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1. Revise 6.3.3.6 to read as follows:

6.3.3.6 Guards shall not be required along the trainway side of raised walkways where the bottom of the
trainway is closed by a deck or grating.

2. Revise 6.3.3.7 to read as follows:

6.3.3.7 Guards shall not be required on raised walkways that are located between two trainways.

3. Revise 6.3.3.9 to read as follows:

6.3.3.9 Raised Wwalkways that are greater than 1120 mm (44 in.) wide and located between two trainways
shall not be required to have a handrail.

4. Revise A.6.3.3.5 to read as follows:

A.6.3.3.5 It is important that guards be configured so that they do not interfere with either the vehicle
dynamic envelope or with egress from the train onto the walkway. For that reason, guards are not required
on the trainway side of raised walkways, provided that the bottom of the trainway is closed by deck or
grating so that persons could not fall through the bottom of the guideway.

5. Revise A.6.3.3.8 to read as follows:

A.6.3.3.8 It is important that handrails be configured so that they do not interfere with either the vehicle
dynamic envelope or with egress from the train onto the walkway. For that reason, handrails are not
required on the trainway side of raised walkways. Likewise, raised walkways located between trainways are
not required to have handrails, provided they are a minimum width of 1120 mm (44 in.).

Substantiation:  In the A2013 ROP, a revision to remove the term “raised” was accepted (130-120 Log #214). 
However, this revision was never incorporated into the 2014 edition of the Standard.  This TIA is intended to 
correct this error by removing the term “raised” from the 2017 and proposed 2020 editions of NFPA 130. 

Emergency Nature:  The standard contains an error or an omission that was overlooked during the regular 
revision process. 

This TIA is necessary to correct an error that was made during a previous revision cycle.  The committee 
agreed in the A2013 ROP that the existing wording has led to confusion about the definition of a “raised 
walkway”, so this change needs to be implemented as was intended for the 2014 edition. 

Anyone may submit a comment by the closing date indicated above.  To submit a comment, please identify 

the number of the TIA and forward to the Secretary, Standards Council, 1 Batterymarch Park, Quincy, MA 

02169‐7471. 
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