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Committee Scope: This Committee shall have primary responsibility 
for documents on the storage, transfer, and use of industrial gases.  
Included are the storage and handling of such gases in their gaseous 
or liquid phases; the installation of associated storage, piping, and 
distribution equipment; and operating practices.  The Committee also 
has a technical responsibility for contributions in the same areas for 
medical gases and clean rooms. 

This list represents the membership at the time the Committee 
was balloted on the text of this edition. Since that time, changes in the 
membership may have occurred. A key to classifications is found at 
the front of this book. 

The Committee on Industrial and Medical Gases is presenting two 
Reports for adoption, as follows:

Report I of this Report on Comments was prepared by the Technical 
Committee on Industrial and Medical Gases, and documents its action 
on the comments received on its Report on Proposals on NFPA 5�, 
Standard for the Design and Installation of Oxygen–Fuel Gas Systems 
for Welding, Cutting, and Allied Processes, 2002 edition, as published in 
the Report on Proposals for the 2006 November Meeting.

The report on NFPA 5� has been submitted to letter ballot of the 
Technical Committee on Fire Service Training, which consists of �8 
voting members.  The results of the balloting, after circulation of any 
negative votes, can be found in the report.

Report II of this Report on Comments was prepared by the Technical 
Committee on Industrial and Medical Gases, and documents its action 
on the comments received on its Report on Proposals on NFPA 560, 
Standard for the Storage, Handling, and Use of Ethylene Oxide for 
Sterilization and Fumigation, 2002 edition, as published in the Report on 
Proposals for the 2006 November Meeting.

The report on NFPA 560 has been submitted to letter ballot of the 
Technical Committee on Industrial and Medical Gases, which consists 
of �8 voting members.  The results of the balloting, after circulation of any 
negative votes, can be found in the report.
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____________________________________________________________
560-� Log #CC3  Final Action: Accept
(2.2)
____________________________________________________________
Submitter: Technical Committee on Industrial and Medical Gases 
Comment on Proposal No: 560-8
Recommendation: Add a new reference to Chapter 2 under NFPA 
publications as follows:
   NFPA 5000®, Building Construction and Safety Code®, 2006 Edition
   NFPA 68, Guide for Venting of Deflagrations, 2002 Edition
   NFPA 69, Standard on Explosion Prevention Systems, 2002 edition.
   Update the reference to NFPA 55 to the current edition.
   NFPA 55, Standard for the Storage, Use, and Handling of Compressed 
and Liquefied Gases in Portable Cylinders, �998 edition.
Substantiation: NFPA 5000: The requirements for construction are found 
in the building code. Construction requirements for Protection Level 2 and 
4 are described in detail in the building code, and it needs to be referenced 
so that the users and designers will refer to the appropriate code for 
details.
   NFPA 68: It is referenced by Annex A.
   NFPA 69: Reference to NFPA 69 is obtained through NFPA 55; 
however, it should be included in NFPA 560 to direct users to the 
information in a direct manner.
   NFPA 55: The reference should be to the current edition as specific 
section references are included.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept
Number Eligible to Vote: 18
Ballot Results: Affirmative: �2 
Ballot Not Returned: 6 Ferrari, K., Ginn, R., Grant, J., McErlean, A., 
Mills, G., Trojak, G.

