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Information on NFPA Codes and Standards Development

I. Applicable Regulations. The primary rules governing the processing of NFPA documents (codes, standards, recommended practices,
and guides) are the NFPA Regulations Governing Committee Projects (Regs). Other applicable rules include NFPA Bylaws, NFPA
Technical Meeting Convention Rules, NFPA Guide for the Conduct of Participants in the NFPA Standards Development Process, and
the NFPA Regulations Governing Petitions to the Board of Directors from Decisions of the Standards Council. Most of these rules and
regulations are contained in the NFPA Directory. For copies of the Directory, contact Codes and Standards Administration at NFPA
Headquarters; all these documents are also available on the NFPA website at “www.nfpa.org.”

The following is general information on the NFPA process. All participants, however, should refer to the actual rules and regulations for a
full understanding of this process and for the criteria that govern participation.

II. Technical Committee Report. The Technical Committee Report is defined as “the Report of the Technical Committee and Technical
Correlating Committee (if any) on a document. A Technical Committee Report consists of the Report on Proposals (ROP), as modified by
the Report on Comments (ROC), published by the Association.”

I11. Step 1: Report on Proposals (ROP). The ROP is defined as “a report to the Association on the actions taken by Technical Committees
and/or Technical Correlating Committees, accompanied by a ballot statement and one or more proposals on text for a new document or
to amend an existing document.” Any objection to an action in the ROP must be raised through the filing of an appropriate Comment for
consideration in the ROC or the objection will be considered resolved.

IV. Step 2: Report on Comments (ROC). The ROC is defined as “a report to the Association on the actions taken by Technical Committees
and/or Technical Correlating Committees accompanied by a ballot statement and one or more comments resulting from public review of
the Report on Proposals (ROP).” The ROP and the ROC together constitute the Technical Committee Report. Any outstanding objection
following the ROC must be raised through an appropriate Amending Motion at the Association Technical Meeting or the objection will be
considered resolved.

V. Step 3a: Action at Association Technical Meeting. Following the publication of the ROC, there is a period during which those wishing
to make proper Amending Motions on the Technical Committee Reports must signal their intention by submitting a Notice of Intent to
Make a Motion. Documents that receive notice of proper Amending Motions (Certified Amending Motions) will be presented for action at
the annual June Association Technical Meeting. At the meeting, the NFPA membership can consider and act on these Certified Amending
Motions as well as Follow-up Amending Motions, that is, motions that become necessary as a result of a previous successful Amending
Motion. (See 4.6.2 through 4.6.9 of Regs for a summary of the available Amending Motions and who may make them.) Any outstanding
objection following action at an Association Technical Meeting (and any further Technical Committee consideration following successful
Amending Motions, see Regs at 4.7) must be raised through an appeal to the Standards Council or it will be considered to be resolved.

VI. Step 3b: Documents Forwarded Directly to the Council. Where no Notice of Intent to Make a Motion (NITMAM) is received and
certified in accordance with the Technical Meeting Convention Rules, the document is forwarded directly to the Standards Council for
action on issuance. Objections are deemed to be resolved for these documents.

VII. Step 4a: Council Appeals. Anyone can appeal to the Standards Council concerning procedural or substantive matters related to the
development, content, or issuance of any document of the Association or on matters within the purview of the authority of the Council, as
established by the Bylaws and as determined by the Board of Directors. Such appeals must be in written form and filed with the Secretary
of the Standards Council (see 1.6 of Regs). Time constraints for filing an appeal must be in accordance with 1.6.2 of the Regs. Objections
are deemed to be resolved if not pursued at this level.

VIII. Step 4b: Document Issuance. The Standards Council is the issuer of all documents (see Article 8 of Bylaws). The Council acts on
the issuance of a document presented for action at an Association Technical Meeting within 75 days from the date of the recommendation
from the Association Technical Meeting, unless this period is extended by the Council (see 4.8 of Regs). For documents forwarded directly
to the Standards Council, the Council acts on the issuance of the document at its next scheduled meeting, or at such other meeting as the
Council may determine (see 4.5.6 and 4.8 of Regs).

IX. Petitions to the Board of Directors. The Standards Council has been delegated the responsibility for the administration of the codes
and standards development process and the issuance of documents. However, where extraordinary circumstances requiring the intervention
of the Board of Directors exist, the Board of Directors may take any action necessary to fulfill its obligations to preserve the integrity of the
codes and standards development process and to protect the interests of the Association. The rules for petitioning the Board of Directors
can be found in the Regulations Governing Petitions to the Board of Directors from Decisions of the Standards Council and in 1.7 of the
Regs.

X. For More Information. The program for the Association Technical Meeting (as well as the NFPA website as information becomes
available) should be consulted for the date on which each report scheduled for consideration at the meeting will be presented. For copies
of the ROP and ROC as well as more information on NFPA rules and for up-to-date information on schedules and deadlines for processing
NFPA documents, check the NFPA website (www.nfpa.org) or contact NFPA Codes & Standards Administration at (617-984-7246).
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Title Page No.
Standard for the Inspection, Testing, and Maintenance of Water-Based Fire Protection Systems .............. 25-1
Code for the Manufacture and Storage of Aerosol Products ...........ccccocereeienienenininiieniencneseececreeniene 30B-1
Standard for Spray Application Using Flammable or Combustible Materials............cccceceeruererenineesienenne 33-1
Standard for Dipping and Coating Processes Using Flammable or Combustible Liquids..........c.c.cccueveneee. 34-1

To be retitled as Standard for Dipping, Coating, and Printing Processes Using Flammable or Combustible
Liquids

Standard for the Storage and Handling of Cellulose Nitrate Film.........ccccocecevevineneincnncneinciecneeenenn 40-1
Liquefied Petroleum Gas COUE ........c..couirirerieieiirienierieeiiest sttt ettt et e bttt sa et s b e eaeenen 58-1
Electrical Inspection Code for EXisting DWEIIINES ......cc.coerieiiriirininieieienene ettt 73-1

To be retitled as Standard for Electrical Inspections for Existing Dwellings
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Standard for the Construction and Fire Protection of Marine Terminals, Piers, and Wharves .................. 307-1
Standard for Fire Protection of Vessels During Construction, Conversion, Repair, and Lay-Up............. 312 -1
Standard for Road Tunnels, Bridges, and Other Limited Access Highways ........cccccevenininiicencnenenne. 502-1
Guide on Methods for Evaluating Fire Hazard to Occupants of Passenger Road Vehicles....................... 556-1
Standard for the Prevention of Fire and Dust Explosions from the Manufacturing, Processing,

and Handling of Combustible Particulate SOLAS..........cccecirueirireirienininieineiecncieesecteeeee et 654-1
Standard for the Installation of Lightning Protection SyStems ..........ccceceruerereriirienenineneeeeieneseneens 780-1
Standard for Fire Service Professional Qualifications Accreditation and Certification Systems............. 1000-1
Standard for Emergency Vehicle Technician Professional Qualifications ..........c.cccceeceveeveenccencnecnnee 1071-1
Standard for the Use of Pyrotechnics Before a Proximate Audience ............coccoeeerveeneniecncnincnecnnennne 1126-1
Guide for the Use of Class A Foams in Manual Structural Fire Fighting............ccocoovvinininiinnicnenne 1145-1
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Aerosol Products
30B Code for the Manufacture and Storage of Aerosol Products

Finishing Processes
33 Standard for Spray Application Using Flammable or Combustible Materials
34 Standard for Dipping and Coating Processes Using Flammable or Combustible Liquids

Forest and Rural Fire Protection
1145 Guide for the Use of Class A Foams in Manual Structural Fire Fighting

Garages and Parking Structures
88A Standard for Parking Structures

Handling and Conveying of Dusts, Vapors, and Gases
654 Standard for the Prevention of Fire and Dust Explosions from the Manufacturing, Processing, and
Handling of Combustible Particulate Solids

Hazard and Risk of Contents and Furnishings
556 Guide on Methods for Evaluating Fire Hazard to Occupants of Passenger Road Vehicles

Hazardous Chemicals
40 Standard for the Storage and Handling of Cellulose Nitrate Film

Inspection, Testing, and Maintenance of Water-Based Systems
25 Standard for the Inspection, Testing, and Maintenance of Water-Based Fire Protection Systems

Lightning Protection
780 Standard for the Installation of Lightning Protection Systems

Liquefied Petroleum Gases
58 Liquefied Petroleum Gas Code

Marinas and Boatyards
303 Fire Protection Standard for Marinas and Boatyards

Marine Terminals
307 Standard for the Construction and Fire Protection of Marine Terminals, Piers, and Wharves

National Electrical Code
Electrical Systems Maintenance
73 Electrical Inspection Code for Existing Dwellings

Ovens and Furnaces
86 Standard for Ovens and Furnaces
87 Recommended Practice for Fluid Heaters

Professional Qualifications
Accreditation and Certification to Fire Service Professional Qualifications

1000 Standard for Fire Service Professional Qualifications Accreditation and Certification Systems
Emergency Vehicle Mechanic Technicians Professional Qualifications
1071 Standard for Emergency Vehicle Technician Professional Qualifications

Road Tunnel and Highway Fire Protection
502 Standard for Road Tunnels, Bridges, and Other Limited Access Highways

Shipbuilding, Repair, and Lay-Up
312 Standard for Fire Protection of Vessels During Construction, Conversion, Repair, and Lay-Up

Special Effects
160 Standard for the Use of Flame Effects Before an Audience
1126 Standard for the Use of Pyrotechnics Before a Proximate Audience

Venting Systems for Cooking Appliances
96 Standard for Ventilation Control and Fire Protection of Commercial Cooking Operations
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COMMITTEE MEMBER CLASSIFICATIONS"***

The following classifications apply to Committee members and represent their principal interest in the activity of the

Manufacturer: A representative of a maker or marketer of a product, assembly, or system, or portion thereof,
that is affected by the standard.

User: A representative of an entity that is subject to the provisions of the standard or that voluntarily uses the
standard.

Installer/Maintainer: A representative of an entity that is in the business of installing or maintaining a product,
assembly, or system affected by the standard.

Labor: A labor representative or employee concerned with safety in the workplace.

Applied Research/Testing Laboratory: A representative of an independent testing laboratory or independent
applied research organization that promulgates and/or enforces standards.

