National Association of Fire Equipment 
Distributors 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   A.7.3.1.3 Carbon dioxide hose assemblies have a continuous metal braid that 
connects to both couplings to minimize the static shock hazard. The reason for 
the conductivity test is to determine that the hose is conductive from the inlet 
coupling extinguisher valve to the outlet orifice. A basic conductivity tester 
consists of a flashlight having an open circuit and a set of two wires with a 
conductor (clamps or probe) at each end. 
Substantiation: Some service companies have applied a thread sealant onto 
the hose coupling that insulates the hose from the extinguisher valve. Checking 
the continuity of the hose does not verify that there is continuity between the 
extinguisher and the nozzle orifice. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: The main body text was rejected. See Proposal 10-58 
(Log #20). 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-101 Log #10 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle 
(B.1.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Conrado Marin, Exanco Chile S.A. 
Recommendation: Delete text to read as follows: 
   Class K pictograph 
   ((2) Dry Chemical based) 
Substantiation: Dry chemical based extinguishers do not have a class K 
rating. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle 
   Remove all reference to (1), (2), (3) under each label in Figure B.1.1 
Committee Statement: Committee action will eliminate confusion and allows 
the listing process to drive the marking of extinguisher process. 

_______________________________________________________________ 
10-94 Log #61 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle 
(8.7.2.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Delete existing 8.7.2.3 and replace with the following: 
8.7.2.3 Fire extinguisher cylinders using DOT specification low pressure 
cylinders shall be marked in accordance with DOT requirements 180.213. A 
label may be used for marking. 
(1) Marking shall include a R.I.N. number (re-testers identification number) set 
in a square pattern. 
(2) Marking shall include the month and year of the retest. 
(3) Cylinders tested by the modified (proof pressure) test method shall be 
marked with the letter “S” next to the test date (year). 
(4) Other information is allowed to be on the label. 
(5) Labels shall only be located on the shoulder or foot ring of the cylinder. 
Substantiation: Meets the requirements of CFR 49. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle 
   Replace existing 8.7.2.3 and the subparagraphs with the wording as follows: 
   8.7.2.3 In addition to the information in 8.7.2.1, DOT specification cylinders 
shall be labeled in accordance with 49 CFR 180.213(c)(1). 
Committee Statement: The Committee felt the rewording is clearer to the 
user. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-95 Log #76 	 Final Action: Accept in Part 
(A.3.3.4) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Norbert W. Makowka, National Association of Fire Equipment 
Distributors 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   A.3.3.4 Certified Person. The objective of a A formal certification program 
for portable fire extinguisher technicians should be to provide a mechanism for 
individuals to demonstrate their knowledge of standards and related practices. 
The certification should provide a mechanism for AHJs to use to evaluate 
individuals for the necessary knowledge. A certification program normally 
requires the candidate to successfully pass a written examination. One 
organization’s certification for portable fire extinguisher technicians is based on 
an individual successfully completing a 150 question examination. The 
examination is based on this standard and includes questions from both the 
body and annex sections. The test bank that is used to compile each 
examination is comprised of over 900 questions, and the examinations are 
prepared using a software program that randomly assigns the questions to each 
exam. Therefore, each exam is unique and no two exams are identical. 
These examinations should be job relevant and should measure the knowledge 
and skills of the technician. These types of programs should comply with 
Regulations and National Standards, such as: 
ǒ Uniform Guidelines on Employee Selection Procedures:  
ǒ US Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC)  
ǒ Standards for Educational & Psychological Testing:  
ǒ National Council on Measurement in Education (NCME)  
ǒ American Educational Research Association (AERA) 
ǒ American Psychological Association (APA)  
Substantiation: Formal certification programs must meet a minimum 
acceptable standard that ensures a proper examination preparation. Certification 
exams need to be fair and unbiased since these tests could have an impact on 
the livelihood of individuals taking the examinations. 
   Requiring certified technicians helps protect public safety and promotes 
professionalism and expertise and helps ensure the competency of those 
individuals involved in the service industry.  
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Part 
Add text to section A.7.1.2.1 to read as follows: 
A.7.1.2.1 A certification program normally requires the candidate to 
successfully pass a written examination.  
Committee Statement: This wording closely relates to the requirements found 
in NFPA 17A, the bulleted items are not standards and this reflects the current 
certification programs available. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-96 Log #83 	 Final Action: Accept 
(A.4.4.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Norbert W. Makowka, National Association of Fire Equipment 
Distributors 
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows: 
   A.4.4.1 In October of 1984 the UL 299 listing requirements for fire 
extinguishers changed. Many of these changes were brought about by an 