____________________________________________________________
560-2 Log #�  Final Action: Accept in Principle
(3.3.11 Special Rooms)
____________________________________________________________
Submitter: Kathleen Hoffmann, The Ethylene Oxide Sterilization 
Association
Comment on Proposal No: 560-5
Recommendation: Reject deletion of definition of “special rooms” and 
retain definition of special rooms as contained in the 2002 edition.
Substantiation: The Ethylene Oxide Sterilization Association (EOSA) 
requests that the proposed deletion of the definition of “Special Room,” 
and its use throughout the document, be rejected, and that the definition be 
retained as currently provided in the 2002 edition of NFPA 560.
   The deletion of the definition and use of the term “special rooms” in 
the document will delete the special room concept, and its maximum 
allowable quantity allowance, for ethylene oxide stored within sterilization 
facilities. The proposal essentially takes away the quantity limits and 
allowances contained in NFPA 560, and establishes maximum allowable 
quantities and storage requirements which are more consistent with NFPA 
5000, and to other materials regulated under NFPA 55. NFPA 55, however, 
is not ready for application to ethylene oxide sterilization facilities. And 
given the different code change cycles for these two documents (NFPA 55 
is in the Fall 2008 Revision Cycle); in the interim the application of NFPA 
55 to ethylene oxide storage facilities will be burdensome and confusing.
   NFPA 560 was specifically developed to address the use of ethylene 
oxide in sterilization facilities, and to take into account the operational 
requirements of these sterilization facilities. By removing the ethylene 
oxide storage requirements in NFPA 560, and referring the code user to 
the “generalized” requirements of NFPA 55, the specific allowances and 
safeguards provided in NFPA 560 for sterilization facilities will be lost 
until appropriate facilitation for sterilization facilities are provided in 
NFPA 55.
   The Technical Committee has gone on record that some facilitation 
for ethylene oxide sterilization facilities is necessary and appropriate. 
Proposal 560-4 (Log #CP9) provides a new definition for a “sterilization 
building”, which essentially modifies the application of detached building 
requirements contained in NFPA 55 to sterilization buildings. EOSA is in 
agreement with the Technical Committee action on Proposal 560-4. But 
it is also our concern that this proposed wording will be in conflict with 
the definition of “detached building” contained in NFPA 55 and NFPA 
5000, and that this will add to the confusion as to how ethylene oxide 
sterilization facilities should be regulated.
   The Ethylene Oxide Sterilization Association is very much interested 
in achieving consistency between NFPA 560, and NFPA 55 and NFPA 
5000 requirements. The EOSA is committed to developing proposals 
and working with the Technical Committee on revisions to NFPA 55 to 
address issues specific to ethylene oxide sterilization facilities. We would 
request that these changes to NFPA 560, which send the user to NFPA 55 
for ethylene oxide storage requirements, be held back until NFPA 55 is 
appropriately revised to accept these “references”, and to properly address 
the storage and use of ethylene oxide in these sterilization facilities.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle
   See Committee Comment 560-4 (Log #CC�) and 560-7 (Log #CC2).

Committee Statement: See Committee Comment 560-4 (Log #CC�) and 
560-7 (Log #CC2).
Number Eligible to Vote: 18
Ballot Results: Affirmative: �2 
Ballot Not Returned: 6 Ferrari, K., Ginn, R., Grant, J., McErlean, A., 
Mills, G., Trojak, G.