Enforcing Authority: A representative of an agency or an organization that promulgates and/or enforces
standards.

Insurance: A representative of an insurance company, broker, agent, bureau, or inspection agency.

Consumer: A person who is or represents the ultimate purchaser of a product, system, or service affected by the
standard, but who is not included in (2).

Special Expert: A person not representing (1) through (8) and who has special expertise in the scope of the
standard or portion thereof.

NOTE 1: “Standard” connotes code, standard, recommended practice, or guide.

NOTE 2: A representative includes an employee.

NOTE 3: While these classifications will be used by the Standards Council to achieve a balance for Technical Committees,
the Standards Council may determine that new classifications of member or unique interests need representation in order to
foster the best possible Committee deliberations on any project. In this connection, the Standards Council may make such
appointments as it deems appropriate in the public interest, such as the classification of “Utilities” in the National Electrical
Code Committee.

NOTE 4: Representatives of subsidiaries of any group are generally considered to have the same classification as the parent
organization.



FORM FOR COMMENT ON NFPA REPORT ON PROPOSALS
2010 ANNUAL REVISION CYCLE
FINAL DATE FOR RECEIPT OF COMMENTS: 5:00 pm EDST, September 4, 2009

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

For further information on the standards-making process, please contact the Codes
and Standards Administration at 617-984-7249 or visit www.nfpa.org/codes. Log #:

For technical assistance, please call NFPA at 1-800-344-3555. Date Rec'd:

Please indicate in which format you wish to receive your ROP/ROC |:| electronic |:| paper |X| download
(Note: If choosing the download option, you must view the ROP/ROC from our website; no copy will be sent to you.)

Date  8/1/200X Name John B. Smith Tel. No. 253-555-1234
Company Email
Street Address 9 Seattle St. City Tacoma State WA Zip 98402

***[f you wish to receive a hard copy, a street address MUST be provided. Deliveries cannot be made to PO boxes.

Please indicate organization represented (if any)  Fire Marshals Assn. of North America

1. (a) NFPA Document Title  National Fire Alarm Code NFPA No. & Year NFPA 72, 200X ed.
(b) Section/Paragraph  4.4.1.1

2. Comment on Proposal No. (from ROP):  72-7

3. Comment Recommends (check one): |:| new text |:| revised text |X| deleted text

4. Comment (include proposed new or revised wording, or identification of wording to be deleted): [Note: Proposed text
should be in legislative format; i.e., use underscore to denote wording to be inserted (inserted wording) and strike-through to denote

wording to be deleted (deleted-wording).]

Delete exception.

5. Statement of Problem and Substantiation for Comment: (Note: State the problem that would be resolved by your
recommendation; give the specific reason for your Comment, including copies of tests, research papers, fire experience, etc. If more
than 200 words, it may be abstracted for publication.)

A properly installed and maintained system should be free of ground faults. The occurrence of one or more ground faults should be
required to cause a ‘trouble’ signal because it indicates a condition that could contribute to future malfunction of the system. Ground
fault protection has been widely available on these systems for years and its cost is negligible. Requiring it on all systems will
promote better installations, maintenance and reliability.

6. Copyright Assignment
@) X I am the author of the text or other material (such as illustrations, graphs) proposed in the Comment.

(b) [] Some or all of the text or other material proposed in this Comment was not authored by me. Its source is as
follows: (please identify which material and provide complete information on its source)

| hereby grant and assign to the NFPA all and full rights in copyright in this Comment and understand that | acquire no rights in any publication of NFPA
in which this Comment in this or another similar or analogous form is used. Except to the extent that | do not have authority to make an assignment in
materials that | have identified in (b) above, | hereby warrant that | am the author of this Comment and that | have full power and authority to enter into
this assignment.

Signature (Required)
PLEASE USE SEPARATE FORM FOR EACH COMMENT

Mail to: Secretary, Standards Council - National Fire Protection Association
1 Batterymarch Park - Quincy, MA 02169-7471 OR
Faxto: (617) 770-3500 OR Email to: proposals comments@nfpa.org

5/27/2009
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FORM FOR COMMENT ON NFPA REPORT ON PROPOSALS
2010 ANNUAL REVISION CYCLE
FINAL DATE FOR RECEIPT OF COMMENTS: 5:00 pm EDST, September 4, 2009

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

For further information on the standards-making process, please contact the Codes
and Standards Administration at 617-984-7249 or visit www.nfpa.org/codes. Log #:

For technical assistance, please call NFPA at 1-800-344-3555. Date Rec'd:

Please indicate in which format you wish to receive your ROP/ROC |:| electronic |:| paper |X| download
(Note: If choosing the download option, you must view the ROP/ROC from our website; no copy will be sent to you.)

Date Name Tel. No.
Company Email
Street Address City State Zip

***[f you wish to receive a hard copy, a street address MUST be provided. Deliveries cannot be made to PO boxes.
Please indicate organization represented (if any)
1. (a) NFPA Document Title NFPA No. & Year

(b) Section/Paragraph

2.  Comment on Proposal No. (from ROP):

3. Comment Recommends (check one): |:| new text |X| revised text |:| deleted text

4. Comment (include proposed new or revised wording, or identification of wording to be deleted): [Note: Proposed text
should be in legislative format; i.e., use underscore to denote wording to be inserted (inserted wording) and strike-through to denote

wording to be deleted (deleted-wording).]

5. Statement of Problem and Substantiation for Comment: (Note: State the problem that would be resolved by your
recommendation; give the specific reason for your Comment, including copies of tests, research papers, fire experience, etc. If more
than 200 words, it may be abstracted for publication.)

6. Copyright Assignment
(@) ] 1 am the author of the text or other material (such as illustrations, graphs) proposed in the Comment.

(b) [] Some or all of the text or other material proposed in this Comment was not authored by me. Its source is as
follows: (please identify which material and provide complete information on its source)

| hereby grant and assign to the NFPA all and full rights in copyright in this Comment and understand that | acquire no rights in any publication of NFPA
in which this Comment in this or another similar or analogous form is used. Except to the extent that | do not have authority to make an assignment in
materials that | have identified in (b) above, | hereby warrant that | am the author of this Comment and that | have full power and authority to enter into
this assignment.

Signature (Required)
PLEASE USE SEPARATE FORM FOR EACH COMMENT
Mail to: Secretary, Standards Council - National Fire Protection Association

1 Batterymarch Park - Quincy, MA 02169-7471 OR
Faxto: (617) 770-3500 OR Email to: proposals_comments@nfpa.org

5/27/2009
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Sequence of Events Leading to Issuance of an NFPA Committee Document
Step 1 Call for Proposals

v Proposed new document or new edition of an existing document is entered into one of two yearly revision
cycles, and a Call for Proposals is published.

Step 2 Report on Proposals (ROP)
v Committee meets to act on Proposals, to develop its own Proposals, and to prepare its Report.

v Committee votes by written ballot on Proposals. If two-thirds approve, Report goes forward. Lacking two-
thirds approval, Report returns to Committee.

v Report on Proposals (ROP) is published for public review and comment.
Step 3 Report on Comments (ROC)
v Committee meets to act on Public Comments to develop its own Comments, and to prepare its report.

v Committee votes by written ballot on Comments. If two-thirds approve, Report goes forward. Lacking two-
thirds approval, Report returns to Committee.

v Report on Comments (ROC) is published for public review.

Step 4 Association Technical Meeting

v “Notices of intent to make a motion” are filed, are reviewed, and valid motions are certified for presentation
at the Association Technical Meeting. (“Consent Documents” that have no certified motions bypass the Association

Technical Meeting and proceed to the Standards Council for issuance.)

v NFPA membership meets each June at the Association Technical Meeting and acts on Technical
Committee Reports (ROP and ROC) for documents with “certified amending motions.”

v Committee(s) vote on any amendments to Report approved at NFPA Annual Membership Meeting.
Step 5 Standards Council Issuance

v Notification of intent to file an appeal to the Standards Council on Association action must be filed within 20
days of the NFPA Annual Membership Meeting.

v Standards Council decides, based on all evidence, whether or not to issue document or to take other
action, including hearing any appeals.



The Association Technical Meeting

The process of public input and review does not end with the publication of the ROP and ROC. Following the
completion of the Proposal and Comment periods, there is yet a further opportunity for debate and discussion through
the Association Technical Meeting that takes place at the NFPA Annual Meeting.

The Association Technical Meeting provides an opportunity for the final Technical Committee Report (i.e., the ROP
and ROC) on each proposed new or revised code or standard to be presented to the NFPA membership for the
debate and consideration of motions to amend the Report. The specific rules for the types of motions that can be
made and who can make them are set forth in NFPA's rules, which should always be consulted by those wishing to
bring an issue before the membership at an Association Technical Meeting. The following presents some of the main
features of how a Report is handled.

The Filing of a Notice of Intent to Make a Motion. Before making an allowable motion at an Association Technical
Meeting, the intended maker of the motion must file, in advance of the session, and within the published deadline, a
Notice of Intent to Make a Motion. A Motions Committee appointed by the Standards Council then reviews all notices
and certifies all amending motions that are proper. The Motions Committee can also, in consultation with the makers
of the motions, clarify the intent of the motions and, in certain circumstances, combine motions that are dependent on
each other together so that they can be made in one single motion. A Motions Committee report is then made
available in advance of the meeting listing all certified motions. Only these Certified Amending Motions, together with
certain allowable Follow-Up Motions (that is, motions that have become necessary as a result of previous successful
amending motions) will be allowed at the Association Technical Meeting.

Consent Documents. Often there are codes and standards up for consideration by the membership that will be
noncontroversial and no proper Notices of Intent to Make a Motion will be filed. These “Consent Documents” will
bypass the Association Technical Meeting and head straight to the Standards Council for issuance. The remaining
documents are then forwarded to the Association Technical Meeting for consideration of the NFPA membership.

What Amending Motions Are Allowed. The Technical Committee Reports contain many Proposals and Comments
that the Technical Committee has rejected or revised in whole or in part. Actions of the Technical Committee
published in the ROP may also eventually be rejected or revised by the Technical Committee during the development
of its ROC. The motions allowed by NFPA rules provide the opportunity to propose amendments to the text of a
proposed code or standard based on these published Proposals, Comments, and Committee actions. Thus, the list of
allowable motions include motions to accept Proposals and Comments in whole or in part as submitted or as modified
by a Technical Committee action. Motions are also available to reject an accepted Comment in whole or part. In
addition, Motions can be made to return an entire Technical Committee Report or a portion of the Report to the
Technical Committee for further study.

