AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ELECTRICAL
ENGINEERS.

New Yorg, September 29th, 1897.

The 118th meeting of the INstiTuTE Was held this date, at 12
West 31st Street, and was called to order by President Crocker
at 8.20 p. M. -

Tae SecrRETARY :—At the meeting of the Executive Com-
mittee of the Council, on September 15th, the following associate
members were elected:

Name. Address. Eundorsed by.
Brack Howarp D. Salesman, Blackall & Baldwin, 7 S S. Wheeler.
West 19th St.; P. O. Box 287 F. B. Crocker.
New York, N. Y. Gano S. Dunn.

BrackaLL, FREDERICK, S. Selling Agent, Crocker-Wheeler S. 8. Wheeler
Electric Co.. P. O. Box 267 New Gano S. Dunn.
York ; residence, Roselle, N.J. I, B. Crocker.

Graves, CHas. B. Senior Student, Tufts College, J. R. Lovejoy.
Mass.; residence, Marblehead, Sidney B. Paine.
Mass, C. D. Haskins.

Srour, Georek H. Representative of Crocker-Wheeler C. S. Bradley.
lectric Co. and Walker Co., T. J. Smith.
Total 4 Box 73 Atlantic Highlands, N.J. 8. S. Wheeler.
otal 4.

Tae PrEsDENT :—Gentlemen, as I appear here rather as an
advocate than as a judge, it is proper that I should not preside at
this meeting. It may be necessary for me to take part in the de-
bate. My connection with this National Conference on Standard
Electrical Rules ante-dated by more than a year my election to
the presidency, and it was not practicable to sever that connec-
tion—certainly not before this meeting. Therefore I shall call
upon Mr. Lieg, one of our Managers, to kindly take the chair.

Mr. Lieb then took the chair.

Tre CrARMAN :—We will begin the presentation of the mat-
ter that is to come before the meeting this evening by the reading
of Dr. Crocker’s report.

518
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The Secretary read the following:
AMERICAN InsTITOTE OF ELkCTRICAL ENGINEERS.

REPORT ON THE

‘“ NATIONAL ELECTRICAL CODE.”

The National Conference on Standard Electrical Rules met in New York City
on March 18th and 19th, 1896. This body was composed of delegates repre-
senting the various Electrical. Insurance, Architectural and allied interests,
and had for its object the adoption of one Electrical Code to take the place
of the many conflicting Codes then in existence. Representatives of the princi-
pal electrical companies were invited to attend the Conference but it was decided
at the meeting that thesc delegates should be made Associate Members and that
the voting membership should be confined to the following Associations :

American Institute of Architects.

AMERICAN INSTITUTE oF ELECTRICAL ENGINEERS.
American Society of Mechanical Engineers.
American Street Railway Association.

Factory Mutual Fire Insurance Companies.
National Association of Fire Engineers.

National Board of Fire Underwriters.

National Electric Light Association.
Uunderwriters’ National Electric Association.

As a result of the labors of this Conference, acting in co-operation with the
Underwriters’ National Electric Association, a revised set of rules has been
formulated to which the name ** National Electrical Code™ has been given, a
copy of which is submitted herewith. This Code has already been adopted or
approved by the following bodies :

Factory Mutual Fire Insurance Companies.
National Board of Fire Underwriters,
National Electric Light Association.
Underwriters’ National Electric Association.
National Association of Fire Engineers.

The influence already exerted by the INSTITUTE in this matter has been most
important; in fact, it is no exaggeration to sany that the Conference would have
failed to accomplish its object had the IxstiTuTE held aloof from it. The re-
presentative of the INsTITUTE was appointed Chairman of the Committee on
Code, which performed the actual work of revising the Rules. The New Code
contains many amendments in regard to the technical requirements, and in
form it has been entirely revised. The latter fact is particularly important, as
previous codes had become & patch-work containing many repetitions and
interpolations. This result alone is a sufficient reward for the labors of the
Conference. It is not claimed that the Code is perfect, but it can be said that
each word in it was carefully considered by & number of men representing the
most diverse interests and points of view. If amendments are required in the
future they can easily be made, the new arrangement of the Code being specitilly
designed to enable this to be done without injury to its general form. In view
of the very great advantages to be obtained by the general adoption of one
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uniform Code for the whole country ; the fact that it has already been adopted
by the most important bodies represented in the Conference, and in order to
complete the powerful and beneficial influence which the IxsTITUTE has already
exerted in this matter, your delegute earnestly recommends that the INsTITUTE
give its approval to the ** National Electrical Code.” This action need not be
an adoption of the Code which would be in any way binding upon the individual
members of the INstiTuTE. All that is necessary is that the INsTITUTE should
approve the Code as representing uniformity and co-operative action. One of
the most important functions that the INsTITUTE can possibly perform is the
encouragement and securing of the very uniformity which this Code so well

represents. :
Respectfully submitted,

FRANCIS B. CROCKER,
New York, Sept. 15th, 1897. ) Delegate.

Tue CaalrMAN :(—Gentlemen, you have heard the report read
by the Secretary in which this new code is submitted for your
considerat on, and I will now declare the discussion open. I
think it might be well, and alsv as a recognition of the labors
which he has bestowed on this subject, to ask Mr. William J.
Hammer if he will kindly open the discussion.

Me. Hamuer:—I would rather have kept qniet just now and
listened to others. I would like to say however, that when Dr.
Crocker prepared his report as delegate from the InstITUTE, there
were only four names which appeared of associations which had
already considered and adopted the National Electrical Code, and
at that time 1 sent a letter to the official delegates of the other
five associations to find out what action if any their associations
had taken, and how soon they proposed to take action, in order
that [ might, perhaps, refer to it here. I at once heard from
Captain Brophy that his association, that is'the National Associa-
tion of Fire Engineers, had unanimously adopted the code, and the
notice was received in time to add it to the other four associa-
tions which had already adopted the code. I have this evening
received a letter from the representative of the American Insti-
tute of Architects, whom 1 had seen personally and who assured
me that the matter would come before the Executive Committee
of hia association, and he gave most positive assurance of its adop-
tion by the American Institute of Architects. His letter, which
I received this evening, says:

‘ Your favor of the 28d received and contents noted. We did not succeed in
getting a quorum to attend the last Executive Committee meeting of the Ameri-
can Institute of Architects: but our annual convention 1s to be held in Detroit
next week, preceded by the Board of Directors, at which time action will be
taken upon the National Code. I have written a report to the convention, and
also to the Directors on the subject which I shall present at the meeting.

Yours very trul{.
Alfred Stone.”

And I might say that I also received this afternoon a letter of
similar import from Mr. Frank R. Ford, delegate of the Ameri-
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can Street Railway Association, who is entirely in sympathy with
this matter, and who has prepared his report for submission at the
meeting of the Awmerican Street Railway Aassociation in October,
and from what we hear, there is every reason to expect that that
association will adopt the National Electrical Code. 'We have
also received a very strong assurance from the association under
whose roof we are now assembled and who courteously extended
the facilities of their house as the official headquarters of the
National Conference on Standard Electrical Rules. It was here
that we held our meeting and had our discussions. It was here
that the Code Committee met, and we as an association have re-
ceived very great courtesies froin the American Society of Me-
chanical Engineers, and from what I personally have heard and
from what Dr. Crocker tells me, there is practically no question
but that that association will approve the National Electrical
Code.

Tuae CraigMaN :(—We would be glad to hear from Mr. Sachs,
who, [ understand, is prepared to discuss the subject under con-
sideration.

Mgz. Josepr Saous:—I did not come prepared to open the dis-
cussion upon this subject. Those who were more intimately con-
nected with the formulation of the code might more properly be-
gin. I would like to come in at the end. There are various
sections of this new code which admit of discussion. The effect
of various changes that have been made in the new, as dis-
tinguished from the old code, might be discussed and some of the
new features criticised. others perhaps lauded. ~Amongst the
novelties, for instance, in this new code, is the permission given to
use plain piye and the recommendation, if it may be so called, of
automatic electro-magnetic circuit-breaking devices. These fea-
tures stand out very distinctly, although there are also quite &
number of others.

De. A. E. KenneLLy :—I think that the InsirroTE is to be con-
gratulated upon the report that has been presented to it this
evening and upon the National Electric Code as it appears before
us in print. We all know how much confusion has existed in
the past from the co-existence of a variety of different rules not
merely in different parts of the country, but in different organi-
zations of the same city. I cannot help thinking that the fusion
of all Ere-existing codes into a single code, if we can secure it, is
80 highly desirable, that we should do all in onr power to bring it
ahout. No doubt many of us may have our own ideas as to pos-
sible improvements in this code, but it seems to me that the ad-
vantage of national uniformity outweighs any objections that
can be urged against any particular rules. I may be permitted
to say that at the time when the INsTiTUTE wWas invited to enter
this National Conference, I had fears that such a conference
might bring the INstrruTE into unpleasant relations with com-
mercial associations, and that bad feeling and dissension in the




1897.] DISCUSSION IN NEW YORK. 81T

IxsTITUTE might ensue. I am glad to find that my fears have ap-
parently been groundless, owing in large measure no doubt to
tact and care of the oflicer deleguted to represent the InstrivTE
at the Conference, and I think we may be gratified by the results
which seems to have been reached, namely the agreement of so
many conflicting interests and so much vested and uninvested cap-
ital upon a single set of rules. I would move sir, that the report
here presented be adopted by the INsTITUTE, be spread upon the
minutes, and that the National Electrical Code as it is here pre-
sented in pamphlet form, be printed in the TrANsAcTIONS.

Mg. Gano S. Dun~n:—Mr. Chairman—I rise to second the
motion most heartily. As Dr. Kennelly has said, there are a
number of things in the code which do not agree with the ideas
of all of us. Being connected with the manufacture of electrical
machinery, there are several items that I would change, but, for
the same reason, I appreciate the value of the code because of its
uniformity, and I cannot fully express how much I feel that it is
desirable for this INsTITUTE to approve this code and thereby as-
sist in supporting it.