extensive series of fire tests that were called “Novice Fire Extinguisher Tests”. 
In these tests untrained people were selected to extinguish fires with fire 
extinguishers. Based on these tests and problems associated with the novice’s 
use several changes were incorporated in the listing requirements. 
   ǒ Extinguishers with a 2-A or 20-B or higher must be equipped with a 
discharge hose. 
   ǒ Revisions were made to the maximum force required to remove pull pin 
and the minimum amount of force required to shear the pull pin.  
   ǒ New marking requiring for the extinguishers were added 
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Substantiation: Rewrite clarifies the intent of this section 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-106 Log #65 	 Final Action: Reject 
(Table G.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Delete Table G.2 Class B Rating Equivalencies in its 
entirety. Also delete the last 3 paragraphs of the text. 
Substantiation: Extinguishers manufactured prior to 1955 have been added to 
the list of Obsolete extinguishers in 4.4 There is another proposal to include all 
extinguishers instead of just stored pressure extinguishers. This table is 
ungainly for an enforcement authority to use as it is confusing and refers to a 
rating system that has not been used in over 50 years. The last 3 paragraphs are 
no longer relevant. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: See Committee Action on Proposal 10-16 (Log #35) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-107 Log #86 	 Final Action: Accept in Principle 
(H.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Bob Eugene, Underwriters Laboratories Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   H.2 Health and Safety Conditions that Affect Selection. 
   When a fire extinguisher is being selected, consideration should be given to 
the health and safety hazards involved in its maintenance and use, as described 
in items H.2(1) through H.2(8): 
   (1) For confined spaces, prominent caution labels on the fire extinguisher, 
warning signs at entry points, provision for remote application, extra-long-
range fire extinguisher nozzles, special ventilation, provision of breathing 
apparatus and other personal protective equipment, and adequate training of 
personnel are among the measures that should be considered. 
   (2) Halogenated agent-type fire extinguishers contain agents whose vapor has 
a low toxicity. However, their decomposition products can be hazardous. When 
using these fire extinguishers in unventilated places, such as small rooms, 
closets, motor vehicles, or other confined spaces, operators and others should 
avoid breathing the gases produced by thermal decomposition of the agent. 
   (3) Carbon dioxide fire extinguishers contain an extinguishing agent that will 
not support life when used in sufficient concentration to extinguish a fire. The 
use of this type of fire extinguisher in an unventilated space can dilute the 
oxygen supply. Prolonged occupancy of such spaces can result in loss of 
consciousness due to oxygen deficiency. 
   (4) Fire extinguishers not rated for Class C hazards (e.g., water, antifreeze, 
soda acid, loaded stream, AFFF, FFFP, wetting agent, foam, and carbon dioxide 
with metal horns) present a shock hazard if used on fires involving energized 
electrical equipment. 
   (5) Dry chemical fire extinguishers, when used in a small unventilated area, 
can reduce visibility for a period of up to several minutes. Dry chemical, 
discharged in an area, can also clog filters in air-cleaning systems. 
   (6) A dry chemical fire extinguisher containing ammonium compounds should 
not be used on oxidizers that contain chlorine. The reaction between the 
oxidizer and the ammonium salts can produce an explosive compound (NC13). 
   (7) Halon extinguishers should not be used on fires involving oxidizers, since 
they can react with the oxidizer. 
   (8) Most fires product toxic decomposition products of combustion, and 
some materials, upon burning, can produce highly toxic gases. Fires can also 
consume available oxygen or produce dangerously high exposure to convected 
or radiated heat. All of these can affect the degree to which a fire can be safely 
approached with fire extinguishers. (See Bulletin of Research No. 53, “Survey 
of Available Information on the Toxicity of the Combustion and Thermal 
Decomposition Products of Certain Building Materials under Fire Conditions.”) 
   Table H.2 summarizes the characteristics of fire extinguishers and can be 
used as an aid in selecting fire extinguishers in accordance with Chapter 5. The 
ratings given are those that were in effect at the time this standard was 
prepared. Current listings should be consulted for up-to-date ratings. 
Substantiation: Bulletin of Research No. 53 is no longer readily available. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle 
   Revise text to read as follows: 
   H.2 Health and Safety Conditions that Affect Selection. 
   When a fire extinguisher is being selected, consideration should be given to 
the health and safety hazards involved in its maintenance and use, as described 
in items H.2(1) through H.2(8): 
   (1) For confined spaces, prominent caution labels on the fire extinguisher, 
warning signs at entry points, provision for remote application, extra-long-
range fire extinguisher nozzles, special ventilation, provision of breathing 
apparatus and other personal protective equipment, and adequate training of 
personnel are among the measures that should be considered. 
   (2) Halogenated agent-type fire extinguishers contain agents whose vapor has 
a low toxicity. However, their decomposition products can be hazardous. When 
using these fire extinguishers in unventilated places, such as small rooms, 
closets, motor vehicles, or other confined spaces, operators and others should 
avoid breathing the gases produced by thermal decomposition of the agent. 