The NFPA Annual Meeting, also known as the NFPA Conference & Expo, takes place in June of each year. A second
Fall membership meeting was discontinued in 2004, so the NFPA Technical Committee Report Session now runs
once each year at the Annual Meeting in June.

Who Can Make Amending Motions. NFPA rules also define those authorized to make amending motions. In many
cases, the maker of the motion is limited by NFPA rules to the original submitter of the Proposal or Comment or his or
her duly authorized representative. In other cases, such as a Motion to Reject an accepted Comment, or to Return a
Technical Committee Report or a portion of a Technical Committee Report for Further Study, anyone can make these
motions. For a complete explanation, the NFPA Regs should be consulted.



Action on Motions at the Association Technical Meeting. In order to actually make a Certified Amending Motion at
the Association Technical Meeting, the maker of the motion must sign in at least an hour before the session begins. In
this way a final list of motions can be set in advance of the session. At the session, each proposed document up for
consideration is presented by a motion to adopt the Technical Committee Report on the document. Following each such
motion, the presiding officer in charge of the session opens the floor to motions on the document from the final list of
Certified Amending Motions followed by any permissible Follow-Up Motions. Debate and voting on each motion
proceeds in accordance with NFPA rules. NFPA membership is not required in order to make or speak to a motion, but
voting is limited to NFPA members who have joined at least 180 days prior to the Association Technical Meeting and
have registered for the meeting. At the close of debate on each motion, voting takes place, and the motion requires a
majority vote to carry. In order to amend a Technical Committee Report, successful amending motions must be
confirmed by the responsible Technical Committee, which conducts a written ballot on all successful amending motions
following the meeting and prior to the document being forwarded to the Standards Council for issuance.

Standards Council Issuance

One of the primary responsibilities of the NFPA Standards Council, as the overseer of the NFPA codes and standards
development process, is to act as the official issuer of all NFPA codes and standards. When it convenes to issue NFPA
documents, it also hears any appeals related to the document. Appeals are an important part of assuring that all NFPA
rules have been followed and that due process and fairness have been upheld throughout the codes and standards
development process. The Council considers appeals both in writing and through the conduct of hearings at which all
interested parties can participate. It decides appeals based on the entire record of the process as well as all
submissions on the appeal. After deciding all appeals related to a document before it, the Council, if appropriate,
proceeds to issue the document as an official NFPA code or standard. Subject only to limited review by the NFPA
Board of Directors, the decision of the Standards Council is final, and the new NFPA code or standard becomes
effective twenty days after Standards Council issuance.












Report on Proposals A2010 — Copyright, NFPA

NFPA 96

96-82 Log #CP2
(10.7.1 and 10.7.2)

Final Action: Accept

96-86 Log #95
(10.10.1)

Final Action: Reject

Submitter: Technical Committee on Venting Systems for Cooking Appliances,
Recommendation: Replace the existing Section 10.7.1 and 10.7.2 with the
following:

10.7.1 Where electrical power is required to operate the fixed automatic fire-
extinguishing system, the system shall be provided with a reserve power supply

Submitter: Timothy Krulan, Cintas Fire Protection
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

10.10.1 Portable fire extinguishers shall be installed in kitchen cooking areas
in accordance with NFPA 10 and shall be specifically listed for-sueh-use—and
labeled for use on Class K fires.

and be monitored by a supervisory alarm except as permitted in 10.7.2.

10.7.2 Where fixed automatic fire-extinguishing systems include automatic
mechanical detection and actuation as a backup detection system. electrical
power monitoring and a reserve power supply shall not be required.
Substantiation: The Committee felt that the current text needed clarification
and the Committee proposal addresses other public proposals that were
submitted.

Committee Meeting Action: Accept

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.
Comment on Affirmative:

KLINGENMAIER, W.: I have also a comment on a portion of one more
proposal, 96-82 (Log #CP2). This proposal has been accepted. I am proposing
that the committee consider adding three words to the end of the accepted
wording for 10.7.2., “Where fixed automatic fire-extinguishing systems include
automatic mechanical detection and actuation as a backup detection system,
electrical power monitoring and a reserve power supply shall not be required
for automatic operation.”

Substantiation: This requirement was never meant to be an exception for
manual operation. But it could be interpreted as such.

96-83 Log #128
(10.7.2)

Final Action: Accept in Principle

Submitter: William Klingenmaier, Tyco Suppression Systems
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

10.7.2 System supervision and/or a standby power supply shall not be
required where an automatic fire-extinguishing system(s) includes automatic
mechanical detection and actuation as a backup detection system.
Substantiation: Mechanical detection and actuation does not rely on electrical
power and consequently does not require supervision as stated in the existing
10.7.2. Nor does it require a backup power supply.

Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle

Committee Statement: The Committee addressed this issue in Action on
96-82 (Log #CP2).

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-84 Log #118
(10.7.4)

Final Action: Reject

Submitter: Bernard P. Besal, Besal Services, Inc.
Recommendation: Delete text as follows:

Substantiation: Proposal provides clean up for previous proposal for 10.2.8.
Committee Meeting Action: Reject

Committee Statement: Submitter withdrew the proposal during the ROP
meeting.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-85 Log #17
(10.9.1)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

10.9.1 Where required, complete drawings of the system installation,
including the hood(s), exhaust duct(s), and appliances, along with the interface
of the fire-extinguishing system detectors, piping, nozzles, fuel and electric
power shutoff devices, agent storage container(s), and manual actuation
device(s), shall be submitted to the authority having jurisdiction.
Substantiation: This requirement should also apply to electric power shutoff
devices.

Committee Meeting Action: Accept

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

Substantiation: Revising the text in this section clarifies that Class K fire
extinguishers are required to be installed in kitchen cooking areas.
Committee Meeting Action: Reject

Committee Statement: The Committee believes that NFPA 10 adequately
addresses this.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-87 Log #6
(10.10.2)

Final Action: Accept in Principle

Submitter: Kevin Notz, Missouri Division of Fire Safety
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

10.10.2 Extmgwshers shall use agents that sapomfy upon contact w1th hot
grease such as (sod a e § Y n
and) potassium carbonate (and potassium acetate) solutions (Class K
Extinguishers).
Substantiation: It should complement NFPA 10, 2007, 5.2.5, 5.3, 5.3.2.5, 5.5.4
and 5.5.5.

Note: Supporting material is available for review at NFPA Headquarters.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle

Revise text to read as follows:

10.10.2 Portable Eextlngulshers shall use agents that saponlfy upon contact
with hot grease stich 5 2 2

accordance with NFPA 10 (Class K Extmgulshers)

Committee Statement: The Committee believes that the list of agents is not
appropriate in the Standard. The addition of new text was needed.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-88 Log #21
(10.10.2)

Final Action: Reject

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company
Recommendation: Delete 10.10.2.

Substantiation: Paragraph 10.10.2 is in conflict with 10.10.1 which requires
Class K extinguishers for this application.

Committee Meeting Action: Reject

Committee Statement: The Committee Action/Statement on Proposal 96-87
(Log #6) corrects the conflict cited.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-89 Log #22
(10.10.3)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company

Recommendation: Delete 10.10.3.

Substantiation: Clarification. “Gas type portables” is slang for halogenated
agent and carbon dioxide fire extinguishers. Halogenated agent and carbon
dioxide fire extinguishers shall are not permitted to satisfy the requirements of
10.10.1. Information on this topic could be added to the annex.

Committee Meeting Action: Accept

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-90 Log #23
(10.10.4)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company
Recommendation: Delete 10.10.4.

Substantiation: Recommendations do not belong in the body of an NFPA
standard.

Committee Meeting Action: Accept

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.
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96-91 Log #24
(10.10.5)

Final Action: Reject

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company
Recommendation: Replace 10.10.5 with the following text:

10.10.5 Fire extinguishers shall be installed in the remainder of the kitchen
area in accordance with NFPA 10.
Substantiation: The paragraph should mandate the installation of
extinguishers. The current text only provides installation criteria if they are
installed.
Committee Meeting Action: Reject
Committee Statement: The Committee feels that the present language
adequately addresses the issue. The Committee believes that NFPA 10 also
adequately addresses the issue.
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-92 Log #104
(10.10.6 (New) )

Final Action: Accept in Principle

Submitter: Timothy Krulan, Cintas Fire Protection
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows:

10.10.6 All fire extinguishers in the kitchen area shall be maintained in
accordance with NFPA 10.
Substantiation: Add the requirement to maintain all fire extinguishers in
accordance with NFPA 10
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle

Revise the proposal so the final text will read as follows:

10.10.6 Portable fire extinguishers shall be maintained in accordance with
NEPA 10.
Committee Statement: The Committee clarified that all portable fire
extinguishers are required to be maintained in accordance with NFPA 10.
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-93 Log #78
(Chapter 11)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Joshua Elvove, U.S. General Services Administration
Recommendation: Revise Chapter title to:

Chapter 11 Procedures for the Use, Inspection, Testing and Maintenance of
Equipment
Substantiation: Proposed title change more accurately reflects the contents of
this chapter (i.e., the chapter lists inspection and testing procedures in addition
to use and maintenance procedures).
Committee Meeting Action: Accept
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

CARAWAY, JR., L.: Redundant - covered in prior issues of NFPA 96.

DEMERS, D.: Revise 11.1.6 as follows:

11.1.6 Cooking equipment shall not be operated while its fire-extinguishing
system or exhaust system is non-operational or otherwise impaired.

Add anew 11.1.6.1 as follows:

11.1.6.1 Where the fire-extinguishing system or exhaust system is non-
operational or impaired, the systems shall be tagged as noncompliant, the
owner or owner’s representative responsible for the system and the authority
having jurisdiction shall be notified of the impairment.

REASON: I concur that the non-operational or impaired system shall be
tagged as non-compliant and the owner or owner’s representative for the
system notified. I disagree as to the AHJ notification. This could be the local
fire or building official, state fire marshal, insurance broker, insurance carrier,
public health department, school department, etc.

