2012-2013 Elevator Code Committee- Minnesota Rule 1307

Notes for January 10, 2012 meeting

Location: IUEC — Local 9

Meeting was called to order at 9:00 am and consisted of discussion of two (2) submitted
SONARS authored by Darren Dejoy and Richard Bialick.

Darren Dejoy was in attendance and presented his SONAR and the issues that were brought up
and discussed on this topic were as follows:

- The safety scenario of this proposal was presented as follows:

0 Elevators with sprinklers added are required to be shunt tripped.

0 Ifthereis afire in the machine room or pit the heat trips the shunt trip and
the elevator shuts down regardless of position in the hoistway or position of
the door.

0 |If restrictors are added, as required by code, anyone in the elevator stuck
between floors would be trapped in the elevator.

- Discussion on the event is as follows:

- No documented deaths could be confirmed by the above scenario.

- This SONAR would only affect fire service not the ASME 17.3 Appendix C
requirements.

- Effects only elevators under 25’ of travel with sprinklers installed (health care
facilities receiving federal money). If a sprinkler is added to a non-federally funded
job the sprinkler should be removed per the building code.

- The proposed change would be retroactive.

- The proposal change would help with the inspection of the installed sprinkler piping
through permitted elevator work associated with it.

- Simple Phase | recall instead of complete Fire Service upgrade.

- Removing the shunt trip requirement when sprinklers are added to these spaces.

- The owners of these facilities do not have to take the federal money. Why are we
deviating from the National code? Are the risks different for MN?

- Owners have just spent money on jacks and restrictors and now will be required to
spend more on Fire Service.

- Oxygen removing system for fire control brought up for machine room. Cost
unknown, hoistway still an issue.



Vote on this issue:  In favor — 10, Opposed — 5 (This vote was taken before the final
draft was presented, and the voting may have been misrepresented due to the fact that
several of the groups had both the primary and alternate representatives voting when it
should have been either the primary or the alternate. This issue will be discussed again
and the topic of voting will be addressed at the next meeting.)

10 Minute Break

SONAR authored by Richard Bialick. Richard was not in attendance to present it. Some
discussion occurred on this topic, but it was decided to table the SONAR until next
meeting in hopes that Richard Bialick could be in attendance to fully explain his intent of
the SONAR. There was also discussion that the SONAR should be resubmitted under
A17.3.

Review of dates for:
Code Change Submittal date: January 17, 2012

Next Meeting date: 9:00 am January 24, 2012 at Local 9 Union Hall.

Final items:

- Darren Dejoy suggested inviting James Stewart (GSA) to the next meeting to discuss
the topic addressed in the SONAR he authored. Committee agreed to this request.

- To speed up the review process, Tim Warren (chair) indicated SONARS for any
section of the code can be submitted. The committee is not breaking down the code
in sections for the meetings.

Adjournment of meeting: 10:45 am



