2008 NEC Report on Comments  Code Panel 18
The report on comments for the 2008 NEC was held December 7-9, 2006 in Redondo Beach, California. The meeting started the evening or day before with task groups to arrange similar proposals in an order which can easily be taken by the code panel.

Some of the more controversial issues were not related to electric signs but tamper resistant receptacles for new home construction relating to child safety. There were a number of presentations with the most compelling from a nurse, Jim Parks from the American Burn Center showing pictures of children burned by cords and receptacles.  The issue was approved to allow the code to be changed as voted in the proposal cycle.

Baring any compelling appeals will become part of the 2008 code.  This will be a very wide sweeping issue.

As we turn our attention to Article 600 and electric signs we started with a continuation of the grounding and bonding issue and whether we should include references in Article 600, specifically 600.7 to refer the reader back to different sections of Article 250 the grounding and bonding section of the code. Six of our thirteen comments were directed at this section. There were numerous comments in favor of leaving them in for clarity or removing them knowing the more experienced code administrator would be aware that the first four chapters of the code apply to every installation and the other chapters may amend or modify the first four chapters.  Article 600 can amend or modify the language in the first four chapters when it refers to only electric sign and outline lighting systems. 

Our classic example is being able to use a combined total of 100 feet of flexible metal conduit as a grounding and bonding means when used in a secondary circuit  600.7 (A).  Now one of the common misconceptions is that this section will allow a single section of conduit to be longer then six feet which is not true. The modification is to allow a cumulated total of flexible metal conduit as a bonding means.  This will modify 250.118 (5 c), (6 d), (7 b) where flexible metal conduits are restricted as a grounding and bonding means to six feet total.  The other common misconception is that when used as the return for a secondary circuit it becomes unlimited, this again is untrue. Now we all know we can get more GTO wire then six feet in a #16 gauge ½” conduit and may entertain some testing for a future code change but as of the 2008 code cycle it will still be six foot each with an accumulated total of 100’

The Technical Correlating Committee (TCC) or the code police do not like us referring to articles in other sections of the code.  They feel this adds extra words and confusion to the code arrangement.  They will however, allow references to be used for clarity to other specific sections in the code when appropriate.  This became the issue in the revised 600.7 section and finally the panel got consensus on allowing the references because of clarity and became convinced it would be helpful to the sign installer who is generally not a code expert. 

The next section was 600.12 which was modified during the proposal period to read:

600.12 Field-Installed Secondary Wiring. Field-installed secondary circuit wiring for electric signs and outline lighting systems shall be in accordance with (A), (B), or (C).

(A) 1000 Volts or Less. Secondary circuit wiring of 1000 volts or less shall comply with 600.31. 

(B) Over 1000 Volts. Secondary circuit of over 1000 volts shall comply with 600.32. 

(C) Less Than 50 Volts. Secondary circuit wiring less than 50 volts shall be installed in accordance with any of the following:

(1) Any wiring method included in Chapter 3 suitable for the conditions.

(2) Class 2 wiring methods as provided in 725.130(B)
(2) Where the power source complies with the requirements in 725.41, wiring methods shall be permitted to be installed in accordance with 725.52 (A) or (B)
The comment was from the TCC, which we accepted, to review and act on Panel Three’s comments. Panel Three is the panel who controls Article 725 (Low Voltage) Their comment changed (2) as shown above.  These sections were added and clarified to help with the installation of LED systems related to signs and outline lighting.

The next few comments were to clean up language and things we missed.  The final item was a comment to reverse our rejection of a proposal on the length of exposed GTO from 4” to 2 ½” supported by a fact-finding study paid for by another sign association. The jury is still out on this one and the electrical section at UL is reviewing the test based on practicality. 

The last and longest day brought the panel to closure on the issues, while awaiting the written ballots.