____________________________________________________________
560-3 Log #2  Final Action: Accept in Principle
(5.2.1)
____________________________________________________________
Submitter: Kathleen Hoffmann, The Ethylene Oxide Sterilization 
Association
Comment on Proposal No: 560-5
Recommendation: Reject the proposed wording provided in the proposal, 
and revert back to the wording in the 2002 edition of the document.
Substantiation: The Ethylene Oxide Sterilization Association (EOSA) 
requests that the proposed wording in Proposal Number 560-8 be rejected, 
and that Section 5.2.� revert back to the wording contained in the 2002 
edition of NFPA 560.
   The proposed wording provides a reference to NFPA 55 for providing 
maximum allowable quantities and requirements for the indoor storage of 
ethylene oxide. This proposal essentially takes way the quantity limits and 
allowances contained in NFPA 560, and establishes maximum allowable 
quantities and storage requirements which are more consistent with NFPA 
5000, and to other materials regulated under NFPA 55. NFPA 55, however, 
is not ready for application to ethylene oxide sterilization facilities. And 
given the different code change cycles for these two documents (NFPA 55 
is in the Fall 2008 revision cycle), in the interim the application of NFPA 
55 to ethylene oxide storage facilities will be burdensome and confusing.
   NFPA 560 was specifically developed to address the use of ethylene 
oxide in sterilization facilities, and to take into account the operational 
requirements of these sterilization facilities. By removing the ethylene 
oxide storage requirements in NFPA 560, and referring the code user to 
the “generalized” requirements of NFPA 55, the specific allowances and 
safeguards provided in NFPA 560 for sterilization facilities will be lost 
until appropriate facilitation for sterilization facilities are provided in 
NFPA 55.
   The Technical Committee has gone on record that some facilitation 
for ethylene oxide sterilization facilities is necessary and appropriate. 
Proposal 560-4 (Log #CP9) provides a new definition for a “sterilization 
building”, which essentially modifies the application of detached building 
requirements contained in NFPA 55 to sterilization buildings. EOSA is in 
agreement with the Technical Committee action on Proposal 560-4. But 
it is also our concern that this proposed wording will be in conflict with 
the definition of “detached building” contained in NFPA 55 and NFPA 
5000, and that this will add to the confusion as to how ethylene oxide 
sterilization facilities should be regulated.
   The Ethylene Oxide Sterilization Association is very much interested 
in achieving consistency between NFPA 560, and NFPA 55 and NFPA 
5000 requirements. The EOSA is committed to developing proposals 
and working with the Technical Committee on revisions to NFPA 55 to 
address issues specific to ethylene oxide sterilization facilities. We would 
request that these changes to NFPA 560, which send the user to NFPA 55 
for ethylene oxide storage requirements, be held back until NFPA 55 is 
appropriately revised to accept these ‘references”, and to properly address 
the storage and use of ethylene oxide in these sterilization facilities.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle
   See Committee Comment 560-4 (Log #CC�) and 560-7 (Log #CC2).
Committee Statement: See Committee Comment 560-4 (Log #CC�) and 
560-7 (Log #CC2).
Number Eligible to Vote: 18
Ballot Results: Affirmative: �2 
Ballot Not Returned: 6 Ferrari, K., Ginn, R., Grant, J., McErlean, A., 
Mills, G., Trojak, G.

____________________________________________________________
560-4 Log #CC�  Final Action: Accept
(5.2.1 and 5.2.2)
____________________________________________________________
Submitter: Technical Committee on Industrial and Medical Gases
Comment on Proposal No: 560-5
Recommendation: Revise text to read:
   5.2.1 Storage Within Buildings. Storage within buildings shall be in 
accordance with NFPA 55.(per ROP 560-8)
   5.2.2 Storage Within Special Sterilization Buildings or Special 
Rooms.
   5.2.2.1* The maximum quantity of ethylene oxide stored in a special 
sterilization building or special room shall be 4536 kg (�0,000 lb).
   5.2.2.2 The construction of all such sterilization buildings, shall comply 
with Chapter �3.
   5.2.2.3 Special Sterilization buildings or rooms shall be classified for 
purposes of ignition source control in accordance with 9.�.�.
Substantiation: This action is required to implement the actions taken 
in Proposals 560-4 and 560-5. 560-5 deleted the term “special rooms’ 
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throughout the document. Proposal 560-4 created a new definition for 
sterilization buildings.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept
Number Eligible to Vote: 18
Ballot Results: Affirmative: �2 
Ballot Not Returned: 6 Ferrari, K., Ginn, R., Grant, J., McErlean, A., 
Mills, G., Trojak, G.