KOHOUT, F.: I vote negative, as I feel the wording of this proposal would
give the service technician power and authority that should instead belong to
the AHJ.

LEICHT, R.: This Proposal should have been Rejected!

The language added as a new section 11.1.6.1 is not necessary. 11.1.6 already
states that the cooking equipment shall not be operated. If that is being adhered
to, no one has to be notified and no tags have to be provided. I would fear that
a servicing vendor tagging equipment and notifying others would appear as a
means of being an enforcement arm for the vendor and I would fear that
servicing vendor conducting these additional functions could appear to be a
means of the vendor forcing, or a least securing, additional service work.
Difterent AHJ deal with this matter in different ways. It should not be this
Standard that dictates how an impairment is to be dealt with. Most AHJ’s have
their own particular process in place as to how vendors should deal with these
matters and they have that authority in their jurisdictions. Additionally, there is
typically numerous AHJ’s involved. Does the vendor have to track down the
tenant’s insurance carrier, the building owner, the building owner’s insurance
carrier, OSHA, the local Board of Health, as well as the fire official.

By the Standard dictating how to deal with a system deficiency, circumvents
the authority of the AHJ who may deal with it in a completely different
manner. As long as the cooking equipment is not operating (as required
currently by the Standard), there is no need for additional regulation.

96-05 Log #108
(11.1.8)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Timothy Krulan, Cintas Fire Protection
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

11.1.8 Inspection and maintenance of equipment-attowed-in-93-+“Other
Equipment” as allowed in section 9.3 shall be conducted by properly trained
and qualified persons at a frequency determined by the manufacturer’s
instructions or equipment listing.

Substantiation: Clarify the reference by expanding the reference to all other
equipment as allowed in section 9.3

Committee Meeting Action: Accept

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-94 Log #52
(11.1.6)

Final Action: Accept in Principle

96-96 Log #96
(11.2)

Final Action: Accept in Principle

Submitter: David A. de Vries, Firetech Engineering Inc.
Recommendation: Revise text as follows:

11.1.6 Cooking equipment shall not be operated while its fire-extinguishing
system or exhaust system is non-operational or otherwise impaired, or has been
tagged as noncompliant.

Substantiation: NFPA 17A now has a provision requiring a wet chemical
system with defective components that could cause a failure of the system to be
“tagged noncompliant”. By its nature, such a system should be considered
impaired and cooking should cease until the extinguishing system is repaired.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle

Revise 11.1.6 as follows:

11.1.6 Cooking equipment shall not be operated while its fire-extinguishing
system or exhaust system is non-operational or etherwise impaired.

Add anew 11.1.6.1 as follows:

11.1.6.1 Where the fire-extinguishing system or exhaust system is non-
operational or impaired, the systems shall be tagged as noncompliant, and the
owner or owner’s representative responsible for the system and the authority

Submitter: Timothy Krulan, Cintas Fire Protection
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

11.2 Inspection and Maintenance of Fire Extinguishing Systems
Substantiation: Inserting the words “and Maintenance” separate the two
different functions of monthly inspection and semi-annual maintenance.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle

Revise text to read as follows:

11.2 Inspection, Testing, and Maintenance of Fire Extinguishing Systems
Committee Statement: See Committee Action/Statement on Proposal 96-101
(Log #51). Testing should also be in the title.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-97 Log #93
(11.2.1)

Final Action: Reject

having jurisdiction shall be notified of the impairment.

Committee Statement: Meets the intent of the submitter and adds additional
clarification.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 15 Negative: 5

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.
Explanation of Negative:

BESAL, B.: The existing wording in the Standard was adequate. Added text
is restrictive to authorities having jurisdiction in that deviation of existing
processes for problem reporting now becomes a requirement.

Tagging of equipment and systems as non-compliant and mandatory reporting
could misconstrue the service entity as an authority having jurisdiction.

Submitter: Timothy Krulan, Cintas Fire Protection
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows:
11.2.1 Owners Inspection.

11.2.1.1 On a monthly basis, inspection shall be conducted in accordance
with NFPA 17A and the manufacturer’s listed installation and maintenance
manual or the owner’s manual.

11.2.1.2 At a minimum, this inspection shall include verification of the
following:

(1) The extinguishing system is in its proper location.

(2) The manual actuators are unobstructed.

(3) The tamper indicators and seals are intact.

(4) The maintenance tag or certificate is in place.
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(5) No obvious physical damage or condition exists that might prevent
operation.

(6) The pressure gauge(s), if provided, shall be inspected physically or
electronically to ensure it is in the
operable range.

7) The nozzle blow-off caps. where provided, are intact and undamaged.

(8) Neither the protected equipment nor the hazard has not been replaced,
modified. or relocated.
Substantiation: Inserting this section 1) differentiates between Inspection and
Maintenance and 2) requires the owner of the fire extinguishing system to
perform a monthly inspection of the equipment per NFPA 17A or the listed
maintenance and installation manual for the fire system.

Move all other 11.2 sections down by one number.
Committee Meeting Action: Reject
Committee Statement: The Committee believes that although it is important
to have specific instructions it is not appropriate to be itemized in the Standard.
The Committee feels that the owners manual would be a good place for the
reference.
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-98 Log #94
(11.2.1)

Final Action: Reject

those that operate without seasonal breaks. It is generally accepted that the
frequency of maintenance for extinguishing systems should be every 6 months
under normal operating conditions. It then follows that cooking operations that
operate no more than 6 months per year do not need the same level of
maintenance as year-around operations. The proposed new section addresses
this issue and is similar in intent to that of the existing provision for inspection
for grease buildup found in Table 11.4 that permits annual inspection in low
volume cooking operations.

The annex note is intended as a reminder that water-based and wet chemical
based systems, and Class K extinguishers have limits to low temperature
exposure. Limited service by a trained, qualified, and certified person may be
necessary to remove the agent tank(s) to a location that is adequately heated, or
to protect water-based systems.

Committee Meeting Action: Reject

Committee Statement: The Committee believes that the 6 month service of
fire extinguishing system is too important of an issue to waive and the AHJ still
has the authority to enforce in their respective jurisdiction.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 19 Negative: 1

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.
Explanation of Negative:

DEMERS, D.: REASON: There should be some provision for seasonal
operations such as summer camps and the need to protect wet systems or
equipment from freezing.

Submitter: Timothy Krulan, Cintas Fire Protection
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows:
11.2.1 Inspection and maintenance of the fire extinguishing system shall be

96-101 Log #51
(11.2.2 and A.11.2.2)

Final Action: Accept in Principle

the ultimate responsibility of the owner of the system, provided that this
responsibility has not been transferred in written form to a management
company or other party.

Substantiation: Insert new paragraph at 11.2.1 and move all remaining 11.2
paragraphs down by one.

Although this language reiterates the requirement of NFPA 96 sec. 4.1.5,
placing it here in the Inspection of Fire-Extinguishing Systems section of
Chapter 11 makes it clearer that the owner of the fire extinguishing systems is
ultimately responsible for inspection and maintenance of the fire extinguishing
systems.

Committee Meeting Action: Reject

Committee Statement: The Committee believes that this requirement is
adequately addressed in Section 4.1.5.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-99 Log #119
(11.2.1)

Final Action: Reject

Submitter: Bernard P. Besal, Besal Services, Inc.
Recommendation: Delete text as follows:
11.2.1* Maintenance of the fire-extinguishing systems and-isted-exhatst-

a

exhaust-duets shall be made by properly trained, qualified, and certifie
person(s) acceptable to the authority having jurisdiction at least every 6
months.

Substantiation: Proposal aligns with previous proposal concerning 10.2.8.
Committee Meeting Action: Reject

Committee Statement: The submitter withdrew his proposal during the ROP
meeting.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-100 Log #39
(11.2.2 and A.11.2.2)

Final Action: Reject

Submitter: David A. de Vries, Firetech Engineering Inc.
Recommendation: Add new text as follows:
11.2.2* Where the cooking operation is seasonal and operates 6 months per

year or less. the frequency of maintenance shall be permitted to be reduced to
at least annually, provided that the maintenance is conducted within 30 days

Submitter: David A. de Vries, Firetech Engineering Inc.
Recommendation: Revise text as follows:

11.2.2* All actuation and control components, including remote manual pull
stations, mechanical and electrical devices, detectors, and actuators, shall be
cheeked tested for proper operation during the inspection in-accordance-with-

A.11.2.2 1t is not intended that actual discharge of agent occur to test all
components, but where pressure from the discharging agent or from
compressed gas actuators is needed to activate control components, an alternate
means for testing those components should be provided and used.
Substantiation: All mechanical and electrical components need to be
physically tested periodically to ensure that they remain operational. Generally,
all such components will be tested during the semi-annual inspection, though
the last component that physically releases the extinguishing agent need not be
tested except during the inspection of the agent and tank as required by the
applicable equipment standard. Where control components, such as gas or
electric fuel shut-off devices, depend on release of the extinguishing agent or
compressed gas for pressurizing a switch or similar component, alternate
means for testing those components must be provided and followed. Because
of the often critical nature of fuel shut-off for successful fire extinguishment,
this should be required by NFPA 96 whether addressed specifically by the
manufacturer’s instructions or not. The reference to the manufacturer’s
procedures is redundant and is adequately addressed in Section 11.2.3, which
requires following the manufacturer’s maintenance manuals and bulletins.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle

Revise text in the proposal as follows:

11.2.2* All actuation and control components, including remote manual pull
stations, mechanical and electrical devices, detectors, and actuators, shall be
cheeked tested for proper operation during the inspection in accordance with
the manufacturer’s tisted procedures.

A.11.2.2 1t is not intended that actual discharge of agent occur to test all
components, but where pressure from the discharging agent or from
compressed gas actuators is needed to activate control components, an alternate
means for testing those components should be provided and used.

Committee Statement: The Committee believes that the manufacturer’s
procedures should be included in the language. In addition manufacturer’s
procedures are not listed.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-102 Log #CP3
(11.2.3)

Final Action: Accept

prior to the beginning of the operating season.