-TrE CBAIRMAN :(—QGentlemen, you have heard the motion
made by Dr. Kennelly that the report of Dr. Crocker be re-
ceived, and the code accompanying it be spread upon the minutes
and receive the formal approval o% the InsTITUTE, and you have
also heard the seconding of that motion by Mr. Gano S. Dunn.
We will continue the discussion, if it is your pleasure, before the
motion is put to a formal vote.

Me. C. O. MamLrouvx :—I note that in the latter portion of
Dr. Crocker’s report he says that “This action need not be an
adoption of the code which would be in any manner binding upon
the individual members of the INsTrTuTE. ~ All that is necessary is
that the InsTiTUTE should approve the code as representing uni-
formity and co-operative action.” Now, gentlemen, I think that
that is a very sensible way to put it, and I think that all our
action in this matter ought to be bounded and limited by these
two sentences. That is all that the report asks, and I think that
is all that we should give to it. It asEg merely that the code be
approved as an evidence and a step of progress in the direction of
uniformity and co-operative action. In adopting it in that way
and in that form we are not committing the INsTITUTE or its nem-
bers to any tacit approval of any of its contents, excepting in-so-
far as the said contents may recommend themselves to individual
judgment, and may accord with personal experience as to the re-
quirements which the particular individual in question may pos-
sess. I regret that I have not been able to study carefully the
rules. I have just lately returned from abroad and I found natur-
ally a great deal to do, and two new sets of rules; on my hands,
one issued by the City Fire Department and the new one by the
National Board of Fire Underwriters. 1 have looked into the
two sets only in-so-far as it has been necessary for me to do so to
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aide me in carrying out the work which 1 have had in hand.
jonsequently, I cannot say that I have intimate enough knowledge
of the two sets of rules to be able to speak very exhaustively or
to make any exhaustive comncntary or criticism on either of .
them. I have been struck however with the thoroughness with
which the City Fire Department rules have been worked up. I
could not help noticing that they had gone into a good many
points which are still left obscure in the other rules, and that
they rationalized certain points which had been always treated in
a somewhat arbitrary and empirical manner in all previous rules.
I may note, for instance. the fact of making the insulation resist-
ance required, a function of the working pressure. I may also
note the fact that the separation between conductors or their
distance apart, is made in the city rules, a function of the pres-
sure or potential to be carried by the wires, as it ought to be.
This I understand from conversing with the parties who have
prepared these excellent rules. These rules have been made not
perhaps on a strictly scientific basis, but, as a means of reconcil-
ing in a fashion that at least accords with the facts of experience
and those of accepted practice, so as to produce rules which will
not interfere too much with what has been done in the past, and
at the same time will form a good guidance for what is to come
in the future. Now, while I think that several of the excellent
features in these City Fire Department rules, may apply more
strictly to the work thatis donein and about New York City, yet I
also think that a complete, comnprehensive code, such as a national
code ought to be, should pay some deference to the guod features of
those rules. There are some points there which are very carefully
discussed, moreespecially for instance,inrelation tocut-outs,whether
they be electro-magnetic or panel cut-outs or ordinary porcelain
base fuse cut-outs, the subject being treated in a very logical, clear
manner. There is also this very question of dynamo and motor
installation which Mr. Sachs referred to. I find quite a variation
between the two sets of rules. In New York City, for instance
we are placed in the predicament of one rule asking us to insulate
a dynamo and another rule asking us to ground it, and it would
evidently be a difficult matter in a case of that kind to do what
both ask. I remember once being asked under the old rules, in
connection with a very large building not far from where we are
now, to run wires in moulding with the capping left out. The
next day another inspector came, and insisted, under the same
rules that we must have it on. Of course I could not do it both
ways. Finally, I had to have a conference at which something
like ten different inspection authorities were present, and at which
it was finally decided after several sessions, to do this and also
other details in a certain manner, which by the way, did not par-
ticularly follow the rules. Now, in relation to the installation of
dynamos, to take that point alone, (since I have not sufficient
familiarity with the rules, as I have said to go into it more deeply), it
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seems to me that some reference might have heen made to the
particular kind of dynamos—whether they be for high electrical
pressure or low electrical pressure, whether they be intended for
central stations or for isolated plants. I think it makes a great
deal of difference. With the present direct-connected dynamos
it is & physical impossibility to insulate without detriment to me-
chanical integrity and stability and it is also more or less, in mmany
cases an impossibility to provide an insulated platform around them.
So what is one going to do? One set of rulessuggests that we had
better ground them. T incline to the opinion that this set of
rules may be about right, for an isolated plant and for low poten-
tials, though the circumstances may be quite different in a cen-
tral station and for high potentials. I think that in a central sta-
tion, it might be desirable, especially with higher potentials, to
insulate them under all circumstances, merely on account of the
greater safety to human life. But where danger is not to be
feared, with low pressure, I donot think it makes much difference
whether the machine is insulated or not. It is certainly more
convenient to have it un-insulated, and in that case the trouble or
difficulty will be at the dynamo and will not spread to other
places. Therefore gentlemen, I hope very much that we will
take some sort of action which, while expressing our commenda-
tion and approval of the beautiful work which has becn done by
this committee, will not nevertheless commit us in such a manner
as to compel us, either tacitly or in any other way, to approve the
rules and compel us to stick to them to the disparagement of other
rules that may have a greater priority of action and greater force
upon us. In a municipality like New York for instance, especi-
ally after it becomes Greater New York, it may become a ques-
tion as to which of the sets of rules shall have priority over the
other. I myself believe that these matters should be entirely
controlled by the municipality, and that all other rules should be
subservient to municipal rules. It is certainly very desirable
that there should be only one set of rules, and as the municipal
overnment assumes to dictate and prescribe rules in relation to
the details of buildings generally. and all details which affect pub-
lic life and publicsafety, it seems to me that it can also be prepared
and competent, or ought to be, and that it is within its legitimate
provinee, to institute rules and prescribe regulations which apply
to safety in electrical matters as well as in others. That being
my view of the matter, I would certainly dislike to be placed in
a position where I must disobey one in order to obey the other.
I want to be placed in a position where I can obey the two. ,
With regard to the rules which are not exactly apposite, or
which appear to be somewhat absurd or which include regula-
tions that are not entirely adequate, 1 may state that those things
to a great extent cure themselves. Let a rule be issued which is
incompetent or which is not consistent, and it does not take long to
discover flawe in it; and the ‘“breach” soon becomes more
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honored than the ¢ observance,” because the observance becomes so
ridiculous and so absurd that it is no longer insisted upon. Con-

uently 1 do not look for very much trouble on the score of
rules which are not perfect. No one can expect perfect rules.
All that I would ask is that in regard to those rules which are not
consistent with other rules, (where one is placed in the position
of having to defer to various authorities), that there should be no-
binding action whatever comnpelling one to obey one set in pref-
erence to any other set.

Mg, Hammer :—Mr. Chairman.—Referring to Mr. Mailloux’s
remarks abount insulation of the machine, I would like to call at-
tention to the two sections in the two codes so that you will note
how closely they arrive at the same conclusion. The National
Electrical Code says:

“ Must be insulated on floors or base frammes, which must be
¢ kept filled to prevent absorption of moisture, and also kept clean
¢ and dry. Where frame insulation is impracticable, the inspec-
‘¢ tion department having jurisdiction, may, in writing permit its
“ omission, in which case the frame must be permanently and ef-
«“ fectively grounded. A high potential machine which, on ac-
“ count of great weight or for other reasons, can not have its
 frame insulated from the ground, should be surrounded with an
. “ insulated platformi. This may be made of wood, mounted on
“ insulating supports and so arranged that a man must always
“ gtand upon it 1n order to touch any part of the machine.”

Now the City Fire Department rules cover that point in this
manner.

¢ Must each have the frame permanently connected to ground
“ unless surrounded by an approved insulating platform which
“ will be required for all generators of over 300 volts. Platform
“ must be of sufficient size to prevent personal contact with gen--
¢ erators except from platform.”

It seeme to me they are synonymous.

M=. Marcrovx:—I think they are far from being synonymous.
The national rules have a string tied to the permission for doing
it while the city rule says distinctly it is only for machines of a.
certain potential. It brings in the important point I made that
the question whether the machine should be grounded or not de-

ends upon the pressure of the machine which is to be installed.
fthink of the two rules, no one who is familiar with installation
work will doubt or dispute that the city rule is much the inore.
logical, consistent and perfect.