____________________________________________________________
560-5 Log #3  Final Action: Accept in Principle
(5.2.2.1)
____________________________________________________________
Submitter: Kathleen Hoffmann, The Ethylene Oxide Sterilization 
Association
Comment on Proposal No: 560-8
Recommendation: Reject the proposed wording provided in the proposal, 
and revert back to the wording in the 2002 edition of the document.
Substantiation: The Ethylene Oxide Sterilization Association (EOSA) 
requests that the proposed deletion of Section 5.2.2.� be rejected, and that 
section 5.2.2.� remain as currently provided in the 2002 edition of NFPA 
560.
   The deletion of Section 5.2.2.� will delete the maximum allowable 
quantity allowance for ethylene oxide stored within a “special room”. 
This proposal essentially takes away the quantity limits and allowances 
contained in NFPA 560, and establishes maximum allowable quantities 
and storage requirements which are more consistent with NFPA 5000, and 
to other materials regulated under NFPA 55. NFPA 55, however, is not 
ready for application to ethylene oxide sterilization facilities. And given 
the different code change cycles for these two documents (NFPA 55 is in 
the Fall 2008 revision cycle); in the interim the application of NFPA 55 to 
ethylene oxide storage facilities will be burdensome and confusing.
   NFPA 560 was specifically developed to address the use of ethylene 
oxide in sterilization facilities, and to take into account the operational 
requirements of these sterilization facilities. By removing the ethylene 
oxide storage requirements in NFPA 560, and referring the code user to 
the “generalized” requirements of NFPA 55, the specific allowances and 
safeguards provided in NFPA 560 for sterilization facilities will be lost 
until appropriate facilitation for sterilization facilities are provided in 
NFPA 55.
   The Technical Committee has gone on record that some facilitation 
for ethylene oxide sterilization facilities is necessary and appropriate. 
Proposal 560-4 (Log #CP9) provides a new definition for a “sterilization 
building”, which essentially modifies the application of detached building 
requirements contained in NFPA 55 to sterilization buildings. EOSA is in 
agreement with the Technical Committee action on Proposal 560-4. But 
is is also our concern that this proposed wording will be in conflict with 
the definition of “detached building” contained in NFPA 55 and NFPA 
5000, and that this will add to the confusion as to how ethylene oxide 
sterilization facilities should be regulated.
   The Ethylene Oxide Sterilization Association is very much interested 
in achieving consistency between NFPA 560, and NFPA 55 and NFPA 
5000 requirements. The EOSA is committed to developing proposals 
and working with the Technical Committee on revisions to NFPA 55 to 
address issues specific to ethylene oxide sterilization facilities. We would 
request that these changes to NFPA 560, which send the user to NFPA 55 
for ethylene oxide storage requirements, be held back until NFPA 55 is 
appropriately revised to accept these “references”, and to properly address 
the storage and use of ethylene oxide in these sterilization facilities.
Committee Meeting Action: Accept in Principle
   See Committee Comment 560-4 (Log #CC�) and 560-7 (Log #CC2).
Committee Statement: See Committee Comment 560-4 (Log #CC�) and 
560-7 (Log #CC2).
Number Eligible to Vote: 18
Ballot Results: Affirmative: �2 
Ballot Not Returned: 6 Ferrari, K., Ginn, R., Grant, J., McErlean, A., 
Mills, G., Trojak, G.

____________________________________________________________
560-6 Log #4  Final Action: Reject
(7.1.2)
____________________________________________________________
Submitter: James Everitt, Western Regional Fire Code Development 
Committee
Comment on Proposal No: 560-��
Recommendation: Revise to read: 
   7.�.2* Exhaust ventilation shall be installed in all indoor dispensing 
areas used for ethylene oxide. Exhaust ventilation shall comply with 
Chapter 9 and with the following: 
   (�) Mechanical ventilation shall be operated continuously at a rate of not 
less than 0.3 m3/min m2 (ft3/min ft2) of floor area of dispensing area. 
   (2) Exhaust ventilation shall not be recirculated within a room or 
building. Exception: Where the air is treated to reduce the ethylene oxide 
concentration to below that which represents a hazard, recirculation shall 
be permitted. Controls shall be provided to ensure the performance of the 
treatment and recirculation system. 