(renumber remaining sections accordingly)

A.11.2.2 While the frequency of maintenance may be appropriately reduced
based on seasonal operation of cooking facilities, caution is required for the
protection of wet chemical fixed and portable fire protection equipment against
damage due to freezing. Facilities that do not operate during the winter months
in locations where freezing temperatures are encountered must maintain
adequate heat in accordance with the equipment manufacturer’s instructions, or
the wet chemical tanks need to be removed to a heated location. Similarly,
fixed water-based fire protection systems, such as water wash systems in hoods
and sprinkler systems, require adequate heat.

Substantiation: Summer camps, ski lodges and similar facilities that do not
conduct cooking operations year-round do not present the same risk of fire as

Submitter: Technical Committee on Venting Systems for Cooking Appliances,
Recommendation: Revise 11.2.3 as follows:

11.2.3 The specific inspection and maintenance requirements of the
extinguishing system standards as well as the applicable tsted installation and
maintenance manuals for the listed system and service bulletins shall be
followed.

Substantiation: There are no listed installation manuals.

Committee Meeting Action: Accept

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.
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96-103 Log #25
(11.2.4)

Final Action: Accept in Principle

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company
Recommendation: Replace 11.2.4 with the following text:

11.2.4* Fusible links of the metal alloy type and automatic sprinklers shall be
replaced at least semiannually except as permitted by 11.2.6 and 11.2.7.
Substantiation: Currently, the existing 11.2.7 is in conflict with 11.2.4.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle

Replace 11.2.4 with the following text:
11.2.4* Fusible links of the metal alloy type and automatic sprinklers of the

A.11.2.6 Fixed temperature-sensing elements other than the fusible metal
alloy type should be permitted to remain continuously in service, provided they
are inspected and cleaned or replaced if necessary in accordance with the
manufacturer’s instructions every 12 months or more frequently to ensure
proper operation of the system. Where no buildup of grease or other material is
evident or the devices can be adequately cleaned, annual replacement is not
necessary.

Committee Statement: Editorial corrections.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

metal alloy type shall be replaced at least semiannually except as permitted by
11.2.6 and 11.2.7.

Keep the annex material associated with the current 11.2.4.
Committee Statement: Agreed with the submitter and clarified that the
sprinklers mentioned in the proposal are referring to sprinklers with metal alloy
type fusible links.
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-104 Log #79
(11.2.4)

Final Action: Reject

Submitter: Joshua Elvove, U.S. General Services Administration
Recommendation: Revise text as follows:

11.2.4* Fusible links and automatic sprinkler heads shall be replaced at least
semiannually or more frequently if necessary where required by the
manufacturer, unless located in systems not subject to contaminant loading.
Substantiation: To coordinate with the existing annex note which correctly
states that fusible metal alloy sensing elements need to be replaced when
“installed in environments that subject them to contaminant loading...that could
adversely affect their proper operation.” Therefore, it should be safe to say that
fusible metal alloy sensing elements don’t need to be replaced if located where
NOT subject to contaminant loading such as low-volume cooking operations,
such as churches, day camps, seasonal businesses, or senior centers (permitted
to be inspected for grease building up annually per Table 11.4). If grease build-
up inspections can be conducted annually, there’s no need to replace fusible
metal alloy sensing elements more often.

Committee Meeting Action: Reject

Committee Statement: The Committee believes that there are other reasons to
necessitate replacement such as thermal stress and mechanical stress.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-105 Log #110
(11.2.5)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Bernard P. Besal, Besal Services, Inc.
Recommendation: Add new sentence to text as follows:
11.2.5 The year of manufacture and the date of installation of the fusible links
shall be marked on the system inspection tag.
The tag shall be signed or initialed by the installer. The fusible links shall be
destroyed when removed.
Substantiation: Proposal provides alignment with the requirements and
wording of NFPA 17A, 7.3.4, 2009 edition.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-106 Log #26
(11.2.6 and A.11.2.6)

Final Action: Accept

96-107 Log #27
(11.2.7)

Final Action: Accept in Principle

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

+H-2-7 11.2.6.1 Where automatic bulb-type sprinklers or spray nozzles are-
the-sprinkler-orspraynozzles; and fusible links other than the metal alloy type
are cleaned of grease and other foreign materials, annual replacement shall not
be required.

Renumber existing paragraphs accordingly.

Substantiation: Fusible links other than the metal alloy type should be added
to this paragraph. Where these devices can be cleaned and no evidence of
deterioration is evident that would affect their operation, they should be
allowed to remain in service.

Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle

Replace current 11.2.7 with the following:

11.2.7 Where automatic bulb-type sprinklers or spray nozzles are cleaned
semi-annually of grease and other foreign materials, replacement shall not be
required.

Committee Statement: Meets the intent of the submitter and provides clarity.
The Committee believes that this requirement should be located in Section
11.2.7.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 17 Negative: 3

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.
Explanation of Negative:

BESAL, B.: In many instances semi-annual cleaning may not be sufficient;
therefore, frequency does not belong in this section.

A better choice of words would be “Where spray nozzles and bulb-type
automatic sprinklers are clean of grease and foreign materials, replacement
shall not be required”.

CARAWAY, JR., L.: Should read: When spray nozzles and bulb type
automatic sprinkler heads (listed for this type of application) are properly
cleaned of grease and other foreign materials, replacement shall not be
required.

LEICHT, R.: Although I believe that the original proposal has merit and it
could have been Accepted in Principle, the wording that was crafted makes it
unacceptable. The following items need to be revised:

* The words “automatic bulb-type sprinklers” should be “bulb-type
automatic sprinklers .

« Since “bulb-type” modifies only the automatic sprinklers and not the spray
nozzles, the order of those two items should be reversed, i.e. “Where spray
nozzles and bulb-type automatic sprinklers ....”

« It doesn’t matter when these items were cleaned of grease and foreign
materials, as long as they are clean of grease and foreign materials. The
sentence does not need the word “semi-annually” and therefore should read,
“Where spray nozzles and bulb-type automatic sprinklers are clean of
grease and foreign materials, replacement shall not be required.”

96-108 Log #120
(11.2.7)

Final Action: Accept in Principle

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

11.2.6 Detection devices that are bulb-type automatic sprinklers and fusible
links other than the metal alloy type and shall be examined and cleaned or
replaced annually.

(NEW)

A.11.2.6 Fixed temperature-sensing elements other than the fusible metal
alloy type should be permitted to remain continuously in service, provided they
are inspected and cleaned or replaced if necessary in accordance with the
manufacturer’s instructions every 12 months or more frequently to ensure
proper operation of the system. Where no buildup of grease or other material is
evident or the devices can be adequately cleaned, annual replacement is not
necessary.

Substantiation: Recommendations do not belong in the body of an NFPA
standard. The proposed text correlates with NFPA 17A.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept

Revise text to read as follows:

11.2.6* Detection devices that are bulb-type automatic sprinklers and fusible
links other than the metal alloy type and-shall be examined and cleaned or
replaced annually.

(NEW)

Submitter: Bernard P. Besal, Besal Services, Inc.
Recommendation: Revise text as follows:

11.2.7 Where automatic bulb-type sprinklers or spray nozzles are used and
semi-annual examination shows no buildup of grease or other material on the
sprinkler or spray nozzles, semi-annual replacement shall not be required.
Substantiation: Proposal allows alignment with existing wording in 11.2.4.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle
Committee Statement: This issue has been addressed by Committee Action/
Statement on Proposal 96-107 (Log #27).

Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-109 Log #49
(11.2.8)

Final Action: Reject

Submitter: David A. de Vries, Firetech Engineering Inc.
Recommendation: Add new text as follows:

11.2.8 When a fire extinguishing system service company is retained to
perform inspection, testing and maintenance and after completion of the work,
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the service company shall provide the owner of the system with a written
report confirming the results of the inspection, testing and maintenance.

11.2.8.1 Any deficiencies in the extinguishing system and its appurtenances
that could impair or prevent proper operation of the system or that are non-
compliant with this standard and the applicable extinguishing system standard
shall be specified in the written report.

11.2.8.2 When the service company determines by inspection, testing and
maintenance that the extinguishing system is non-operational or otherwise
substantially impaired, the system shall be tagged as non-compliant and the
service company shall notify the owner of the system in writing of the non-
compliant condition and that cooking operations should cease until the system
has been repaired or replaced.

11.2.8.3 When the service company determines by inspection, testing and
maintenance that the extinguishing system and its appurtenances is operational
and in substantial compliance with this standard and the applicable
extinguishing system standard, the service company shall tag the control
equipment for the extinguishing system indicating the date of the service work,
the type of service work, the name and contact information for the service
company and the name of the trained, qualified and certified person conducting
the service work.
_(renumber remaining sections accordingly)
Substantiation: Although NFPA 17A specifies similar requirements for the
written reports, tagging and notification, there are several other types of fire
extinguishing systems that are installed for the protection of commercial
cooking operations that do not have the same level of detailed requirements.
The proposed text levels the playing field and all service companies inspecting,
testing and maintaining fire extinguishing systems for commercial cooking
operations will have met the same basic requirements. Requiring a written
report that details the service work and identifies the deficiencies to the owner
protects the service company from future claims of failure to warn of the
deficiencies and places the owner on notice of a need to correct those
deficiencies. Conversely, tagging an extinguishing system serves as notice that
the service company found the system to be operational and in substantial
compliance with appropriate standards. The proposed text addresses these
issues.
Committee Meeting Action: Reject
Committee Statement: A detailed procedure is appreciated, however it could
be burdensome to some AHJs and how they enforce the Standard. The
Committee also believes that enforcement administration is outside the scope
of the Standard.
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-110 Log #76
(11.3.2)

Final Action: Reject

Submitter: Joshua Elvove, U.S. General Services Administration
Recommendation: Revise text as follows:

11.3.2* Replacement of Fusible Links.

11.3.2.1 Fusible links on fire damper assemblies shall be replaced at least
semiannually or more frequently as necessary unless located in systems not
subject to contaminant loading.