Mgz.C. M. Gopparp :—They say that faint heart never won fair
lady. I suppose the fair lady we are after to-night is uniformity
of rules. ’P ere does not seem to be any difference of opinion on
the subject that uniformity of rules 18 an extremely desirable -
thing. We never shall get uniformity by discussing the details
of the rules in a meeting like this to-night. I have been very
closely connected with this matter of rules as far as the under-
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writers are concerned, and for the last seven years I have labored
as best I could to secure uniformity of rules among the under-
writers. I do not believe there are many gentlemen here, except
those who have been connected with the National Conference,
who realize the difficulty that we had to secure such uniformity
among the underwriters. It was worse really than the effort to
secure uniformity among all the different interests that are con-
nected with electric installatione. There are a great many more
independent boards of nnderwriters, than there are national asso-
ciations which have been working on these rules, and every board
of underwriters had its own code of rules. Of course some of
them agreed and some of them did not, and we had to get' to-
gether and the majority had to win the day, the minority had to
yield. There are portions of these rules that I do not agree with
at all. They are not very essential points, but there are many
things in the rules that I would like to see changed, and in our
meetings of the delegates we discnssed those points and I did my
best to get them changed, but if I was outvoted that ended it un-
til the next meeting. There are details in these rules to-day that
robably we shall want to change within a year. There are un-
goubtedly points in the New York City Fire Department rules
that are better than these; but you cannot put them into the
rules at this meeting. There are a number of bodies that are
connected with the getting up of these rules and younare only one
of them. The time to make changes is when we have our next
neral conference. If there is anything wrong with these rules
1t is sure to come out, and we are sure to find it out and it is sure
to be recognized and they will be changed. 1 believe that the
AMERIOAN INSTITUTE OF imc'rmcu ExcINEERS to-night has an
extremely important,—I was going to say duty, I will call it func-
tion, to perform. I would rather see these rules approved by
this InsTiTUTE than by any of the other bodies represented in
the Couference, and I do not mean with any string to the a
roval either. I want to see Dr. Kennelly’s motion go througﬁ:
want the AMERIOAN INsTITUTE OF ELEOTRICAL ENGINEERS to
take a stand one way or the other, and either say that they will
or that they will not approve the rules. I do not want them to
say that they approve of uniformity. Of course we all approve
ofy uniformity. We will never get uniformity unless we have
something to start with. You have got a set of rules here which
represent the best efforts of delegates who were supposed to be
competent to represent the various national bodies which were
collected together in the National Conference on Standard Rules.
I have some personal knowledge of the amount of labor that
these gentlemen put into this work. The rules were submitted
and re-submitted, they were studied over and worked over. The
wording of them has been worked over and studied over and they
have done the best they could. They believe they present some-
thing to you to-night that is better than anything that has been pre-
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sented to you before. I think these gentlemen here present
believe that. They do not believe it is perfect, they do
not say it is perfect, but they do believe it is a
step in the right direction, and that we have got to
take that step before we will ever advance a second step, and
I hope that the INsTiTUTE to-night will take these rules as they
are, and not go into the details nuless they find glaring errors and
1 do not believe they can find those. I do not believe that there
are any glaring errors in these rules ; if there were they would
certainly have been discovered by some of the representatives who
have been at work on them, they would have been discovered
when they were presented to the National Electric Light Associ-
ation. I am sure that we will get nearer to uniformity by adopt-
ing the rules which have come from the representatives of these
nine national associations connected with electrical work, than we
can by accepting any other one set of rules whether it be that of
the Nyew York City Fire Department, or the Pheenix Fire Office
of England, or whatever they are. I believe that your delegate
to the Conference presents to you here to-night a set of rules
which is in advance of any other as a whole, and I believe that
the gentlemen here present, if they would study these rules and
were as familiar with them as I am, and I think I can say advis-
edly that I do not believe there is anybody that is more familiar
with them ; I have read the proof of these rules at least ten times
during their printing, besides having seven years experience on
the previous rules, working on them as Secretary of the Under-
writers Association—if they were as familiar with these rules as
they might be, they would tind that these differences which they
claim exist, could be explained away in just the same way that
Mr. Hammer has explained the difference between the New
York City rules and the National Code in regard to the ground-
ing of generator frames. The Inspection f)epsrtment havin

jurisdiction—which is it? What is it? Ifitisin New YorE
City it may be the Fire Department of New York City, it does
not say the Underwriters’ inspection department, it says ‘ the in-
spection department having jurisdiction.” The National Code
gives permission to the inspection department having jurisdiction
to allow the omission of frame insulation if you find it impractic-
able. I think that any man would feel that it was imprac-
ticable to disobey a city ordinance. The New York City Fire
Department rules say you must ground your generator, and the
National Code says you may—there are reasons from the under-
writers’ standpoint whyif a generator can be insulated from the
ground we prefer it, but we realize perfectly the absolute impos-
sibility of the direct-connected machines, the heavy machines not
being Fropnded. It would be worse than if they were grounded,
and all we say is in such cases, ground them, and ground them
THOROUGHLY. I do not believe you will find so muny differences
in the rules as yon may think on the first reading, and I do hope
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that whatever the INsTiTuTk does to-night, the members will
come out fairly and frankly and say either yes or no.

Dr. Cary T. Hurorinson :—1I think the last speaker ignores
the entire difference between the position of the INstrrure and
that of the underwriters. It is the function of the underwriters
to secure the greatest possible safety in all work, so as to diminish
a8 far a8 possible the fire risks and the consequent losses; that i-,
the interest of the body is chiefly one of dollars and cents. The
InstrTUTE, however, should take a broader position, and should
concern itself with the engineering features, and should not en-
dorse any plan which involves ba.g engineering, even though it
may seem to increase the safety of the work.

ree with the previous speaker in saying that these rules
shoulllg receive the approval of the INstiTuTE, yet I think this ap-
proval should be qualified by some form of recommendation, lead-
ing to the modification of certain rules, which I think involve
unwise limitations on the engineering puints, without any corre-
sponding increase in the security of tﬁe work. To illustrate, rule
12, section n, pruvides, “For the diminution of electrolytic cor-
rosion of underground metal work, ground, return wires must be
so arranged that the difference of potential between the grounded
dynamo terminal and any point on the return circuit will not
exceed 25 volts.”

As this rule stands, no engineer will be permitted to lay out a
trolley system involving a maximum loss of more than 5% in the

round return. It seems to me obvious that this is an unwise
imitation, and is entirely too sweeping in its scope. '

Rule 39. Section @, reads, “Secondary wires must be installed
““under rules for high potential systems when their immediate pri-
“ mary wires carry a current at a potential of over 3000 volts.”
This rule refers to what are classed as extra high potential sys-
tems, that is, over 3000 volts in & primary. Under this rule
when direct transformation is made from, say, 3500 volts to
anything below 300 volts, the secondary wires must be run on
porcelain insulators, separated at least four inches and in plain
sight. This practically prohibits the use of such secondary
wires in any building. ‘

The only alternative is to make a double change from the 3500
volts, or wgatever it may be, to the secondary ; that is, to install two
sets of transformers. This would involve a very considerable in-
crease in cost, would somnetimes require space which is not avail-
able, and would greatly increase the complication of the sys-
tem.

The explanation following this rule indicates thut it was framed
to apply chiefly to danger from lightning striking the high pres-
sure overhead wires. It does not seem that underground circuits
were considered at all, yet it is plain, the rule would apply to high

ressure underground feeders run in conduits. The rule also
1mplies that the insulation of the transformers is the weakest part
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of the system ; whereas at the present day, I think that moset
engineers would agree with me in saying that the insulation of
the transformers is the strongest part of the system.

The engineering plan excluded under this rule, is now in use in
almost all of the high pressure plants in the country. For instance
at Sacramento, Portland, Fresno, Pelzer, Columbia, and at other
places that I do not now recall. S8hould this rule be adopted, all
such work would be prohibited.

I have talked with several members of the Conference regard-
ing this rule, and can find no one who remembers any discussion
on it. It seems to have escaped the notice of those present.

These two rules illustrate my position in saying that the Instr-
TUTE should not endorse bad engineering. I have no doubt that
there are other rules of similar character. I think, therefore,
that Dr. Kennelly’s motion should be amended, so as to provide
for the re-consideration of such rules as these, while endorsing
the National Electrical Code as a whole.

TrE CrarMAN :—I see we have with us this evening Mr. A.
H. Henderson, Chief Inspector of thc New York Fire Depart-
ment. May we hope to hear from Mr. Henderson in further-
ance of the discussion?

Mkg. Arex. HENDERsON :--] am not in a position to discuss
these rules here to-night, gentlemen. I did not expect to be
called on to take any active part in the discussion this evening.
I came simply as a guest of the INsTiTUTE, and for that reason
may not be able to go very thoroughly into detail. There is ap
parently an impression that there is a vast difference between the
rules recently published by the Fire Department, and the rules
published by the National Board—the National Electrical Code
which we are now discussing. As I understand the matter, I do
not see that there is any great difference between the two sets of
rules. A great deal of care was taken in drawing up the munici-
pal rules, to follow the priuciples of the National Electrical Code
and to so express those principles as to make feasible rules and
to make them apply to the work that is being done in New York
City, realizing that no set of rules that was national could be a

lied locally for all classes of work. We have work going on 1n
Klew York City that requires different expressions and different
interpretations of rules, and we have taken the old national code
and endeavored to interpret it and amend it to suit the require-
ments of to-day in New York City only, without any reference
whatever to national work, or work in other sections of the coun-
try. I do not think that the municipal authorities have any de-
sire to do anything but follow the principles laid down in the
National Electrical Code. If there was any evidence of any such
desire I should certainty be one of the first to combat it, becanse
I think that the National Electrical Code that was first published
in 1892 is one of the grandest pieces of work that was ever put
into print so far as electrical installation is concerned. I think
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that national code covers the entire ground in a wide, broad form,
but it certainly can be modificd and can be amended to suit local
conditions. 1 do not think that the framers of thecode intended,
in fact I am positive that they did not intend the code as printed
to-day to cover the requirements of every city in the country.
There are various statements that you find in it, that certain
rales must be left to the decision of the local inspection board or
local boards or bureaus having jurisdiction.

Mz. Hamumer :—I would like to add a word to what Mr. Hen-
derson has said. A similar condition of affairs existed in the city
of Boston. C‘zptain Brophy, who was the expert of the Com-
missioner of Wires there, brought up before the Code Committee
of the National Conference certain points which he felt their
local conditions necessitated taking cognizance of, and there was
%uite a lively discussion for some time upon those points which

aptain Brophy brought up. Mr. Goddard was there at that
meeting and he will appreciate it.  And finally Captain Brophy
realized that the question of recognizing one single standard code
was of such tremendous importance that these local conditions
need not affect the sitnation at all, and his association was pre-
pared then to recognize the National Electrical Code and the
suggestions governing certain local points there were put in as an
appendix to cover points which, as Mr. Henderson said, are
purely local conditions which they have to deal with ;and it
seems to me that should be done here, and I amn very glad to hear
Mr. Henderson express himself so strongly in favor of the recog-
nition of the National Electrical Code, use [ think that the
Fire Department will also recognize the National Electrical Code
and that we will have but the one single code here in New York
a8 well as throughout the country. It is only a shoit time ago
that we had four or five of them here. The Edison Illuminating
Company had their code, and they had their own inspection.
Mr. Fremont Wilson who represented an independent set of in-
surance interests adopted the National Electric Light Association
Code and used that. The New York Board here, practically
adopted the rules of the National Board of Fire Underwriters.
But they introduced modifications, making \quite a different code
in certain respects, and then the City Fire Department came in
as & new element with its set of rules, so that there were four or
five different sets. Now it is self-evident that that sort of thing
introduces immense complications, canses immense loss of time
and money, and much inconvenience and annoyance. Kveryone
here must recognize that this code is not absolutely perfect, but
we must stick to the main point which is the recognition of some-
thing that will represent uniformity and be the standard code;
and I think that Eir. Goddard and the insurance men here will
support me in stating ‘that anyone, whether he is an electrical
Ian or an insurance man, or represents any allied industry, who
desires to bring his recommendation or criticisms, before those
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who will hereafter control the future editions of the National
Code, will receive respectful attention, and if I am not mistaken
Mr. Goddard said a little while ago *“ they are bound to receive
recognition.” 1 do not think there is any doubt of that. 1 am
very glad this discussion has taken place, becanse the matter was
taken np at our meeting at Greenacre, Maine, and as there was a
comparatively small attendance thereat the time, Dr. Crocker and
myself and others ohjected to its being discussed at that mecting
and requested that the matter be deferred to a special meeting
here in New York City, in order that no one might feel that
there was an attempt to force this thing down anyone’s throat,
but that it should be thoroughly discuseed and that the InstiTUrTE
would act only after an intelligent discussion of the subject.