   (3) The ventilation system shall be designed to prevent accumulation of 
ethylene oxide anywhere in the dispensing area. 
   (4) Loss of ventilation shall activate a visual and audible alarm and shall 
stop the flow of ethylene oxide at the remotely operated shutoff valve 
closest to the container.
Substantiation: The addition of Chapter 9 makes it more user friendly 
and points the user to the proper place to look for additional requirements.
Committee Meeting Action: Reject
Committee Statement: This is a redundant comment to Proposal 560-��. 
The committee response to 560-�� was this subject matter was addressed 
in Chapter 9 and therefore Proposal 560-�� was redundant.
Number Eligible to Vote: 18
Ballot Results: Affirmative: �2 
Ballot Not Returned: 6 Ferrari, K., Ginn, R., Grant, J., McErlean, A., 
Mills, G., Trojak, G.

____________________________________________________________
560-7 Log #CC2  Final Action: Accept
(13.2 (New) )
____________________________________________________________
Submitter: Technical Committee on Industrial and Medical Gases, 
Comment on Proposal No: 560-5
Recommendation: Add new text to read:
   �3.2.4 The sterilization room shall be provided with Protection Level 2 
and 4 controls as specified by NFPA 5000. 
   �3.2.4.� Sterilizing rooms with quantities of hazardous materials 
including ethylene oxide in quantities less than the Maximum Allowable 
Quantity per Control Area as established by NFPA 5000 shall not be 
required to have protection Level 2 and 4 controls. 
   �3.2.5* Explosion control shall be provided in accordance with NFPA 
55 Section 6.9.
   �3.2.5.� When explosion venting is provided interior walls, and other 
walls of the sterilization room not designed as explosion venting, shall be 
designed to withstand an overpressure of at least 4.8 kPa (�00 lb/ft2).
   A.�3.2.5 For information on venting of deflagrations see NFPA 68, 
Guide for Venting of Deflagrations.
Delete �3.3 entirely
Substantiation: ROP Item 560-5 deleted Section �3.3.� eliminating the 
concept of special rooms entirely. The term “sterilizing building” was 
created (Section 3.3.�0) as a means to allow sterilizing process operations 
to be conducted in a building dedicated solely to such use in a manner 
that allows for activities that might otherwise be excluded in the typical 
detached building. Recent awareness of a major incident in a sterilizer 
building, located in Southern California, has been brought to the attention 
of the committee by the US Chemical Safety Board (CSB). Areas for 
improvement in the NFPA 560 Standard have been suggested by the CSB 
including the use of gas monitoring in process operations to prevent the 
discharge of enriched solutions of ethylene oxide to treatment systems 
with an ignition potential, as well as construction measures as a means of 
explosion control. 
   Additional changes have been proposed to Section �3.2 to facilitate the 
deletion of the “special room” concept. The changes maintain consistency 
with construction concepts otherwise found in Section �3.3.� as well as 
with provisions of the building code that apply to facilities of this nature.
   Under the NFPA system of occupancy designation, indoor areas using 
or storing ethylene oxide in excess of the maximum allowable quantity 
(MAQ) per control area established by the building code are required 
to be equipped with Protection level 2 (physical hazards) and 4 (health 
hazards) controls. The deletion of “special rooms” and the creation of 
sterilizer buildings requires that direction be given for the construction of 
interior partitions within the space. With the exception of Sections �3.3.�.3 
through �3.3.�.6 the requirements for “special rooms” can be found in 
Section �3.2. 
   Section �3.3.�.3 requires 25 percent of the exterior wall to be designed 
as explosion venting. Explosion control is not prescriptive and the amount 
of explosion relief depends on conditions determined in design through the 
use of NFPA 68 and similar documents.
   Section �3.3.�.4 requires interior wall ratings of not less than 2 hours. 
Fire resistive separations are determined by the building code once 
the hazard of the contents is determined. The fire resistive separation 
for sterilizing rooms is determined by the building code. A two hour 
separation is generally required for separation of flammable gases from 
typical factory or industrial uses. See NFPA 5000 Table 34.3.2.3.
   Section �3.3.�.5 is relocated with minor modifications to new Section 
�3.2.5.�
   Section �3.3.�.6 allows the use of multistory buildings. Detached 
buildings with Protection Level 2 controls are required to be single story 
buildings. See 34.3.4.4
Committee Meeting Action: Accept
Number Eligible to Vote: 18
Ballot Results: Affirmative: �2 
Ballot Not Returned: 6 Ferrari, K., Ginn, R., Grant, J., McErlean, A., 
Mills, G., Trojak, G.