_______________________________________________________________ 
10-102 Log #11 	 Final Action: Reject 
(B.1.1) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Conrado Marin, Exanco Chile S.A. 
Recommendation: Add text to read as follows: 
   Add the class A pictograph to the class K. 
Substantiation: A class K fire extinguisher should have also class A rating. 
The extinguishers being sold today do have both pictographs. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: If the Class K extinguisher has a Class A rating, then 
the extinguisher would have a Class A pictogram in addition to the Class K 
pictogram in accordance with its listing. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-103 Log #33 	 Final Action: Accept 
(Figure D.4.5(a)) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise as follows:  
   Figure D.4.5(a) delete drawing and insert same drawing used for Figure 
D.4.4.1 changing “halogenated agent” label to Dry chemical. 
Substantiation: Current illustration is of a stored pressure dry chemical 
extinguisher that was considered obsolete in the early 1970’s and would fall 
under the “obsolete extinguishers section 4.4, 4.4.1 or 4.4.2. Suggested 
illustration more accurately depicts stored pressure dry chemical extinguishers 
currently being manufactured and likely to be encountered in the field. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-104 Log #32 	 Final Action: Accept 
(D.4.7(a)) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Delete this picture as wand is no longer allowed as per the 
standard. 
Substantiation: Same. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-105 Log #CP37 	 Final Action: Accept 
(E.3.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Technical Committee on Portable Fire Extinguishers,  
Recommendation: Revise text as follows: 
   1. Revise Figure E.3.3 to show one square inside a circle with radius of 75 ft 
   2. Revise E.3.3 to read as follows: 
   The area of a right triangle is 1/2 base times height. The area inscribed by 
circle is 2(1/2 base times height). 
   Base = 150 
   Height = 75 
   1/2 x 150 = 75 
   75 x 75 = 5625 
   5625 x 2 = 11,250 
One side of a square is the square root of the total area. 
The square root of 11,250 = 106 ft. 
If a building floor area were unobstructed and circular in shape with a radius of 
75 ft, it would be possible to place one fire extinguisher at the center without 
exceeding the 75 ft travel distance.  
   As buildings are usually rectangular in shape, the largest square area that can 
be formed with no point more than 75 ft from the center is 11,250 ft2, which is 
the area of a square inscribed within a 75 ft radius circle. A square with an area 
or 11,250 ft2 is 106 ft x 106 ft. Therefore, the maximum area to be protected by 
a single extinguisher is 11,250 ft2 as shown in Tables 6.2.1.1 and E.3.4. If 
extinguishers were placed at the maximum 75 ft travel distance, they would be 
106 ft apart and 106 ft from the nearest wall as shown in Figure 1. 
   3. Add Figure 1 as described below. 