MR. Gopparp :(—Mr. Chairman,—I would say one word in re-
ply to what Mr. Hammer has said in relation to the meeting of
the Underwriters Association. The Electrical Committee of the
Underwriters Association is composed of twelve, I think, but if
any of you attended our meetings you would not know there
was any committee. We usually have from forty to fifty present
at the meetings, and never in the five years that the association
has been in existence and the Electrical Committee been meeting
have we taken a vote of the committee. Every gentleman who
is present is given the full privileges of the floor and of voting.
It Ylas not been confined to the underwriting interests, as Mr.
Henderson of the New York City Fire Department and Mr. Cole
of the Boston Wire Department, and Mr. Stern of Denver, and
Mr. Haskins of Chicago, have been present at those meetings and
taken part in the discussion and voted just the same as though
they were members of the committee. and we should be glad to
see every member of the INsTITUTE at our meetings, and if you
will all come we will manage to find a room big enough to hold
you. I do not suppose you all will come. I wish more would
come. Itis certain that for our December meeting, invitations will
be sent in some way to all of the societies which have been rep-
resented in the National Conference to be Eresent at the meet-
ing of the committee and to take part in the discussion and in
the voting. They will undoubtedly be accorded the full privi-
leges of the committee, and that ie the time to make changes in
the rules. You cannot do it here. That is the time to bring up
the different points in the rules. It is usually done by taking
the rules up section by section. We start at the beginning, and
we read the first section and ask if there are any suggestions or
improvements to be made and go right through the rules one
after another in that way, and we have done that year after year
for the last five years, and it was the result of these amendments
or changes being hitched onto the different rules that made the
re-codification of the rules necessary, and that aloné has been
worth all the work that has been put into the whole conference.
Uniformity is worth all the work that we could ever put into it.
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But the re-codification is worth a great deal. It has brought the
rules up to date so that they are intelligible and up to the present
practice in electric installations. But every gentleman here may
rest assured that he will be welcome at our next. December meet-
ing. We hope not to make many changes then in rules thathave
been issued such a short time, but any important changes that are
called for, of course will be made, and the gentlemen will be wel-
come to discuss the rules and to vote on the changes, and there
are enongh members of the INsTiTUTE to outvote the twelve
members of the Klectrical Committee of the Underwriters I am
sure. '
Mg. S. DaNA GREENE :—It seems to me that Dr. Hutchinson
has indicated the proper course for the INsTITUTE to take with
reference to these rules. As he says 1 do not think anyone will
dispute with the other gentleman who has spoken as to the tre-
mendous advantage in having one uniform set of national rules
recognized by the various underwriters’ associations as well as
by engineers and manufacturers. But I do think that the Ins-
TITUTE should have a proper regard for itself with respect to
technical points, and that some aetion should be taken by it to
study the rules from the engineering standpoint to see whether
they have any recommendations to make for changes. I quite
agree with Mr. Goddard that it is impossible to take rules which
are as extensive as these, and which have taken so long to pre-
e as these—to take them in one night or a couple of days and
g:rable to discuss them intelligently. But I think that the point
raised by Dr. Hutchinson with reference to high potential cir-
cuits is very well taken, and that neither the engineer nor the
manufacturer interested in the high potential power tranemission
installations of to-day is worried about the insulation of the trans-
former. He worries less about that than about any other part of
the line, and it seems a very great hardship on a company in-
stalling the transmission line, that it should be obliged either to
observe all the precautions of high potential wires on the second-
ary circnits or else introduce a double loss by introducing another
set of transformers. I am not clear as to whether the National
Conference is to be continued as a body to which suggestions and
recommendations can be made for the changing of these rules,
and I should be very glad to have some information on that sub-
ject. It seems to me, however, that it is the duty of the InsTI-
TUTE, while approving these rules as they stand, so that they may
be passed upon officially by the INsTiTUTE, to appoint a commit-
tee of competent engineers to study these rules carefully so that
they can suggest any modification which from the engineerin
standpoint, sg(e)u]d be in the opinion of the InstiTUTE adopted,
and if the National Conference is to be a continuing body to
which suggestions of that kind can be made, I should like to
make a motion, if it is in order, that a committee of thatkind be
appointed to study the rules and to make such recommendations
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at a later meeting as they see fit. I move that as an amendment,
that the rules be approved, and that a committee be appointed
simultaneously.

Me. Hamuer :—I suppose it is necessary in this connection to
answer Mr. Greene’s question about the Conference and also to
explain the first pages in the special edition of the code, and the
fact that it is printed as a special edition. When the National
Conference met in this room it held a session of two days and
then adjourned, leaving the matter of the preparation of the code
in its final shape in the hands of a code committee of seven, with
the President, ex-officio, 8 member of that committee, and they
were to report back to the Conference, and 2 motion was made
that the date of the calling together of the Conference should be
left to the discretion of the President. The Code Committee
represented the principal associations that are represented in the
National Conference. A fter they had prepared the code and it
had met with their unanimous approval, the question came as to
the advisability of calling the Conference together as a body. If
you will look over the list of names that are given there of those
who attended the previons meetings of the Conference, you will
see that they came from all over the Umited States. To have
called those gentlemen together again would have necessitated a
good deal of inconvenience and time. merely to receive the re-
port of the Code Committee and practically endorse their findin
which undoubtedly would have been done. After consulting the
various gentlemen who attended the meeting of the Conference
it was decided that it would be unnecessary and inadvisable to
call the Conference together as a body, and the code was then
published by the National Board of Fire Underwriters and
through its courtesy the facilities of its printer were extended
to the National Conference on Standard Electrical Rules
and this special edition was printed. In order that those who
took part in the Conference and particularly those who contri-
buted financially to assist its work, should know what was done
with the money that was appropriated, and in order to bring to a
satisfactory conclusion the work of the Conference, the special edi-
tion of the code, also includes the reports of the officers and Code
Committee, together with a list of those who took part in the
Conference, and it has been understood among the members of
the Code Committee and others who have discussed the subject,
that it was inadvisable to call the Conference together at any time
in the immediate future; we felt matters could be safely left in
the hands of the National Board of Fire Underwriters on*condi-
tion that they would do as they said that they positively would do,
throw their meetings open to anyone who has any interest in
criticising and discussing and improving the National Code, and
that at any time in the future, whether it be near or far, if the
occasion should arise when it would seem to be advisable to call
together the National Conference again, that these various associ-
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ations would be again called together to take further action.
Personally, as the presiding officer of the National Confer-
ence, I de not believe that that will be necessary. and it seems to
me that matters should be left to stand as it has seemed best in
the judgment of the gentlemen identified with the Conference to
allow them to stand, and therefore I do net think that the mem-
bers of the Conference expect to be called together or will be
called together in the immediate future, and if this proposed
committee is aPpuinted, which I think is an admirable saggestion
of Mr. Greene’s,—their recommendations should be made to the
National Board of Fire Underwriters.

Tae CaAIRMAN :—Before having any further discussion on Mr.
Greene’s amendment I would like to ask if Mr. Greene’s motion
has been seconded.

Mz. Hammer:—I would like to second that motion, in-so-far
a8 it relates to the appointment of the committee, if he would
make that as a separate motion.

Tae CHAIRMAN :—As | understand it, Mr. Greene offers an
amendment to the original motion, which has been seconded by
Mr. Hammer, that the code of rules as presented, be received and
adopted by the INsTITUTE and that a committee be appointed from
the INsTITUTE to receive suggestions as to desired modifications
of the rules, that committee to report to the National Conference
or the National Board of Fire Underwriters at their next meet-

ing.
n%h. GrEENE :—You have not got my motion quite right, Mr.
Chairman if you will excuse me. My suggestion was that this
committee should be a committee of the INsTITUTE to report to
the INsTITUTE a8 to whether it, the INsTITUTE, should recommend
any changes in these rules: if so, that the changes should be
made. In making that motion I asked the question which Mr.
Hammer has now answered, whether the National Conference
was & continuing body, and it seems to me that that was an im-
gortaut part of the proceedings here to-night. If the rules which
ave been formulated by the National Couference consisting of
nine associations, of which the National Board of Fire Under-
writers is one, are to be adopted, it seems to me that thatorgani-
zation should be continued, to consider any possible modifica-
- tions, because it hardly seems proper that the National Board of
Fire Underwriters, however good their intentions may be, and
however competent they may be to revise these rules, should
have sole say with reference to their revision, when they have
been adopted and passed upon by eight other national organiza-
tions, as well as the Underwriters’ Aasociation. It does seem to
me therefore that the National Conference should be kept intact
a8 & body, and that it should be called together periodically, or
whenever occasion requires, by the President of the Conference;
and I move an amendment to Dr. Kennelly’s motion, that the
rules be approved by the INstiTuTE a8 & whole, and that a com-
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mittee be appointed by the Council to report to the INsTiTUTE at
a future meeting any revisions which in their judgment are de-
sirable, and which should be recommended to the body originat-
ing and formulating the rules.