 

 

 
FORM FOR FILING NOTICE OF INTENT TO MAKE A MOTION (NITMAM) 

AT AN ASSOCIATION TECHNICAL MEETING 
2006 FALL REVISION CYCLE 

FINAL DATE FOR RECEIPT OF NITMAM:  5:00 pm EST, October 20, 2006 
 

If you have questions about filling out or filing the NITMAM, please contact the 
Codes and Standards Administration at 617-984-7249 

 
For further information on the Codes- and Standards-Making Process, see the NFPA 

website (www.nfpa.org) 

 FOR OFFICE USE ONLY 
 

Log #:  
 
Date Rec'd:  
 

 
Date________________Name________________________________________________Tel. No.  

Company or Affiliation __________________________________________________Email Address  

Street Address_________________________________City________________________State______Zip _________________ 
 
1.   (a) NFPA Document (include Number and Title)_______________________________________________________________    
      (b) Proposal or Comment Number____________________ 
      (c) Section/Paragraph _____________________________________ 

2. Motion to be made.   Please check one: (See also 4-6 of the Regulations Governing Committee Projects) 
  
(a)  Proposal 
      _(1) Accept.                                     (2) Accept an Identifiable Part.*   
            __ (3) Accept as modified by the TC.               (4) Accept an Identifiable Part as modified by TC.* 
 
(b) Comment 
      (1) Accept.                       (2) Accept an Identifiable Part.*          (3) Accept as modified by the TC. 
       (4) Accept an Identifiable Part as modified by TC.*      __    (5) Reject                     (6) Reject an Identifiable Part.*  
  
(c) Return Technical Committee Report for Further Study 
    _____ (1) Return entire Report.                      (2) Return a portion of a Report in the form of a proposal and related comment(s). 
   _____ (3) Return a portion of a Report in the form of identifiable part(s) of a proposal and related comments (s). (Identify the specific  
       portion of the proposal and the related comments below)* 
 
* Clearly identify the Identifiable Part(s) indicated above (use separate sheet if required). 
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________ 

 
 3. I am entitled to make this motion in accordance with 4.6.8 of the Regulations Governing Committee Projects, as follows: (check (a), 
(b), or (c).  
 
(a)____ This motion may be made by the original submitter or their designated representative, and I am the (if you check (a) indicate 

one of the following): 

 ___I am the Original submitter, or  

 ___I am the submitter’s designated representative (attach written authorization signed by the original submitter), or 

 ___ I am an Organizational Member delegate permitted to represent the submitter on behalf of the Organization Member in   
         accordance with 4-6.5 (c). 
 
(b)____This motion may be made by a Technical Committee Member and I am a Member of the responsible Technical Committee. 

(c)____This motion may be made by anyone. 

 
 

(Form continued on next page) 
 

 
 



 

 

 
 
 
 
NITMAM form (continued) 
 
4.  Comments or Clarification (optional): This NITMAM will be reviewed by a Motions Committee.  In addition to 
determining whether your Amending Motion is proper, the Committee may take other actions as described in 2.3 of the 
Technical Meeting Convention Rules as follows: 
 

Restating and Grouping of Motions. Upon request or on its own initiative, and in consultation with the 
mover(s), the Motions Committee may: (a) restate an Amending Motion to facilitate the making of a proper 
motion or to clarify the intent of the mover; and (b) group Amending Motions that are dependent on one 
another into a single Amending Motion.  Dependent motions are motions that the mover(s) wish to be 
considered by the assembly and voted on as single up or down package.  In addition to the foregoing, the 
Motions Committee may take such other actions or make such other recommendations as will facilitate the 
fair and efficient consideration of amending. 