Add the following new annex note:

A.11.3.2 The date of manufacture marked on fusible links does not limit when
they can be used. These devices have unlimited shelf life. The intent of 11.3.2
is to require semiannual replacement of fusible links that have been installed in
environments that subject them to containment loading, such as grease in
restaurant hoods and ducts, that could adversely affect their proper operation.
Substantiation: To ensure requirements for fire damper fusible links are in
concert with similar requirements for fusible metal alloy sensing elements
serving kitchen fire extinguishing systems. Fire damper fusible links should not
have to be replaced every 6 months if located where not subject to contaminant
loading such as as low-volume cooking operations, such as churches, day
camps, seasonal businesses, or senior centers (permitted to be inspected for
grease building up annually per Table 11.4). If grease build-up inspections can
be conducted annually, there’s no need to replace fusible links more often.
Committee Meeting Action: Reject
Committee Statement: The Committee believes that there are other reasons to
necessitate replacement such as thermal stress and mechanical stress.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-111 Log #54
(11.3.2.2)

Final Action: Reject

Submitter: David A. de Vries, Firetech Engineering Inc.
Recommendation: Add new text as follows:

11.3.2.2 Fusible links on fire damper assemblies in supply air ducts shall be
inspected every two years and shall be replaced when loaded, damaged or
corroded.
(Renumber remaining sections accordingly)
Substantiation: Fusible links in make-up air ducts are not subjected to the
same exposure as links within the exhaust stream of a hood, plenum or exhaust

duct; consequently there is no technical basis for subjecting them to semi-
annual or more frequent replacement. With exposure only to outside air, or
outside air conditioned for inside use, the fusible links have essentially
identical exposure to that of links in fire dampers in typical HVAC systems.
NFPA 90A addresses fire dampers in those systems and recommends inspection
of dampers every 2 years. NFPA 90A refers to NFPA 80 regarding testing,
which is mandated every 4 years. Neither of those two standards mandates a
replacement schedule for fusible links.

Fusible links are also commonly used in fire door installations as addressed
by NFPA 80. Fire door assemblies are required to be inspected annually and
fusible links are to be replaced if painted, loaded with debris or damaged.
There is no mandatory replacement schedule for fusible links on fire doors.

Many models of automatic sprinklers also use fusible links and NFPA 25
requires annual inspection of sprinklers from the floor level. Sprinklers that are
loaded with debris, corroded, painted or damaged must be replaced, but
sprinklers do not automatically require replacement until 75 years old.

The proposed text provides for greater consistency with other NFPA standards
that address use of fusible links. The proposed two year inspection frequency is
specifically consistent with the inspection recommendation frequency for fire
dampers, including fusible links, in HVAC system and is more frequent than
the 4 year inspection cycle mandated by NFPA 80 for fire dampers.
Committee Meeting Action: Reject
Committee Statement: The Committee believes that the current frequency is
appropriate considering the fusible links can be subjected to high-temperatures
from the cooking appliances.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-112 Log #10
(11.4)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Russell Clark, Certified Hood & Duct Cleaner’s Association
Recommendation: Revise text as follows:

11.4 Inspection for Grease Buildup. The entire exhaust system shall be
inspected for grease buildup by a properly trained, qualified, and certified
eompany-or person (s) acceptable to the authority having jurisdiction and in
accordance with Table 11.4.

Substantiation: The person doing the cleaning needs to be the one that is
properly trained, qualified and certified. For consistency of NFPA standards,
such as listed in 11.1.8 and throughout the fire suppressant industry, the person
actually doing the cleaning needs to be the certified person.

Sectioin 11.5 requires a “certified person” and not company.

In the state of Nevada, they have clear regulations that require that the person
doing the cleaning is the certified person.

Because of the way the current 11.4 is worded, large companies “get
certified” and wave a magic wand over all of their new hires, and magically
they are certified to clean kitchen grease exhaust systems. Now you have an
entire workforce that is not certified. This needs clarification for enforcement.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 18 Negative: 2
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.
Explanation of Negative:

BESAL, B.: Several jurisdictions exist today where authorities establish
requirements for companies that inspect and clean kitchen exhaust systems in
their areas. Requiring only individuals to be certified for inspection of kitchen
exhaust systems will create a hardship on those authorities insofar as they will
have insufficient resources to provide enforcement of certifications for
individuals as required by this proposal.

REISMAN, M.: I believe it is a burden to a business and the fire inspectors
to expect every person of a kitchen exhaust cleaning company to be certified.
The standard previously read, at least one person representing the company
must be certified.

Just because not every person in the company is certified does not mean the
employee(s) have not been trained and qualified. Who is ultimately responsible
if work is not performed in accordance with NFPA 96 or other municipal codes
/ standards?

The company is ultimately responsible for the outcome of any service.

It is my opinion that the real issue pertaining to certification does not stem
from companies who have at least one trained, qualified, and certified
representative but those companies who have no trained, qualified, or certified
representative(s).

NFPA 96 is setting a minimum standard to follow. Some jurisdiction demand
permits to perform kitchen exhaust cleaning. Should we state within NFPA 96
that all kitchen exhaust cleanings require permits? Who will issue, track, and
set the criteria for the permits? The questions can be asked in the same manner
regarding who will issue, track, and set the criteria for certification at the local
or state level?

Boston and New York City are examples of jurisdiction, which have utilized
the minimum standard and expanded upon it.

Local or state officials should be allowed the latitude to make their own
decisions without creating the additional burden through NFPA 96.
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96-113 Log #CP4
(1L.5)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Technical Committee on Venting Systems for Cooking Appliances,
Recommendation: Revise 11.5 as follows:

11.5 Inspection, Testing, and Maintenance of Listed Hoods Containing
Mechanical, Water Spray, or Ultraviolet Devices.

Listed hoods containing mechanical or fire-actuated dampers, internal
washing components, or other mechanically operated devices shall be inspected
and tested by properly trained,-and qualified, and certified persons every 6
months or at frequencies recommended by the manufacturer in accordance with
their listings.

Substantiation: Testing should be in the title of the Section. In addition the
committee believes that inspection, testing, and maintenance of these systems
should be conducted by certified personnel.

Committee Meeting Action: Accept

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-114 Log #11
(11.6.1)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Russell Clark, Rep. Certified Hood & Duct Cleaners Association
Recommendation: Revise text as follows:

11.6.1 Upon inspection, if the exhaust system is found to be contaminated
with deposits from grease-laden vapors, the contaminated portions of the
exhaust system shall be cleaned by a properly trained, qualified, and certified
eompany-ot person (s) acceptable to the authority having jurisdiction.
Substantiation: The person doing the cleaning needs to be the one that is
properly trained, qualified and certified. For consistency of NFPA standards,
such as listed in 11.1.8 and throughout the fire suppressant industry, the person
actually doing the cleaning needs to be the certified person.

Section 11.2.1 requires a “certified person” NOT company.

In the state of Nevada, they have clear regulations that the person actually
doing the cleaning is the certified person.

Because of the way the current 11.6.1 is worded, large companies “get
certified” and wave a magic wand over all of their new hires, and magically
they are certified to clean kitchen grease exhaust systems. Now you have an
entire work force that is not certified. This needs clarification for enforcement.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 18 Negative: 2
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.
Explanation of Negative:

BESAL, B.: Several jurisdictions exist today where authorities establish
requirements for companies that inspect and clean kitchen exhaust systems in
their areas. Requiring only individuals to be certified for cleaning of kitchen
exhaust systems will create a hardship on those authorities insofar as they will
have insufficient resources to provide enforcement of certifications for
individuals as required by this proposal.

REISMAN, M.: I believe it is a burden to a business and the fire inspectors
to expect every person of a kitchen exhaust cleaning company to be certified.
The standard previously read, at least one person representing the company
must be certified.

Just because not every person in the company is certified does not mean the
employee(s) have not been trained and qualified. Who is ultimately responsible
if work is not performed in accordance with NFPA 96 or other municipal codes
/ standards?

The company is ultimately responsible for the outcome of any service.

It is my opinion that the real issue pertaining to certification does not stem
from companies who have at least one trained, qualified, and certified
representative but those companies who have no trained, qualified, or certified
representative(s).

NFPA 96 is setting a minimum standard to follow. Some jurisdiction demand
permits to perform kitchen exhaust cleaning. Should we state within NFPA 96
that all kitchen exhaust cleanings require permits? Who will issue, track, and
set the criteria for the permits? The questions can be asked in the same manner
regarding who will issue, track, and set the criteria for certification at the local
or state level?

Boston and New York City are examples of jurisdiction, which have utilized
the minimum standard and expanded upon it.

Local or state officials should be allowed the latitude to make their own
decisions without creating the additional burden through NFPA 96.

96-115 Log #28
(11.6.4)

Final Action: Reject

Note: This proposal is reported as “Reject” as it did not receive the 2/3
affirmative vote.

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company
Recommendation: Delete 11.6.4.

Substantiation: Paragraph 11.6.1 only requires cleaning by trained and
qualified persons. Paragraph 11.6.5 allows the extinguishing system to be

rendered inoperable during cleaning by these people. Paragraph 11.6.4 can’t
then prohibit rendering the extinguishing system inoperable during the cleaning
process.

Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle

Do not delete 11.6.4 and revise 11.6.5 as follows:

11.6.4 Components of the fire suppresston extinguishing system shall not be
rendered inoperable during the cleaning process except as permitted by 11.6.5.

11.6.5 Fire-extinguishing systems shall be permitted to be rendered inoperable
during the cleaning process where-servieed when performed by properly
trained, and qualified, and certified persons responsible for the fire-
extinguishing system.

Committee Statement: This meets the submitter’s intent. In addition this
clarifies Sections that were causing confusion.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 13 Negative: 7

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.
Explanation of Negative:

ACKLAND, P.: To accept this proposal regarding “only suppression service
providers can clean exhaust systems” is a restriction of trade at the very least.
Properly trained exhaust cleaners are perfectly capable to work around
suppression systems. 11.6.5 should be removed.

BESAL, B.: The existing wording in the Standard was adequate. Clarification
as to whom is responsible for the fire extinguishing system, and the
requirements of the service entity is not required to be again identified in this
section of the Standard.

CARAWAY, JR., L.: During previous standard revisions this subject was
discussed at length and the consensus reached was: Even during cleaning
operations an inherent fire hazard still exists and that the system shall remain
operable. There are exhaust systems that are professionally cleaned as often as
every two weeks and this would bring an unnecessary financial burden upon
the operator.

DEMERS, D.: REASON: It is not reasonable to require a fire extinguishing
system technician to be present during cleaning operations.

LAUDUN, J.: If cleaning crew is qualified, they should be allowed to disable
the system.

