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sub-section 8.1.4.1: fire extinguishers

Transmitted by the Government of Sweden

1. The Government of Sweden appreciates the prbfrosa Switzerland in document
2010/19 to clarify the provisions concerning firgtieguishers. We also agree with
Switzerland concerning the interpretation that ¢herent provisions in ADR require two
extinguishers. However, the Government of Swedeunldviike to suggest a comprehensive
review to simplify the provisions in sub-sectiod &.1.

2. In November 2009, the Government of Poland daise question concerning
interpretation of the fire-fighting equipment (IN#B). At that meeting, the Working Party
confirmed that, under 8.1.4.1 (c), the minimum lte&pacity of the extinguishers required
under 8.1.4.1 (b) applied, regardless of the numbextinguishers per transport unit, and
included the capacity of the extinguisher requirader 8.1.4.1 (a). The Working Party also
acknowledged that the current wording of 8.1.4.tl¢dead to problems of interpretation
and that the wording should be revised in the &tan the basis of a proposed amendment.

3. The Government of Sweden participated in then@ar working group that
developed the provisions in section 8.1.4. Today,have discovered that the provisions
stated in sub-section 8.1.4.1 seem to confuse rdrige well as enforcement bodies. To
avoid misunderstandings, we believe that the prongsin sub-section 8.1.4.1 should be
clarified.

4, One of the most frequent questions concernirg ftfe-fighting equipment in
Sweden concerns the provision in 8.1.4.1 (c), wisiebms to add to the confusion about
what capacity and what number of extinguishers ihatctually required. Normally, the
provisions in ADR state the minimum requirementd#applied. When exemptions are
allowed, these are generally related to certairditimms. However, the exemption stated in
sub-section 8.1.4.1(c) does not state any speciiedition but allows for ageneral
deduction of the minimum total capacity requiredem(b).

5. The provisions in sub-section 8.1.4.1 (a) sth#d the extinguishing agent shall be
suitable for fighting a fire in the engine or c&lm such similar requirement is stated for the
extinguishers required under (b), e.g. that thenguishing agent shall be suitable for
tackling a fire in tyres. However, irrespectivevdfiere the fire occurs, the Government of
Sweden is of the opinion that a fire only shalltaekled when appropriate and safe to do
so. This is also specifically stated in the sevemtlent in the instructions in writing in sub-

section 5.4.3.4. Furthermore, since the fire extisigers shall cover the inflammability

classes A, B and C the agent is suitable for ailt&iof fires (engine, cab, tyres etc).
Additionally, information about how to proceed iase of an accident is covered by the
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drivers training in 8.2.2.3.2(d) and (e). TherefoBweden is of the opinion that these
details, that the agent shall be suitable foraifirthe engine or cab, can be removed from
the provisions in 8.1.4.1(a).

6. Moreover, the provision stating that the firetimguishers shall cover the
inflammability classes A, B and C is currently eth4 times in sub-section 8.1.4.1. The
Government of Sweden believes this could be simpliés to only be stated once.

7. In addition, we believe that the text in subtieec8.1.4.2 concerning transport in
accordance with sub-section 1.1.3.6 should be aeteta allow for transport units to be
equipped with more than one portable fire extingeis Sub-section 8.1.4.2 is also
proposed to be amended to cover the current spaaaision concerning fire extinguishers
for substances of class 6.2 in Chapter 8.5, S3oWsequential amendment in S3 would
then be needed.

8. For the aforementioned reasons, the GovernnfeBtveden would like to suggest
simplifying the provisions in sub-section 8.1.4dl dnly state the minimum capacity of
extinguishing agent to be carried on a transpoitt ihe Government of Sweden suggests
that the Working Party discuss the following thigmies separately;

a) If the layout of the text proposed below woudfeasible.
b) The number of extinguishers that should be regui

¢) The minimum total capacity that should be reeplir

Proposal

9. Amend the text in sub-section 8.1.4.1 to reafblmwvs:

“8.1.4.1 Transport units carrying dangerous gootlser than those referred to
in 8.1.4.2, shall be equipped with at least [twoltpble fire extinguisher for the
inflammability classesA, B and C. The minimum total capacity requiredobe
refers to dry powder (or an equivalent capacitydoy other suitable extinguishing
agent).

For transport units with a maximum permissible nass

(a) More than 7.5 tonnes: [12] kg, where at leamt extinguisher
shall have a minimum capacity of 6 kg;

(b)  More than 3.5 tonnes up to and including 7/n&s: [8] kg,
where at least one extinguisher shall have a mininoapacity of
6 kg;

(c) Up to and including 3.5 tonnes: [4] kg.
None of the extinguishers shall have a capacityftis below 2 kg.”
10. Amend the text in sub-section 8.1.4.2 to reafbbows (change underlined):

“8.1.4.2 Transport units carrying dangerous goiodaccordance with 1.1.3.6
or S3 in Chapter 8.5shall be equipped with at leasine portable fire
extinguisher...".

L For the definition of the inflammability classege Standard EN 2:1992 Classification of fires.
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Consequential amendment

11. Amend the text in Chapter 8.5, special provi$@® to read as follows (change
stricken out):

“S3: Special provisions concerning the carriage ahfectious substances

For transport units carrying dangerous substant€dass 6.2, the requirements of
8.1.4.1-{b)and 8.3.4 shall not apply.”.

Justification

12.  Since the current provisions allow for the a@dyaof the extinguisher required under
(a) to be deducted from the extinguishers requireder the (b), the capacity proposed
within square brackets does not fall below the minn total capacity that is required
today. The proposal only aims at simplifying theypsions concerning fire extinguishers
and what total capacity that is required.

13. We are aware of that the text in sub-sectidn&3 states that in case the vehicle is
equipped with a fixed fire extinguisher, automaticeasily brought into action for fighting
a fire in the engine, the portable extinguisherdneet be suitable for fighting a fire in the
engine. However, we do not believe that the progpatenges in 8.1.4.1 and 8.1.4.2 will
have any effect on the text in that sub-section.