%In. MarLroux :—I would like to move an amendment. to Mr.
Greene’s motion by inserting after the word ** approved;” the fol-
lowing sentence: * In the sense suggested in Dr. Crocker’s report.”

Mgr. GreENE:-—] accept Mr. Mmﬁzux’s amendment, and I wonld
like to say with Dr. Crocker that all that was necessary is that
the InstrTuTE should approve the code as representing uniformity
and co-operative action. I think that is what Mr. Mailloux had
in mind.

MgR. Sacus:—Mr. Chairman,—The main function of a set of
rules is to set down certain principles and not to dictate the
style, quality or economy of the construction adopted. It is ut-
terly impossible to codify all the various views of those interes-
ted, in regard to each specific class and style of construction.
Each particular type of constraction or installation work may be
governed by certain essential considerations. This code for
instance, has been evolved by representative men who are thor-
onghly familiar with the needs of the day. One of our own
most prominent mewmbers, in fact our President, has represented
this INsTiTUTE, and | think that he has been most thoroughly
competent in the discharge of his duties. Notwithstanding this
fact, when it comes to the question whether these rules agree
with all the other national rl?les, we will find that they certainly
do not. While perbaps certain lines are followed, yet there ‘are
details which may modify the basic idea in the wrong direc-
tion. The desired code must be safe, but not essentially econom-
ical, or in keeping within any specific construction ideas. As Mr.
Goddard has saidg, these rules are not infallible. They contain
elements that he himself does not in fact think are correct. But
they give us to a great extent a certain basis of operation which
can be handled and moulded afterwards to suit general conditions
as they come up. A uniform code throughout the country can
only be possible, if every interested body adopts thesame basic
law which may be modified to meet specific cases, but should not
be changed in any one particular case. It appeared to me that
some of these possible modifications might be discussed here, but
probably this work can best be done by a committee as sug-
gested.

De. Hutcuinson :—Mr. Greene’s amendment implies the con-
tinuing existence of this National Conference, since it says:
“That the Committee shall report to the body making the rules.”
‘We have just been told that tﬁe Couference is not & continuing
body, and therefore, it seems that there is no body to which this
committee could report.

Mr. HaMMer :—1 do not think the gentleman has been told
that. If within a week, the gentlemen who took part in the
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National Conference decide that a meeting should be called, as
I am still in the Chair, I should feel it incamnbent upon me to call
that meeting at once, and if a report of that kind 1s sent to the
National Conference, it would certainly come before myself as
President or before Mr. Woodbury as Secretary and be submitted
to those gentlemen who are associated with the National Confer-
ence, and it will then probably be sent to the National Board
of Fire Underwriters—but there would be no difficulty
about that, nor should there be in finding out where it could
be sent.

TeEe CealRMAN :—I understand then that that National Con-
ference or the Code Committee of it is still in existence ?

Mg. 1l ammER :—The National Conference on Standard Elec-
trical Rules has never been dissolved. It has as yet not been
called together for that purpose.

Tae gBAIBMAN :—I think that is & sufficient answer to Dr.
Hutchinson.

Dr. Huieminson :—It seems to me that the re-assembling of
the Conference is purely a matter of grace, and not a' matter of
right. Mr. Greene's amendment would imply the approval of
the rules, coupled with the possible opportunity of modifying
them when the Chairman of the Conference sees .fit to call that
body together again. There is no assurance that the Conference
will meet again.

Tar CuarrmaN :--I understand Mr. Hammer as President of
the Conference to say that he would be prepared to call a meet-
ing at any time. '

R. Hammer :—At any time ; within a week, or a month or a
year.

Dr. Hurcrinson:—Understand me, I do not oppose the ap-
proval of these rules. I intend to vote for their approval, but I
wish them to be approved in such a way that the InstrruTE Will
have left to it a clear and definite plan, by means of which
certain obnoxious rules can be modified. I think the appoint-
ment of this committee is a cumbersome way to accomplish this
object. The matter should be left in the hands of the Council.
I, therefore, think Mr. Greene’s amendment inadvisable.

Dg. KenNeLLy :—I1 think that I voice the general sentiment in
saying that nearly all of us are in favor of adopting the report ;
but some of us are in doubt as to the consequences of such action.
No set of rules can be perfect, and even if the members of the
InstITUTE Were appointed to frame such a code of rules, there
would no doubt be dissentient opinions. The approval of this
code of rules by the INsTrTuTE 28 2 body does not of course mean
that each individnal rule receives the unqualified endorsement of
the INsTiTuTE. Besides, changes in rules must come in a growing
science and art, such as ours, and we may reasonably hope that
such changes will steadily eliminate from the rules all require-
ments which may prove to be imperfect engineering. I hope,
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. therefore, that the rules, as they stand, may meet with the hearty
approval of the members at the present time.

BE CHAIRMAN :—We will now proceed to put the original
motion of Dr. Kennelly’s a8 amended by Mr. Greene and re-
amended in part by Mr. Mailloux. Will you kindly read that
motion.

The stenographer read the amended motion as follows:

** That the report which is here presented be adol)ted by the INsTiruTE, be
spread upon the minutes, and that the National Electrical Code. as it is here

resented to us in pamphlet form, be printed in the TraNsAcTIONS; that the rules
approved by the INSTITUTE as a whole, in the sense suggested in Dr. Crocker's
report, and that a Committee be appointed by the Council to report to the Insti-
TUTE at a future meeting any revisions which in their judgment are desirable and
vliieh"should be recommended to the body originating and formulating the
rules.

The amended motion as read was then adopted.

Mx. Gopparp :—I would like to say just one word in corree-
tion of what Mr. Hammer has said in rpeaking of the National
Board of Fire Underwriters. He should have spoken of the Un-
derwriters’ National Electric Association, as it 1s their Electrical
Committee that has charge of the rules for the National Board,
and it might perhaps interest the members here to note that three
members, Mesers. Merrill, Fitz Gerald and French, of the Code
Committee of the National Conference, are members also of our
Electrical Committee, so that your Code Committee always has a
pretty Eood representation there, and if we attempt to do any-
thing that is very, very bad, I think Mr. Hammer, as President
of the Conference, would hear of it.

Me. Hammer :—Mr. Chairman, before we adjourn, I would
just like to say one word—I intended to say it before, and that is
to congratulate the INsTITUTE On its appointment of Dr. Crocker
as Chairman of the Code Committee, a8 no one whether connec-
ted with the National Conference or outside of it can appreciate
his disinterested work and his energy and ability more than I,
and in going to the various meetings, held in New York, Boston
and elsewhere, and holding conferences with him on many occas-
ions, I have been in a position to know that Dr. Crocker has

iven an immense amount of his time, and sacrificed his personal
Interests, and even his own health to the worries and anxieties of
this code, and it has been a very difficult piece of work, and pos-
sibly you gentlemen who see it printed in this shape do not real-
ize a.llythis. A great deal of that burden has fallen on the Chair-
man of the Code Committee, and I feel that it is no more than
just, to say this at this time in aptprova.l and endorsement of the
earnest and disinterested efforts of Dr. Crocker in this direction.

Tae CHAIRMAN::—Gentlemen, after this rather lengthy die-
cussion 1 think we all of us heartily appreciate the efforts that
have been made by the INsTITUTE’S representative, and I should
be very glad to entertain a motion that the INsTITUTE pass a vote
of thanks to Dr. Crocker for his work in this direction.

[Mr. Mailloux rose.]
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Mg. Gopparp :—] am going to get ahead of Mr. Mailloux on
that, because I stand here in a sort of dual capacity as the repre-
sentative of the underwriters as well asa member of this INsTITUTE,
and as their representative I feel that I would like to move that
the InstTrTuTE extend a vote of thanks to your delegate. We
would like to do it ourselves. We have found him always ready
to meet with us and talk with us, a gentleman and a sciolar in
every respect, and I move you, sir, that the INsTiToTE do extend
to Dr. Crocker, the delegate to the National Conference from
this INsTITUTE, & hearty vote of thanks for the labors which he .
has bestowed on that work in preparing this ‘¢ National Electrical
Code.” - .

Mg. Mariroux :—Mr. Chairman, I would like the privilege of
seconding that motion, because I want to have Dr. Crocker feel that
I appreciate to the full limit this work, even though I claim the
privilege of having opinions of my own which may differ some-
what from his. It is no compliment to say of Dr. Crocker that
he has done this particular thing well, because he does well every-
thing that he does,—as well as he can, earnestly and truly. He
is known to all of us as & hard worker and & man who is terribly in
earnest—perhups too much so—about everything he does, a man
without fear or favor, and who tries to do his « %ead level ” best,
every time. In this case the gratifying reports which we hear
from the people that have been associated with him in this work
are merely a corroboration of the observations we have made our-
selves in relation to his work, and I want to testify to my deep
sensefof appreciation of the earnestness and thoroughness he has
manifested in this particular work. I can understand the diffi-
culties Dr. Crocker has had to contend with in working over
these rules. I have been troubled by indigestion and loss ogsleep
many times from underwriters’ rules and I have to do with them
possibly as much as any member of the INstrruTe. My work is of
a character that brings me into intimate contact with them. Con-
sequently, I can appreciate any effort that is made to improve
them and any good work that is done in behalf of better rules.
So that I think I have certainly had good opportunities to see the

ood work he has done, and knowing the personal character of
i)r. Crocker so well, his earnestness and devotion and zeal in any-
thing that he undertakes, I feel sure that no comment could be
too eulogistic or too full of praise for the work he has done at
this time. I may not, at present, be disposed to accept all his
conclusions, but I certainly commend his efforts, admire his ap-
plication, and applaud his ability and energy.

TreE CHAIRMAN :—QGentlemen, you have heard the motion,
which it gives me particular pleasure to put, that the thanks of
the InsTITUTE be extended to Dr. Crocker for his able and excel-
lent work as reiresenting the AMericAN INsTITUTE OF ELECTRICAL
Encineers on the Code Committee. Those in favor please say aye.

