(note: emails received Jan 3, 2011)

Gentlemen,

I am forwarding comments as Jeff Putnam suggested.

I think I would add to my previous comments that another serious consideration for sprinkler systems (especially those that would require storage tanks and pumping systems) is a question of maintenance on the part of the homeowner.

If I have learned nothing else on this job I have found out that few homeowners know how to maintain the systems they have in their homes. 

Now a sprinkler system is added in the mix for the home owner to have tested and maintained on a yearly basis. 

Most homes owners don’t maintain their septic systems let alone a sprinkler system.

What provisions to the code should be added for maintenance of these systems. It does little good if the system has a problem and the homeowner elects to shut down or by-pass the system until they have time or money to repair the problem or even be aware they have a problem.

Respectfully submitted,

Walter A. Avallone

Happy New Year and greetings to all,

I am wading in a bit late on this but this was the first opportunity I had to read the E-mail.

Here in Sherborn the Town is on wells. There are a couple of buildings in town that have sprinkler systems but this had to be accomplished with storage systems and pump facilities.

Recently we had two projects that applied for building permits that exceeded the 7500 S.F. aggregate floor space and technically required sprinklers. Both appealed to the Sprinkler Board and were successful in obtaining the exemption for sprinkler requirement. Will residential application have the same appeal process.

What happens with towns like Sherborn that have no water supply or the pressure to deliver to a sprinkler system?

Are storage tanks and pump facilities going to become the norm for residential construction and is it fair to impose substantial cost of these systems,

(not only to install but to maintain) when the same burden is not imposed where cities and town have adequate water supplies.

Recently I read an article in the NFPA Journal regarding anti-freeze in systems can contribute to accelerating the fire. I have seen no further information in regards to the article.

Obviously we live in New England and systems are going to have to be protected against freezing in some placements in the residence or some type of construction techniques developed to keep the system within the heated envelope yet out of sight.

And what happens when we have another “storm that stole Christmas”, major power outages and no heat for days with sub-freezing temperatures. Does this expose the residence to an even greater risk of severe water damage when systems freeze and burst.

Should an assumption be made that large residences should have protection but not smaller residences. Does this only protect the wealthy or are safety standards going to be across the board.

I think as Code Officials we have a great deal of questions for residential sprinklers that go beyond just life and fire safety, especially as it appears that the Code writers seem to be of the opinion that “one size fits all”.

Every situation is going to be different and I think a great deal of work and effort needs to be applied regarding residential sprinklers and the questions that go along with not just saving lives.

We all know as Code Officials that nothing is more important than life safety but I would like a show of hand of how many Code Officials, including Fire Services personnel that have installed sprinklers in their home even though it was not required. 

Walter Avallone 
Building Commissioner

Town of Sherborn