LEICHT, R.: The Committee “Accepted this proposal in Principle”, but the
Principle was that the current language was confusing and contradictory. In the
Committee Action, the rewrite of the new language didn’t make the section of
the Standard any less confusing and contradictory. Additionally, the new
language created a requirement that was a subject of discussion during past
cycles of the Standard and was duly rejected then. That is, not only is the
cleaning process required to be done by a trained and qualified person, but
now, an additional person, trained and qualified in all the aspects of the
extinguishing system, would have to be present during the cleaning should the
extinguishing system have to be temporarily placed out of service to prevent
inadvertent actuation during the process.

If the cleaning vendor is truly “trained and qualified”, he/they would be more
than capable of knowing how to properly neutralize the extinguishing system
and how to verify that the system is restored. Additionally, for the Standard to
specifically direct who can and can’t deactivate a system, even when they are
trained and qualified, could be considered a restraint of trade.

RAY, S.: Proposed change reduces level of safety. Local AHJ can deem what
is appropriate.

96-116 Log #50
(11.6.14)

Final Action: Reject

Submitter: David A. de Vries, Firetech Engineering Inc.
Recommendation: Revise text as follows:

11.6.14 After cleaning or inspection is completed, the exhaust cleaning
company and the person performing the work at the location shall provide the
owner of the system with a written report that confirms the services provided
recommends a frequency of cleaning based on the amount of grease buildup
since last cleaning, specifies areas that were inaccessible or were not cleaned
and identifies other deficiencies in the exhaust system, such as improperly
constructed. sealed or leaking joints, that compromise the safety of the exhaust
system.

Substantiation: The exhaust cleaning company is in a position to advise the
owner of inadequacies in the exhaust system that are found during the course
of inspection and/or cleaning of the system. Among the common problems
found with systems are inadequate frequency of cleaning, inaccessible areas
that cannot be cleaned and improperly installed exhaust systems that are
leaking grease to the exterior of the system, all of which can and should be
identified during the ordinary course of cleaning and inspecting systems.
Requiring a written report protects the contractor from future claims of failure
to warn of the deficiencies and places the owner on notice of a need to correct
those deficiencies. The revised text addresses these issues.

Committee Meeting Action: Reject

Committee Statement: The Committee does not wish to require the cleaning
contractor to make broad mechanical judgments. Amount of grease-buildup
since last cleaning may not be known. They may not know deficiencies that
compromise the exhaust system.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.
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96-117 Log #68
(13.2.4)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Bob Eugene, Underwriters Laboratories Inc.
Recommendation: Revise text as follows:
13.2.4 Recirculating systems shall be listed with a testing laboratory in
accordance with ANSI/UL 710B or equivalent.
Substantiation: The ANSI designation should be added to UL 710B to reflect
the ANSI approval of the referenced standard.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-118 Log #129
(13.2.4.2)

Final Action: Accept in Principle

Submitter: William Klingenmaier, Tyco Suppression Systems
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

13.2.4.2 Cooking appliances that require protection and that are under a
recirculating hood shall be protected by either the integral fire protection
system in accordance with UL710B, or a system in accordance with Chapter
10.
Substantiation: When a recirculating hood/appliance combination is tested for
fire protection, both are required to be listed with an integral fire protection
system in accordance with UL710B.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle

Revise text to read as follows:

13.2.4.2 Cooking appliances that require protection and that are under a
recirculating hood shall be protected by either the integral fire protection
system in accordance with ANSI/UL710B, or a system in accordance with
Chapter 10.
Committee Statement: Added ANSI designation.
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-119 Log #81
(14.3.4)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Doc Reisman, Facilitec-Central
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

14.3.4 Cooking processes, including but not limited to those that use any
solid fuel for cooking enhancement or smoke flavoring, shall comply with
14.3.3 and 14.8.

Substantiation: Restaurant managers and owners do not believe wood assisted
cooking is a hazard because gas is the primary source of heat. Restaurants also
believe the volume of solid fuel used during the “Flavoring” process is
insignificant.

Committee Meeting Action: Accept

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J

96-120 Log #29
(14.7.6)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

14.7.6 Fire-extinguishing equipment shall be rated and designed to extinguish
solid fuel cooking fires;in-aceordanee-with-the-manufacturer’s-
recommendations.

Substantiation: Recommendations do not belong in the body of an NFPA
standard.

Committee Meeting Action: Accept

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-121 Log #53
(14.7.7)

Final Action: Reject

Submitter: David A. de Vries, Firetech Engineering Inc.
Recommendation: Revise text as follows:

14.7.7 Where the exhaust system includes not more than one elbow or change
in direction the listed fire-extinguishing system shall include at least one fire
detector centrally positioned within the exhaust duct cross-section upstream of,
and as close as practical to, the exhaust system fan or termination.
14.7.7.1 Where the system includes more than one elbow or other change in
direction, the listed fire-extinguishing system shall include at least one fire
detector centrally positioned within the exhaust duct cross-section and located
the equivalent of 10 duct diameters downstream of the second elbow or other
change in direction within the exhaust system.
14.7.7.2 Enclosure and duct access to these detectors shall be in accordance
with Sections 7.3 and 7.4.

14.7.7.3 At the control equipment for the fire-extinguishing system, a diagram
laminated in plastic shall be affixed that indicates the location(s) of the fire
detector(s) specified above.
Substantiation: Two recent fires in exhaust systems serving solid-fuel fired
cooking operations point to an ember bypassing the filters and lodging in
grease within the exhaust system at a location downstream of the existing fire
detectors installed in the plenum and at the duct connection to the hood. The
subsequent fires went undetected until flames were noticed coming from the
exhaust system termination, even as the restaurants continued to operate
unaware of the developing fire. Both fires resulted in serious damage to the
exhaust systems and adjoining construction. In both cases the fire appears to
have started at the first or second 90-degree change in direction with the
exhaust system and spread downstream in the direction of air flow. Although
cleanliness of the exhaust system, as well as filter design and maintenance,
may have been factors in these fires, additional fire detection could have caught
the fires before extensive damage occurred.
Committee Meeting Action: Reject
Committee Statement: The Committee does not believe that the proposal adds
any significant requirements that warrant being in the Standard. The Committee
believes this issue is adequately addressed in Section 14.1.7.
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-122 Log #30
(14.7.8)

Final Action: Accept in Principle

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

14.7.8* All solid fuel appliances (whether or not under a hood) with fire
boxes of 0.14 m3 (5 ft3) volume or less shall have at least a listed 2-A rated
water spray fire extmgulsher ora 6 L (1.6 gal) wet chemical fire extinguisher
listed for Class K fires in accordance with NFPA 10 in-the-immediate-vieinity-
of with a travel distance of 50 ft to the appliance.

Substantiation: The current text contains unenforceable text.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle

Revise proposal to read as follows:

14.7.8* All solid fuel appliances (whether or not under a hood) with fire
boxes of 0.14 m3 (5 ft3) volume or less shall have at least a listed 2-A rated
water spray fire extmgulsher ora 6 L (1.6 gal) wet chemical fire extinguisher
listed for Class K fires in accordance with NFPA 10 inthe-immediate-vieinity-
of with a maximum travel distance of 56 20 ft to the appliance.

Committee Statement: The Committee revised the travel distance to 20 ft to
be consistent with the distance required for manual activation for fire-
extinguishing equipment.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-123 Log #32
(14.9.2.6)

Final Action: Accept in Principle

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company
Recommendation: Delete 14.9.2.6.
Substantiation: It is unclear if “protected areas” is a reference to an area
protected by an automatic sprinkler system or perhaps the previous paragraph
(14.9.2.5). The reference to 4.2.3 is a problem in that it allows clearance
reductions to paragraph 4.2.1 which is clearances for hoods, grease removal
devices, exhaust fans, and ducts.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle

Revise the wording in 14.9.2.6:

14.9.2.6 Fuel shall be permitted_to be stored in an area with walls, floor, and
ceiling of in-theprotected-areas-where combustible or limited-combustible
matertals construction are when protected in accordance with 4.2.3.
Committee Statement: The Committee has revised 14.9.2.6 in an attempt to
clarify the requirement with regards to “protected areas” using similar language
found in 14.9.2.5. The clearances in 4.2.3 are specifically cited.
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-124 Log #33
(14.9.2.7)

Final Action: Reject

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

14.9.2.7 Fuel storage shall be separated with a 1-hour fire resistance—rated
separation from all flammable liquids, all ignition sources, all chemicals, and
all food supplies and packaging goods.
Substantiation: Provides separation criteria which is lacking in the current
text.
Committee Meeting Action: Reject
Committee Statement: This requirement is intentionally vague so that the
authority having jurisdiction can determine the separation distance on a case by
case basis.
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Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-125 Log #34
(14.9.2.8)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

14.9.2.8 All fuel storage areas shall be provided with a sprinkler system
meeting the requirements of NFPA 13
jurtsdietion. except as permitted by 14.9.2.9 and 14.9.2.10.
Substantiation: The design and installation of the sprinkler system should not
deviate from NFPA 13. The current text puts an unnecessary burden on the
AHJ to deviate from the industry standard.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept
Committee Statement: See Committee Action on Proposal 96-126 (Log #35)
and Proposal 96-127 (Log #36) for appropriate renumbering.
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 19 Negative: |
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.
Explanation of Negative:

LAUDUN, J.: The language of this comment appears to conflict with NFPA
96, 14.9.2.6.

96-126 Log #35
(14.9.2.9)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

14929 14.9.2.8.1 Where acceptable to the authority having jurisdiction fuel
storage areas shall be permitted to be protected with a fixed water pipe system
w1th a hose capable of reaching all parts of the area and-meeting-the-

Substantiation: A hose should be provided for fire fighting purposes. The
proposed text is similar to NFPA 96, paragraph 14.7.9.1.

Committee Meeting Action: Accept

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-127 Log #36
(14.9.2.10)

Final Action: Accept in Principle

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company

Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:
149216 14.9.2.8.2 Fheportablefireextinguisherspeeifted-in 478

2-A rated water spray fire extinguisher or a 6 L (1.6 gal) wet chemical fire

extinguisher listed for Class K fires in accordance with NFPA 10 with a travel

distance of 75 ft to the solid fuel piles shall be permitted to be used for a solid

fuel pile, provided that the fuel pile does not exceed 0.14 m3 (5 ft3) volume in

lieu of the sprinkler system outlined in 14.9.2.8.