The motion was carried unanimously.
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Tae Cuairman :—Before asking for a motion to adjourn, I
hope Dr. Crocker will take the Chair and put that motion him-
self and favor us with any remarks, as we have not heard from
him.

Dr. Crocker:—( In the Chair). Gentlemen, 1 am deeply

rateful to you for your very hearty expression of thanks to me.
? must confess, however, that it is somewhat tinged by a feeling
that the action taken by the INsTiTUTE i8 not what 1 should have
liked to see done. I am sorry to have to make that statement,
but I feel called upon to do so, because in my opinion the mat-
ter deserved better treatment. While in my own report I said
that no binding adoption was called for, I think a wmuch more
clean-cut approval could have been made. Even now 1 do not
know whether the Code is to be printed in the TraANsAcTIONS.

Mg. HamMeR : — Certainly.

TrE Presipext :—If not, I should certainly suggest a motion
that it should be, becaunse the discussion will appear in the TraNs-
Actions and [ think the Code will stand comparison with the
discussion.

[ Adjourned ].

NATIONAL CONFERENCE ON STANDARD ELECTRICAL RULES.
13 WesT 818T STREET.
New York, Dec. 10th, 1897.

RaLpe W, Porg, Esq., Sec'y. AM. INsT. oF ELEC. ENGINKERS,
26 Cortlandt St., New York.

Dear Sir:—In printing the report of the meeting at which the ‘* National
Electrical Code” was discussed and approved by the Institute, I trust that
cognizance will be taken of the fact that in addition to the six Associations
whose names were given as having already approved of the Code; that approval
was subseqluently given by the three (3) remaining organizations, t. e., the
American Institute of Architects, the American Street Railway Association,
and the American Society of Mechanical Engineers

Respectfully submitted,
WyILLIAM J. HAMMER,
President of National Conference
on Standard Electrical Rules.
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Discussion 1N CHIcAGo.

The meeting of the Western memnbers of the AMericaN INsTI-
TUTE OF ELECTRICAL ENGINEERS was called to order in the Lecture
Room of the Armour Institute of Technology, Chicago, Ill.,on
September 29th, 1897, at 8 o’clock, by Vice-President Stine.
The discussion was opened with Mr. A. S. Hibbard in the
Chair.

Tae CaairMaN, ( Mr. HisBarp ):— Gentlemen, we have for
the consideration of our meeting to-night rather an important
matter for us as members, and for all of us who are interested in
wiring, or the operating and installing of wires. We are fortun-
ate in finding in these rules which have been furnished us, the
result of & number of meetings, which have been held during
the past year, and compiled by the delegates from our own asso-
ciation, from the American Institute of Architects, the American
Society of Mechanical Engineers, the American Street Railway
Association, and representatives of the insurance and municipal
interests. There are a great many rules given, but, I think in
reading them we will find that they are the result of former rules,
modifications in many instances, and showing improvements in
many others. It will not be possible, of course, 1n the limited
time of this discussion, to take them up, one by one, or paige by
page. In a general way, however, and in the interests of the va-
rious members, it will be possible to consider them.

We are fortunate in having at our meeting to-night one of the
members of the body by which these rules were formulated,—
Mr. W. H. Merrill, of the Chicago Underwriter’s Association. I
think, after we have heard from some of our members in a gen-
eral way on the subject, it will give us all a great deal of pleas-
ure to hear from him. It is suggested that tizne discussion of the
subject in general and as much in detail as our various members
may wish, will be begun by members of the InstrtuTe. It isin-
teresting to know that the members of the InstiTuTk in New
York are taking up the same matter to-night, and there is no
reason why the general work we do should not follow the line of
what takes place there this evening. 1 would like Mr. Pierce to
begin the discussion.

B. R. H. Pierce:—I did not expect to be called upon to
start up the discussion, for I have not taken any time to make
special preparation for it, and had no warning. I am a little
ashameg to acknowledge that I have not followed up the recent
discussions and papers that have been written on this subject.
There has been so much written on this question, and everyone
has had so mych to say about it, that I really got tired of tryin
to keep posted on all the views, and just whose ideas are embotg
ied in the recent changes, I am sure I don’t know.

I think I am hardly the one to start the discussion to-night, for
the reason that the on{y way to get what is really a good discussion
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—that is, the pros and cons of a subject of this kind, is to
start up a strong spirit of antagonism and oppose the rules. That
would awaken the champions of the cause, and would bring out
a discussion. I have in tll:e past put myself in such a position
that I could not consistently play the role of an opposer. I'hope
there is some one here who has some interest, from a commercial
point of view,—some one who will take exception to parts of
these rules, because we have a good champion in Mr. Merrill to
bring out all there is to say on the otker side. The only thing
that I have heard againt the rules lately, was said by a manufac-
turer of wire. He said he sold but very little of his highest
grade of wire, becanse the rules specify a long list of wires, and
a customer who wants to wire a building is told that he must use
one of the wires designated by the underwriters. Instead of
stating a certain make, the customer simply says that it must be
& wire specified by the underwriters. ~This geutleman told me
that as a result, the cheaper grades of wire have become still
cheaper ; that they make them as cheap as they can be made
and put on the market, and on account of this demand for an in-
ferior product, he sells more inferior than high grade wire. The
moral to all this is that we should not look upon the Llectrical
Code as being a complete .gﬁeciﬁcat/ion. I think that we are all
very glad, those of us who have occasion to draw up specifica-
tions, to have something which governsas well as this Code does,
all branches of the work in a general way. It is only a few
years ago, when, in writing up specifications, nineteen-twentieths
of the specifications consisted in a description of methodsand de-
vices necessary to secure safety, and it was simply covering in a
poor way and in many words what is covered in a very good
way, and in a few words in this Code. Now, instead of writin
fifteen or twenty pages of details, we simply say: *Such an
such things must g:gin accordance with the latest edition of the
National %;ode.”

But the architect and the man who wants to put in a plant or
installation, without any specifications, simply states the capacity
of his plant and machinery, how many lights he wants, and then
states that the work must be done according to the National Code,
and thinks he has done the whole thing. I think if I were to
make any criticism at all, it would be on the way the Code is
used ; it is used often for something for which it was not de-
signed ;—that is, it was not intended to take the place of specifi-
cations. The engineer and the architect are supposed to take
care of them. If I understand the object of the e it is to se-
cure safety to those who handle and use the electrical energy,
and there is little that can he added in the specifications now 1
the way of securing safety excepting in the selection of such ma-
terials and methods as are particularly adapted to the special
conditions. If engineering work could be classified so that we
would have a certain numger of cases and designate them, so we
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could find Case No. 1 and use such and such material, Case No.
2, use so and so, it would be different. But it has been my ex-
perience that every piece of work, where you try to get the best
results for the least money, is, to a certain extent, a special case.
Whereas the Code, of course, treats every kind of a case in a

neral way, of course it does not and cannot particularize in
these special cases. This may be a small point to dwell upon,
but I have in the past spoken so enthusiastically of the Code and
acted as its champion among central station men and others whom
its requirements have. hit in the pocket, that I have not left very
much ground on which to stand to criticise it. I hope that there
may be some one here who has given the matter more thought
than I have, and who will start a discussion which will bring out
the views of both the friends and the opponents of the code.

THE CHAIRMAN:—] think that the remarks of Mr. Pierce
have brought out a tangible point or feature which underlies all
the rules, and as he has brought up one point of criticism, possi-
bly Mr. Merrill will help us out, as these points are brought up.
If he can answer that particular point now and some other point
later on, as it shall be brought up, it will save his time, and en-
able us to take it up while it is fresh in our minds.

Me. W, H. MerriLL :—I know that Mr. Pierce, as the author
of a work on the National Electrical Code, and also as the
author of a paper on this topic read before the Northwestern
Electrical Association, can hardly be expected to start out and
criticise the rules. He overlooks the fact, however, that the list
of wires is not published in this book. The rules, as he states,
were formulated solely along the linesof promoting safety, and
were not intended to cover specifications that an engineer should
be called on to supply. The rules governing safety do not take
into coneideration whether a man puts in a machine that is twice
too large for his plant, or not. Every installation needs an en-
gineer in addition to an inspection under this Code. The engin-
eer may do the inspector’s work, but the inspector cannot do the
engineer’s

B. A. V. ABsorr:-—The tendency of civilization is, it seems
to me in every direction towards specialization. In savager
each man supplies his own wants and furnishes himself by his
own labor, with all that he needs. With the progress of civili-
zation, however, the time soon arrives when it 1s imposssble for
each individual to supply his increased diversity of wants, and
humanity splits into divisions, each one selecting some different
line, or avocation, and becoming therein an expert, while succeed-
ing generations elevate the particular branch to a higher point
than the majority of his competitors. Thus, as a result we
presently learn to depend largely upon the labors and efforts of
others for the supply of our multitudinous desires. In no di-
rection is this tendency more marked than with engineering. It
is barely 20 years ago since civil engineers were the only members
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of the profession, whereas now the art has been sub-divided,
and electrical engineers, mechanical engineers and sanitary en-
gineers share the honors with the older members. Such a sub-
ivision is particularly necessary in engineering, for during the
last few years, the scope of the profession has broadened to such
an extent as to make it impracticable for anyone to become even
a partial expert along all lines. This is markedly the case in
dealing with electricity, for in electrical lines we are handling a
form of energy that is comparatively new, one in which experience
is exceedingly limited. It is a particularly subtle and elusive
form of energy, and while on the one han(i these very qualities
enable it to be handled and made subservient to the welfare of
mankind in ways impracticable with other forms of energy, it is
on the other hand correspondingly dangerous and difticult to con-
trol, and liable when treated in an ignorant and unskilful manner
to do a correspondingly greater amount of injury. However, in
this respect electricity is not exceptional, for there is scarcely
anything employed in the service of mankind, which, if improp-
erly used or ignorantly treated, is not prone to become a source
of danger. This is markedly the case in medicine, with steam,
with explosives, and with machinery of all kinds. The fact that
electricity has been so recently applied and that its introduction
has become so rapidly widespread, makes it particularly .neces-
sary that it should be skilfully handled under proper rules and
restrictions, and for this reason I think we should be gratefnl at
the present time for the care and pains which have been taken in.
forming a code, giving such rules and instructions as the best
present experience indicates advisable in dealing with this form
of energy. At best there is s0 much that is unknown about
electrical installations that they are certain to become sources of
extreme hazard if they are not introduced in the best and most
gkilful manner, and it is impossible to expect that the mass, even
of artisans, will understan'd completely a subject that fifteen years
o had but two practical applications. Men in active life find
it difficult to keep pace with ordinary events, to say nothing of
thoroughly acquainting themselves with the strides which have
been taken by electricity. Now the best experts in the country
have taken the matter in hand and have here formulated a Code
so simple and yet comprehensive that ordinary mechanics can, by
strictly following the same, build safe electrical installations.
The Code, perhaps, has still another vocation, for we are aware
that in all classes of builders and constructors there is a tendency
not only to do ignorant work, but that which is unscrupulous as
well. We are acquainted with the existence of builders who
take contracts at such prices that it is impossible for them to ful-
fil them without either loss of money or the evasion of the proper
methods of construction, and unless around such unscrupulous
constructors a hedge is built so ti%htly and so carefully as to
prevent them from thus unscrupulously introducing defective