106 ft

75 ft

106 ft

106 ft

EXTG EXTG

Figure 1 Extinguishers placed 106 feet apart to comply with the 75 
feet travel distance and 11,250 square feet maximum floor area per 

extinguisher. 
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_______________________________________________________________ 
10-109 Log #67 	 Final Action: Reject 
(Table I.1(a)and (b)) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Michael J. Laderoute, MJL Associates, Inc. 
Recommendation: Entire table should be edited by the committee for accuracy 
and current requirements. Many items are now addressed in the body of the 
Standard – amount of corrosion allowed, size and depth of dent, testing and 
replacement of pressure regulators on cylinder operated wheeled units, etc. 
Substantiation: New requirements in the body of the standard requires an 
update of the table. 
Committee Meeting Action: Reject 
Committee Statement: Committee task group is examining this annex. No 
recommended text is provided. 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-110 Log #89 	 Final Action: Accept 
(K.1.2.3) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Bob Eugene, Underwriters Laboratories Inc. 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   K.1.2.3 UL Publications. Underwriters Laboratories Inc., 333 Pfingsten 
Road, Northbrook, IL 60062-2096. 
   ANSI/UL 711, Standard for Rating and Fire Testing of Fire Extinguishers, 
2002 2007. 
   Bulletin of Research No. 53, “Survey of Available Information on the 
Toxicity of the Combustion and Thermal Decomposition Products of Certain 
Building Materials under Fire conditions,” July 1963. 
Substantiation: Updated referenced standard to include the most recent 
revisions. 
   Bulletin of Research No. 53 is no longer readily available. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 
Committee Statement: See action on Proposal 10-5 (Log #88)

   (3) Carbon dioxide fire extinguishers contain an extinguishing agent that will 
not support life when used in sufficient concentration to extinguish a fire. The 
use of this type of fire extinguisher in an unventilated space can dilute the 
oxygen supply. Prolonged occupancy of such spaces can result in loss of 
consciousness due to oxygen deficiency. 
   (4) Fire extinguishers not rated for Class C hazards (e.g., water, antifreeze, 
loaded stream, AFFF, FFFP, wetting agent, and foam) present a shock hazard if 
used on fires involving energized electrical equipment. 
   (5) Dry chemical fire extinguishers, when used in a small unventilated area, 
can reduce visibility for a period of up to several minutes. Dry chemical, 
discharged in an area, can also clog filters in air-cleaning systems. 
   (6) A dry chemical fire extinguisher containing ammonium compounds should 
not be used on oxidizers that contain chlorine. The reaction between the 
oxidizer and the ammonium salts can produce an explosive compound (NC13). 
   (7) Halogenated extinguishers should not be used on fires involving 
oxidizers, since they can react with the oxidizer. 
   (8) Most fires produce toxic decomposition products of combustion, and 
some materials, upon burning, can produce highly toxic gases. Fires can also 
consume available oxygen or produce dangerously high exposure to convected 
or radiated heat. All of these can affect the degree to which a fire can be safely 
approached with fire extinguishers. 
   Table H.2 summarizes the characteristics of fire extinguishers and can be 
used as an aid in selecting fire extinguishers in accordance with Chapter 5. The 
ratings given are those that were in effect at the time this standard was 
prepared. Current listings should be consulted for up-to-date ratings. 
Committee Statement: Editorial changes to reflect the current status of this 
standard 
_______________________________________________________________ 
10-108 Log #92 	 Final Action: Accept 
(Table H.2) 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Submitter: Bradford Colton, American Pacific Corporation 
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows: 
   For halocarbon extinguishing agents, the “Approximate Time of Discharge” 
is listed as “9 to 23 sec” and this should be revised as follows: 
   9 to 23 38 sec. 
Substantiation: The Amerex model 674 (which contains 150 lb of Halotron I 
and has an UL listed rating of 10-A:80-B:C) has a discharge time of 38 
seconds. 
Committee Meeting Action: Accept 