Substantiation: A travel distance to the extinguisher should be provided. Also
the existing text contains the words “shall be permitted” which implies that the
extinguisher can be used in lieu of the sprinkler system in 14.9.2.8.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle

Revise proposal to read as follows:

149216 14.9.2.8.2 Fheportablefire-extinguisher-speeified-in 1478 A listed
2-A rated water spray fire extinguisher or a 6 L (1.6 gal) wet chemical fire
extinguisher listed for Class K fires in-accordance-with NFPA16 with a
maximum travel distance of 75 20 ft to the solid fuel piles shall be permitted to
be used for a solid fuel pile, provided that the fuel pile does not exceed 0.14
m3 (5 {t3) volume in lieu of the sprinkler system outlined in 14.9.2.8.
Committee Statement: The Committee revised the travel distance to 20 ft to
be consistent with the distance required for manual activation for fire-
extinguishing equipment. In addition NFPA 10 was struck to avoid confusion
regarding travel distances.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-128 Log #9 Final Action: Accept in Principle
(14.9.3.6.1 and 14.9.3.6.3)

Submitter: Jon Nisja, Northcentral Regional Fire Code Development
Committee
Recommendation: Revise text to read as follows:

14.9.3.6.1 Ash, cinders, and other fire debris shall be removed from the
firebox at adequatety regular intervals to prevent interference with the draft to
the fire and to minimize the length of time the access door is open.

14.9.3.6.3 The ash shall be sprayed adequatety with water before removal to
extinguish any hot ash or cinders and to control the dust when the ash is
moved.

-8 A listed

14.9.3.7.4 For either application, the nozzle shall be fitted with a manual
shutoff device and shall be of the type to provide a fine to medium spray of
sufficient adequate length to reach all areas of the combustion and cooking
chambers.
Substantiation: The term adequately does not comply with the manual of style
and provides no guidance to the user of the document.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle

Revise Proposal to read as follows:
14.9.3.6.1 Ash, cinders, and other fire debris shall be removed from the firebox
at adequatety regular intervals to prevent interference with the draft to the fire
and to minimize the length of time the access door is open.

14.9.3.6.3 The ash shall be sprayed adequatety with water before removal to
extinguish any hot ash or cinders and to control the dust when the ash is
moved.

14.9.3.7.4 For either application, the nozzle shall be fitted with a manual
shutoff device and shall be of the type to provide a fine to medium spray
capable of suffictent-adequatetength-to reaching all areas of the combustion
and cooking chambers.
Committee Statement: Meets the intent of the submitter. 14.9.3.7.4 was
revised to provide more guidance to the user.
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-129 Log #130
(15.1.3)

Final Action: Reject

Submitter: William Klingenmaier, Tyco Suppression Systems
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows:

15.1.3 Building materials, lighting, and other equipment installed directly
above a cooking appliance incorporating a down draft appliance ventilation
system shall be constructed of non-combustible or limited combustible
materials.

Substantiation: According to 15.1.2, down draft cooking equipment is tested
to capture and contain all of the effluent discharging from the appliance(s) it is
serving. However, the appliance is not required to be tested to pull the heat
generated from a surface fire in or on the appliance down into the ventilation
system to capture the heat and mitigate a potential structure fire.

Many fire suppression service companies have reported that grease can coat
the ceiling above some of these down draft configurations. A fire in an
appliance, regardless of whether all effluents are pulled in the ventilation, will
likely have a thermal draft that will take the fire vertically toward the ceiling or
equipment installed above the cooking equipment. Consequently, materials
above the cooking equipment should be limited combustible as a minimum.
Committee Meeting Action: Reject
Committee Statement: The requirement is addressed in Section 15.4.
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-130 Log #37
(15.2)

Final Action: Accept in Principle

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company
Recommendation: Add a new 15.2, item (5) to read as follows:

(5) Portable fire extinguishers shall be provided in accordance with 10.10.1
and 10.10.5.
Substantiation: Clarification. Although 10.2.1 states that fire-extinguishing
equipment includes both automatic fire-extinguishing systems as primary
protection and portable fire extinguishers as secondary backup, this section
only refers to systems. The added text clarifies the need for extinguisher
installation.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle

Revise as follows:

Add a new 15.2, item (5) to read as follows:

(5) Portable fire extinguishers shall be provided in accordance with 10.10-+

Committee Statement: The revised language better addresses the cross
reference and other changes that were made to Section 10.10.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-131 Log #91
15.2(5))

Final Action: Accept in Principle

Submitter: Timothy Krulan, Cintas Fire Protection
Recommendation: Add new text to read as follows:
15.2 (5) Duct and Plenum protection shall be provided
Substantiation: Add new language to clarify that fire protection in the duct
and plenum is required for Down Draft Appliance Ventilation systems
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle
Revise proposal as follows:
15.2 (51) Cooking surface, duct, and plenum protection shall be provided
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Committee Statement: Meets the submitter’s intent and ties the requirement
in with 15.2(1).

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-132 Log #69
(A4.1.1.1)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Bob Eugene, Underwriters Laboratories Inc.
Recommendation: Revise text as follows:
A.4.1.1.1 See ANSI/UL 710B.
Substantiation: The ANSI designation should be added to UL 710B to reflect
the ANSI approval of the referenced standard.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-133 Log #70
(A.10.2.3)

Final Action: Accept

96-135 Log #31
(A.14.7.8)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Mark T. Conroy, Brooks Equipment Company
Recommendation: Move the first sentence of A.14.7.8 to become the third
sentence and revise the paragraph to read as follows:

A.14.7.8 Water-type extinguishers are not allowed in the kitchen cooking
area aeeording-to—+0-19-2-because they do not saponify upon contact with
grease. However, 2-A rated water spray type extinguishers are allowed to be
used for solid fuel cooking in appliances with fireboxes of 0.14 m3 (5 t3)
volume or less. The 2-A rated water spray fire extinguisher is equipped with a
nozzle that does not produce a straight stream. Fests-have-demonstrated-that-

Substantiation: Paragraph 10.10.1 addresses extinguishers for the “kitchen
cooking area”. Paragraph 14.7.8 specifically states “water spray”.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

Submitter: Bob Eugene, Underwriters Laboratories Inc.
Recommendation: Revise text as follows:

A.10.2.3 ANSI/UL 300 primarily addresses the method of fire testing for
self-contained chemical extinguishing systems commonly referred to as pre-
engineered systems. ANSI/UL 300 has been identified as a baseline for testing
fire-extinguishing systems intended for the protection of commercial cooking-
related hazards. Additional equivalent testing standards can and have been
written for other types of fire-extinguishing systems not considered pre-
engineered that demonstrate equivalent fire testing severity to the ANSI/UL
300 test standard. Current examples include, but are not limited to, ANSI/UL
199, UL Subject 199B, UL Subject 199E, and ANSI/UL 710B.
Substantiation: The ANSI designation should be added to UL 199, UL 300
and UL 710B to reflect the ANSI approval of the referenced standards.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept
Number Eligible to Vote: 24
Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20
Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.

96-134 Log #122
(A.10.2.3.1)

Final Action: Accept in Principle

Submitter: William Klingenmaier, Tyco Suppression Systems
Recommendation: Add new text as follows:

A.10.2.3.1 A change from rendered animal fat to cooking oil will likely
increase auto-ignition temperatures, and/or a change to insulated energy
efficient cooking equipment which does not allow ease of cooling will likely
result in difficulties sustaining extinguishment with systems not complying
with UL300 or equivalent standards.

Substantiation: Many times it is difficult for field service companies to
explain why UL300 systems are more effective than pre-UL300 or non UL300
or equivalent systems. This will assist designers and fire suppression system
service companies in substantiating the necessity for the change.

Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle

Revise new text as follows:

A.10.2.3.1 A change from rendered animal fat to cooking oil witHikety may
increase auto-ignition temperatures, and/or a change to insulated energy
efficient cooking equipment which does not allow ease of cooling witHikety
may result in difficulties sustaining extinguishment with systems not
complying with UL300 or equivalent standards.

Committee Statement: The Committee elected to soften the language in the
annex.

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 19 Negative: 1

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.
Explanation of Negative:

GETZ, R.: Testing performed by the fire extinguishing system manufacturers

and the listing/approval agencies have shown that cooking oils do have a
higher auto-ignition temperature and this has proven to be more difficult to

extinguish. The same also holds true for the high efficiency cooking appliances

that have increased insulation which allows the appliances to retain heat for a
longer period of time.

The committee statement of “softening the language” has no technical merit
nor does it detail the committee’s rationale. Section 4.3.5.1 of the NFPA’s
Regulations Governing Committee Projects states: “The TC action on
proposals “accepted in principle,” “accepted in part,” “accepted in principle in

part” and “rejected” shall include a statement, preferably technical in nature, on
the reason for the TC action. Such statement shall be sufficiently detailed so as

to convey the TC’s rationale for its action so that rebuttal may, if desired, be
submitted during the Comment period.

96-136 Log #71
(B.1.2.5)

Final Action: Accept

Submitter: Bob Eugene, Underwriters Laboratories Inc.
Recommendation: Revise text as follows:

B.1.2.5 UL Publications. Underwriters Laboratories Inc., 333 Pfingsten Road,
Northbrook, IL 60062-2096.

ANSI/UL 199, Standard for Automatic Sprinklers for Fire-Protection Service,
2005, revised 2008.

ANSI/UL 300, Standard for Fire Testing of Fire Extinguishing Systems for
Protection of Restaurant Cooking Areas, 1996 2005.

ANSI/UL 710B, Standard for Recirculating Systems, 2004, revised 2006.

UL Subject 199B, Outline of Investigation for Control Cabinets for Automatic
Sprinkler Systems Used for Protection of Commercial Cooking Equipment,
2006.

UL Subject 199E, Outline of Investigation for Fire Testing of Sprinklers and
Water Spray Nozzles for Protection of Deep Fat Fryers, 2004.

Substantiation: Update referenced standards to most current revision. Add
ANSI designation for referenced standards that meet the ANSI approval
procedures.

Committee Meeting Action: Accept

Number Eligible to Vote: 24

Ballot Results: Affirmative: 20

Ballot Not Returned: 4 Finck, M., Gibbons, Jr., C., Griffes, D., Lopes, J.
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