1807.] DISCUSSION IN CHICAGO. 539

work, the public is bound to suffer; but if, from time to time,
such a set of rules and regulations as we are now considering be
formulated, and if it be adopted with so strong and vigorous pub-
lic spirit as to render it impracticable for unscrupulous as well as
ignorant artisans to evade the same, it will be ﬁossible to obtain
a quality of work and grade of materials which shall, on the whole,
be best suited for the purpose, and will in the long run greatly
conduce to public safety and convenience, and by relieving the
public mind of the fear of danger from electrical installations,
will o¥erate asa most powerful stimulant to the further expan-
sion of electrical industries.

I am, therefore, of the opinion that while perhaps a canvass of
the Code at present, and, it may be, a revision of the same from
time to time in the future, as experience shall indicate modifi-
cations to be desirable is advantageous, the important duty lying
before each and everyone of us, is to take this Code up in our
daily practice and by all the weight and influence in our power

to see that its spirit and intention are carried out as completely

a8 possible.

R. S. G. McMeEN :—Is it expected that this meeting of
the eastern and western members of the INsTITUTE, be the time
and season when the stamp of approval will be placed upon the
Code if at all, or will it be voted upon to-night?

Tre CuarrMAN :—(MR. HisBarD). . It is my understanding,
that if the Code, as it stands, meets with the approval of the
meeting here and in New York to-night, it will be in order to

-recommend its adoption by the Council of the AmMErICAN INsTI-
TUTE OF ELECTRICAL ENeINEERS. If it is the sense of the meet-
ing that it is a good thing, such a recommendation will be made
to the Council. Our President, Dr. Crocker, who was a delegate
to the meetings which resulted in this Code and rules, made a
report to the INstituTe which will be read shortly. He endorses
the Code and gives his reasons very briefly and well, and he un-
doubtedly is an attendant at the meeting in New York to-night.
In his absence, we have his report, which we will hear after we
have had a little more discussion, either on the general or the
more specific matters relating to the Code. I do not understand
that it 18 expected, on recommendation of a Code like this, that
we obligate ourselves to never vary from the Code, any more
than that we never vary from the Golden Rule, and several other
things of that kind, but it is intended as showing what we would
recommend and desire to bring about in our own work.

Without bringing shop matters into the discussion too much, it
would be interesting, I am sure, to hear from some of the rail-
road people present. We would like to know how aset of rules,
such a8 we have here, appeals to a trolley man as applied to a
trolley road, and whether he feels that his plant is improved and
benefited by them, and whether they are reasonable and
right. I wish also that we might have an expression from a
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wer man, one representing power plants of some kind. There
been, perhaps, a feeling that the trolley road was essentially
a new thing, and while it has been improving tremendously in
detail during the past five years, it has been extending so fast
many of us have felt that its management frequently either
had not the time to look into details and keep off its neighbor’s
toes, or, perhaps, did not want to, and failed to recognize reason-
able rules designed to curb and govern them. Other people, I
am sure, feel that such regulation is beuneficial. Whether the
trolley road representatives feel that way or not they can say
better for themselves.

Mgr. R. E. Rionarnsox :—I do not know as I can say much on
that subject, although I have given considerable thought and at-
tention to it in econnection with insurance risks, etc. 1 believe
we will all agree that the best thing that has been done in the
way of insurance rules in regard to trolley wires, was the making
of the rule which absolutely prohibits the carrying of a street
railway circuit into buildings, and using this current for motors
or lighting, which necessitated a ground in the building. Itis to
my mind the very best thing in an individual rule that the elec-
trical underwriters’ fraternity ever made in taking the ground
circuits of a high pressure current out of, or preventing them
from going into buildings.

There is one thing which crosses my mind not in relation to
trolley work or railway work, but a point which it seems to me
the Code has net exactly reached as yet. Imay bespeaking from
ignorance, however, as I have not carefully read through the last

ode. This is the question of line appliances in the way of
safety devices, sockets, etc., for the present fashionable 220(-volt
work. I had occasion lately to examine a number of 220-volt
lighting plants and found they were using exactly the same cut-
outs, same sockets, fixtures, etc. throughout that are designed
for 110-volt work. While there are now 220-volt switches on
the market, I do not think there has been anything done in the
way of manufacturing sockets, fuses, etc., especially for this
voltage. In one of the plants examined, I asked the engineer
what he was using for sockets, cutouts, etc. He replied he was
using the same as for 110-volt work, and in answer to my ques-
tion 1f he did not have a great deal of trouble, he said: « 6!1 no;
once in a while they barn out.” A few moments later, I noticed
a switch which was nicely cooked and asked him if that was not
one of them. He rep{ied, “yes.” Going farther, I found
numerous cases of the same sort. It seems to me that the 220-
volts for lighting is at present the prevailing fashion, a great
many plants of this voltage being put in, and I do not think that
the supply manufacturers are prepared for it. For instance,
take an ordinary socket which can be bought for one-half or
one-third of what ought to be paid for a good article. These
sockets are not suitable for a 220-volt break, as with this pressure
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an arc has little trouble in being formed in the socket. It is
the eame way with many of our fuse blocks.

I do not suppose for a moment that this subject has been lost
sight of by the underwriters, but perhaps it is something that
they have not yet had time to get into the rules. My own ex-
perience in examining a number of installations with this pres-
sure is, that there is a great deal of trouble and a great many
burnouts in the fixtures and in places where they would not
have occurred, I am sure, if the ordinary 110-volt or low voltage
current was in use. I will be pleased if Mr. Merrill will advise
us a8 to what has been done in this regard in the way of havin
the manufacturer supply a line of material especially designeﬁ
to accomodate 220-volt ecircuits. .

Mg. MerriLL:—I agree entirely with Mr. Richardson that the
fittings at present on the market, with but very few exceptions,
are unsuitable for use at 220 volts; I would go further and say
that many of them are unsuitable for use at 110 volts. As far
as the Code is concerned, however, I think the matter is fully
covered. All of the rules relating to switches, cut-outs and
similar appliances specify, first, that the manufacturer’s name or
trade-mark should be stamped on the goods where it can be
plainly seen; second, that all of these fittings must operate suc-
cessfully at 25 per cent. excess voltage and 50 per cent. overload
in amperes under the most severe conditions they are liable to
meet with in practice. These are the general provisions for all
fittings. Besides these, you will find detailed specifications for
the construction of many common appliances. Their use at 220
volts, 440 volts, 500 volts, and all voltages, is covered in these
specifications. In that respect, this edition of the Code is far in
advance of the ’96 edition.

Mz. Pierce:—I believe that all of us ought to say exactly
what we think about this Code, especially those of us who are
engaged in engineering work, and I believe we would all sa
that the Code fulfils the purpose for which it is intended so well
that it does not seem fair to criticise it. But I think, inasmuch
as the Code is a matter of evolution, that if we have any one
with us who considers the Code imperfect, or who has anything
to suggest a8 to how it could be improved, we would all gain
something by hearing it. I notice a gentleman here who rep-
resents a branch of the art which as yet has not been repre-
sented in onr meeting here to-night, and while I do not wish to
intimate that he is not an engineer, at the same time he is
interested more especially in the supply business, and the changes
in the Code may have helped him or may have created some
trouble for him, and perhaps he will give us some insight into
the matter. The gentleman I refer to is Mr. Burton,

Mk. C. G. Burron :—It has occurred to me in looking over
the list of authors who are responsible for the revised rules, or
as it is termed, the National Electrical Code, that the electrical
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associations, underwriters’ associations, architects, and varioue
other people are represented, but there is one man who is obliged
to stand the brunt of all these changes, and who I do not find
represented here, and he is the much maligned supply man. It
is an easy matter to formulate a set of rules and say: “ We will
allow such and such an article.” On the strength of this state-
ment, and practically a guarantee, the supply man, who is on
the alert for money-making products, lays in a nice stock in
anticipation of a profitable venture, but is soon notified that the
use of this particular article is prohibited and to make it still
more emphatic, photographs and descriptions of the articles are
widely distributed. Now where does the supply man come in?