 
The NFPA Staff may contact you to clarify your motion or to consult on the permitted actions in 2.3.  If you have any 
comments, suggestions, or requests of the Motions Committee as it reviews your NITMAM and considers actions permitted 
in 2.3, please provide them below. (Use additional sheet if necessary): 
 
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Name (please print):_____________________________________________________________________ 

 
 

Signature (Required)_____________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 (Note: This NITMAM will be reviewed, and if proper, your Amending Motion will be certified in accordance with the Technical 
Meeting Convention Rules and posted on the NFPA website by November 17, 2006.   Documents that have Certified Amending 
Motions will be considered at the June 2007 Annual Meeting Technical Committee Report.  In order to have your Certified 
Amending Motion considered at that meeting, you must appear, sign in, and make the motion as prescribed in the Convention 
Rules). 

PLEASE USE A SEPARATE NITMAM FORM FOR EACH AMENDING MOTION YOU WISH TO MAKE, 
 

Mail to:  Secretary, Standards Council, National Fire Protection Association, 1 Batterymarch Park, Quincy, MA 02169-7471  
NFPA Fax:  (617) 770-3500 
  
 

 



  
 

 
   
  
Sequence of Events Leading to Issuance of an NFPA Committee Document 

Step 1   Call for Proposals

▼            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)

▼            Committee meets to act on Proposals, to develop its own Proposals, and to prepare its Report. 

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

▼            Report on Proposals (ROP) is published for public review and comment. 

Step 3    Report on Comments (ROC)

▼            Committee meets to act on Public Comments to develop its own Comments, and to prepare its report. 

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

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

Step 4    Technical Report Session

▼            “Notices of intent to make a motion” are filed, are reviewed, and valid motions are certified for 
presentation at the Technical Report Session. (“Consent Documents” that have no certified motions bypass the 
Technical Report Session and proceed to the Standards Council for issuance.) 

▼            NFPA membership meets each June at the Annual Meeting Technical Report Session and acts on 
Technical Committee Reports (ROP and ROC) for Documents with “certified amending motions.” 

▼            Committee(s) vote on any amendments to Report approved at NFPA Annual Membership Meeting. 

Step 5    Standards Council Issuance

▼            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. 

▼            Standards Council decides, based on all evidence, whether or not to issue Document or to take other 
action, including hearing any appeals. 
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The Technical Report Session of the NFPA Annual 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 Technical Report Sessions that take place at the NFPA Annual Meeting. 

The Technical Report Session 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 a Technical Report Session. The following presents some of the 
main features of how a Report is handled. 

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 World SafetyConference and Exposition®, takes place in June of 
each year. A second Fall membership meeting was discontinued in 2004, so the NFPA Technical Report 
Session now runs once each yearat the Annual Meeting in June. 

Who Can Make Amending Motions. Those authorized to make these motions is also regulated by NFPA rules. 
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, NFPA rules should be consulted. 

The filing of a Notice of Intent to Make a Motion. Before making an allowable motion at a Technical Report 
Session, 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 Technical Report 
Session. 

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

Important Note: The filing of a Notice of Intent to Make a Motion is a new requirement that takes effect 
beginning with those Documents scheduled for the Fall 2005 revision cycle that reports to the June 2006 Annual 
Meeting Technical Report Session. The filing of a Notice of Intent to Make a Motion will not, therefore, be 
required in order to make a motion at the June 2005 Annual Meeting Technical Report Session. For updates on 
the transition to the new Notice requirement and related new rules effective for the Fall 2005 revision cycle and 
the June 2006 Annual Meeting, check the NFPA website. 
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Action on Motions at the Technical Report Session. In order to actually make a Certified Amending Motion at 
the Technical Report Session, 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 session 
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. The 
illustration on page 9 provides an overview of the entire process, which takes approximately two full years to 
complete. 
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