I was very much taken with the remark made a few moments
ago in which our friend advocated the idea of compelling the
manufacturer to get out a hetter quality of apparatus. In’84
I traveled about the country trying to sell electrical apparatus
and among other things a very poor grade of socket for which
I endeavored to secure 85 cents. At one time I took an order
for quite a quantity at 80 cents and the firm very promptly
turned me down. I presume it cost them as much as 15 or 20
cents to manufacture. I can now sell a better socket and make
a fair profit at 8 cents. Now this idea of compelling the manu-
facturer to make better apparatus is not correct. You com-
mence at the wrong end of it. What should be done is to com-
pel the consumer to use a better grade of material, and the
manufactarer and the supply man would be only too glad to
sell him a better class of material. Under present conditions a
dealer will put in a large stock of sockets, for instance, which
cost him a certain figure. He possibly soon ascertains that his
competitors are selling sockets at a much lower price than he
can afford. His only recourse is to compel the manufacturer to
make a cheaper socket which enables him to meet competition.
As long as the consumer will purchase and use a cheap, low
grade of material, just so long will the manufacturer and the
supply man handle material of that character, but in all this the
supply man is the one who is blamed because he sells such poor
material, whereas the real reason exists in the fact that the un-
derwriters and others in authority do not comnpel the consumer to
use a better grade.

With reference to the matter of wire, I notice for the first
time that the revised National Code omits a long list of wires
that it formerly contained. I presnme that this was due to the
efforts of our underwriting friends, and also to the overwhelming
gense of injustice that they must have felt in putting their stamp
of approval so indiscriminately upon anything and everything
that bears: resemblance to wire. The house with which I am
connected sells a good wire; has been selling it for 8 to 10
years. Our frien(i, the publishers of newspapers, have been
able to declare dividends on the basis of money expended in
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advertising and pushing this particular product. We still sell
that wire at fair prices and at a fair profit. Under present con-
ditions, however, the customer asks for quotations on wire,
which we readily make. If there are unsatisfactory and he wants
lower quotations, we quote him on another wire that we can
purchase in the open market and which we can sell him at about
two-thirds the cost of our regular and standard wire. He in-
quires if this cheap wire is approved by the underwriters and
we can but answer that it certainly is, and we are further willing
to guarantee that it does not contain over 60 and 10 per cent.
of mud. The fact is that we can make more money selling the
cheap wire than we can the high grade of wire which is simply
due to formerly indiscriminate endorsement by underwriters’
associations. 1'nder these conditions it is but natural that the
consumer should use the cheap wire where he has no interest at
stake subsequent to its installation, and it is this condition of
affairs that has led to a great deal of this cheap quality of con-
struction, against which there seems to be g0 much objection.
It is to the interest of the supply man to be enabled to sell a
better quality of material of alrﬁinds. The supply man acts as
a go-between. We do not manufacture or originate material;
we handle material which has been originated and manufactured
by some one else, which we offer to the consumer. We would
much prefer to sell a good article at 15 cents than two poor
articles at 74 cents each. When we sell staple and satisfactory

oods to a customer we get his good will and the assurance of

is future patronage, but if we sell him a poor affair the danger
exists that it will influence him against us, so betwixt the dis-
position of underwriting concerns to call for a high standard,
and the disposition of the consumer to purchase a c%eap article,
the supply man is kept continually in hot water, and is practically
blamed for all the poor material. Surely we are a much ma-
ligned fraternity.

Mr. Ricrarpsox:—In answer to the gentleman who has just
spoken, I would say that I was once connected with a large electri-
cal supply house and think the facts in the case are these: That
the supp{y man has a disease, but does not go to the right doctor
for a cure. Ile does not want to go back to the manufacturer
for redress, but should work in harmony with the underwriters,
and just as soon as he, the supply man, will refuse to buy or
sell an article, which is not first class, (and he admits it is poor
policy to sell an article of inferior quality), he will then have
no further trouble with his sockets, etc., no bargain counter
referred to, and the customers who have bought his goods will
come back to him for more of the same kind instead of being
dissatisfied and going elsewhere. It seemsto me the supply man
has as much opportunity to help out in bringing up the standard
of electrical material and appliances as the underwriters them-
selves.
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If the supply man, as above stated, will not buy or sell cheap
goods, it naturally follows that the other fellow, the construction
man, cannot get and use inferior material. It does not seem to
me that the keeping of seven or eight grades of a material,
ranging from poor or worthless up to good quality in order to
catch all classes of trade, is in harmony with the Code or the
spirit in which it was written.

As previously stated, I was once connected with a very large
supply house and can state from experience that the money
made by that house and the reputation they gained was not
made or gained by the sale of cheap goods. Where good goods
are sold, they are sold to stay sold, and where poor goods are
sold, they usually come back, the customer staying away. I can
well remember when the sockets referred to sold for 85 cents,and
it may be that a better socket than these were can now be sold
for 7 cents, but I doubt it. A good socket, I do pot think it
necessary to tell this audience, cannot be built for 7 cents and
it is just these little things that tell in an installation. An im-
mense amount of time, energy and money is spent to bring up
the standard of a piece of machinery, as, for instance, a dynamo,
to get a high field, coonmutator and armature insulation, and
then some Y&ltry little cheap 5 cent device is connected up to
the system that destroys the entire insulation of the installation.
It does not seem to me that the supply man is such a terribly
maligned individual, and if he has an ailment, the cure rests
largely with himself.

HE CHAIrMAN :—I would like to bring out the fact, that
the rules we are looking over are not solely underwriters’ rules.
They have heen made by the representatives of the national
institutes of architects, electrical engineers, mechanical engineers,
street railway and electrical lighting people, as well as by the
underwriters. I don’t think the underwriters even had a ma-
jority in the meetings. I think that if the representatives of
the architects, railroads and electric lighting associations wanted
to, they could have out-voted the underwriters, which they do
not seem to have done. I have no doubt if there was an asso-
ciation of the people who make the goods, they would have
joined in the same fine, We have no set of rules for the supply
men or for the manufacturers. It would interest us to hear
something on'the broad matter of the rules themselves, from
the ﬁentleman who was one of the board which made them up.
I will ask for some final remarks from Mr. Merrill.

Mr. MEerriLL:—The printed history of the rules tells the
tale from start to finish, and this Code is its last chapter. This
history {ou may read in the little books which I have sent here,
and I think probably it will prove more interesting to you in
the form in which it is there presented than it would recited by
me. The Code itself is not a fire underwriters’ code any more
than it is a life underwriters’ code. The life insurance people
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might be just as much interested in this Code as the fire in-
surance companies. The Chicago Fire Department and other
-city departments have adopted it. It is of just as much interest
to architects, electric lighting men, central station men, supply
houses and electrical contractors as it is to us. The remedy for
-existing evils does not lie wholly with the fire insurance man.
He is a pretty charitable sort of dperson, spending something like
‘$150,000 a year in the vain endeavor to educate the people u
to good construction, and it is unreasonable to expect him in
cases to prevent poor construction. The matter is one of general
interest, and it should always be one of general education. I
would be very glad if it could be taught in the public schools.
Some day, perhaps, it will be. It seems to me that an institu-
tion of such a national character as yoars, and one having such
great potency in the matter of the standard it adopts, should
consider it within your province to further this work, to give
the stamp of your approval to a set of rules which has been
*very largely compiled by your own delegate, and in this waﬁ
help along the general cause, in which we are all very mue
interested, I am sure.

Pror. W. M. Sting:—T havein mny hands a report which is being
presented in New York this evening by Dr. Crocker. He isa
member of this National Conference.

Prof. Stine read the report, see page 514.] .

R. MERRILL :—The Conference Eas been invited to co-operate
with the Underwriters’ National Electrical Association at its-
meetings, and consider any revision, extension, or amendment
to the Code. Itis not expected that it will be necessary to make
any changes in this general wording for, we hope, at least two
years to come, but we propose to meet again in December to
talk over all‘the suggestions of improvements which we might
receive in the meantime from any source, and if there is nothing
to be revised at that time, we propose to let it stand as at

resent. The future work will be in the hands of these various
interests, and in the event of changes of any consequence being
made, it will be the duty of your delegates to report to you for
further action.

Mkr. A. V. Assorr:—I would like to ask how this Code com-
pares with similar documents in England.

Mgr. MEerriLL:—It is altogether different. British practice,
of course, differs from American practice ; and while I am not
very familiar with the construction work going on there, I
should judge the code of rules recently adopted by one associa-
tion in England, compared with this Code, could be called crude.
That code has been refused by a number of fire offices there,
each preferring to retain former methods. They are in the
same danger there that we have been in here for several years,
not only in their organization as to a code, but, beyond that,
«<ach fire office has a code of its own, which makes it very much
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more embarrassing than to have a code agreed upon by even all
of the insurance companies. It may be that practice in Eng-
land is carried on so conscientiously that such rigorous handling
of rules and their enforcement is not necessary. I can see no
other explanation for their being apparently so far behind the
times in the way of rule-making.

Mr. AsBorr:—The code of rules that I had reference to has
been received within the past month. I noticed that the car-
rying capacities were somewhat larger than ours.

Pror. StiNe:—I would like to read the following resolution :

Whereas, The rules and requirements for the installation of wiring and ap-
tus for electric light, heat and power, known as the *‘ National Electrical
e,” ure the result of the united efforts of the various electrical insurance,
architectural and allied interests represented in the National Conference on
Standard Electrical Rules, composed of delegates from the
American Institute of Architects,
American Institute of Electrical Engineers,
American Society of Mechanical Engineers,
American Street Railway Association,
Factory Mutual Fire Insurance Companies,
National Association of Fire Engineers,
National Board of Fire Underwriters.
National Electric Light Association, and
Underwriters’ National Electric Association, and

Whereas, This Code iz shown to be the best at present available for use from
the fact that it has been adopted by the various municipal and insurance in-
spection departments of the country, as well as by the National Electric Light
Association and the National Board of Fire Underwriters and other bodies, and

Whereas, Representatives of the AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ELECTRICAL EN-
GINEERS, headed by the present President of the INSTITUTE, were important
factors in its com pifstion;

Therefore be it resiloed, That the ¢ National Electrical Code” be and hereby
is endorsed for general use as a standard set of specifications governing the
safety of clectrical equipments, and

Bs 1t further resolved, That this Code be recommended to the Board of
Management for adoption as the standard of the AxMerIcAN INSTIPUTE OF ELEC-
TRICAL ENGINEERS. )

Mr. Abbott moved, and the motion was seconded, that the
above preamble and resolutions be adopted. The motion was
carried, and the above unanimously adopted, whereupon the
meeting adjourned.






