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A meeting of the Board of Building Regulations and Standards (BBRS) was held at 1 p.m. on Tuesday, January 10, 2012 in the Ashburton Café, One Ashburton Place, Boston, MA 02108.

PRESENT

Brian Gale (BG), Chair– Building Official from a Town

Alexander MacLeod (SM), Vice-Chair - Registered Architect

Rob Anderson (RA) 




-Chief of Inspections- Buildings



Richard Crowley (RC) -Building Trades 

Kevin Gallagher (KG)




-Head of a Local Fire Department

Jerry Ludwig (JL)


-Registered Professional Engineer (Mechanical)
Gary Moccia (GM), - Registered Professional Engineer (Structural)

Douglas Semple (DS)




-Building Official from a City

Stanley Shuman (SS)





-General Contractor of Commercial/Industrial Buildings 

Harry Smith (HS)




-One- and Two-Family Homebuilders
Timothee Rodrique (TR) – Designees for Stephen Coan, State Fire Marshal, DFS

ABSENT

Tom Riley (TMR) and Mike Guigli (MSG), Don Finocchio (DF), and Todd Grossman from DPS were present as well as others as indicated on the attendance sheet, which is on file at the Board. These minutes contain some record of discussion but essentially just motions*, seconds, votes, and actions. Documents that were either viewed or discussed at this meeting are listed in, or below, this table of minutes. 

*Motion, Second, All (if unanimous BBRS vote)

	Public Hearing  

	Old Business (OB) 
	Time

	Chairperson BG called the meeting to order
	1:03  

	OB #1 BBRS approved the December 13, 2011 meeting minutes.’ (HS, DS, All) 
	1:04  

	BG recognized State Representative Tony Cabral who provided testimony on the hardship that the CSL exam places on persons not well versed in English. He asked for consideration to offer exam options to persons with expertise in construction supervision but who do not have strong English language skills. Staff took an action to place this topic on the February 14, 2012 agenda.
	1:19

	OB #2 Action Items from Previous BBRS Meetings:

b.
A brief summary of the Model 15 Goal was presented which is to achieve a building code in 2015 that uses the I-codes of that year, with a minimum of MA amendments. This goal was approved at the September 13, 2011 BBRS meeting. The action contained in the Model 15 Goal was to have each of the 4 active advisory committees review their 8th edition MA amendments and recommend to the BBRS whether or not amendments may be deleted. Amendments to be considered were those that don't reduce or show equivalency to construction costs relative to the International Building Code 2009 (IBC), but are not required via M.G.L., or a unique MA condition.  Further, per the Model 15 Goal, if the amendment is to remain the committee is to present ‘valid life safety statistics that justify the increased initial construction costs and/or increased life cycle costs’. Each chair was directed to present their work in 15 to 20 minutes max. Below is a summary of the committee presentations and the documents under consideration. 
Structural Advisory Committee (SAC):  (1:20 to 1:51) Chair Joe Zona presented a summary of recommendations found in ‘MA_Amendment_Cost_Summary_SAC_2012_01_10_final.doc’. SAC is proposing changes to the snow load tables that will retain or reduce current values to those found in ASCE 7 in general, with some specific exceptions. Wind speed values will be brought in line with ASCE 7. Other recommendations include, but are not limited to, deletion of amendments pertaining to certain live loads and reduction allowances. Retention of the family of amendments that define snow drift loading conditions was recommended to remain and will be forwarded to the ASCE for consideration. Recommendations for deletion of + cost MA amendments to the International Existing Building Code 2009 (IEBC) have already been approved by the BBRS. An amendment to address unreinforced masonry buildings is under review by SAC. BBRS approved an action to have Staff work with SAC to develop a set of code change proposals, consistent with the recommendations provided at this meeting, for consideration at the February 14, 2012 meeting (DS,HS, All) 1:51.  As part of a related BBRS discussion staff took an action to forward to the SAC for review, the metal building roof purlin presentation that was given at a previous BBRS meeting. Feedback by BBRS is sought on whether or not current code requirements address the use of purlins adequately to avoid instances of failures of these structural components noted this last winter season. Additionally feedback is desired what existing building purlin configurations if any, as allowed by previous code requirements, may pose a design safety risk.
Chapter 34 Advisory Committee (C34AC): (1:52 to 2:08) Chair Mike DiMascio presented a summary of recommendations found in ‘MA_Amendment_Cost_Summary_C34AC_2012_01_10_final.doc’
He revealed that most of the + cost MA amendments to the IEBC are present due to M.G.L. or other CMR references, but that after use of the code for some time, there are a number MA amendments that are proposed for deletion. For example, amendments pertaining to egress requirements (number of exits, fire escapes, etc.), are either found elsewhere in the IEBC or Chapter 1 of the IBC.  He provided justification on why some + cost amendments (for example, peer review of performance compliance method and debris chutes) should be retained. Also discussed was a proposal to strip out many amendments that simply refer the reader to a M.G.L or CMR. And instead enhance the ‘scope’ language of the IEBC.  BBRS approved an action to have Staff work with C34AC to develop a set of code change proposals, consistent with the recommendations provided at this meeting, for consideration at the February 14, 2012 meeting (DS,RA, All) 2:08.  
Geotechnical Advisory Committee (GAC): (2:09 to 2:22) Geotechnical Advisory Committee (GAC): (2:09 to 2:22) Chair Steve Kraemer presented a summary of recommendations found in ‘MA_Amendment_Cost_Summary_GAC_2012_01_10_final.doc’. His opening comments indicated that most of the MA amendments to Chapter 18 are either cost neutral or negative. The cost + amendments involve very small potential additional costs.  Of the five cost + amendments, one is being recommended for deletion. Two pertain to the requirement for geotechnical consideration, to some extent, of all building projects (via a change from Seismic Design Category C or D to B). GAC believes that the required evaluations (such as liquefaction) are  a necessary safety check that can be addressed summarily for many projects by the registered design professional, and not necessarily one with a geotechnical specialty. And since geo-seismic hazards such as liquefaction are site specific they should be addressed regardless of the building occupancy category. One amendment is considered a safety issue pertaining to determination of the water table for all building having below-grade space. The remaining + amendment is judged to be consistent with MA General law as relating to not favoring certain building materials over others.  Further GAC has agreed to forward certain MA amendments with national benefit to the ICC for adoption. BBRS approved an action to have Staff work with GAC to develop a set of code change proposals, consistent with the recommendations provided at this meeting, for consideration at the February 14, 2012 meeting (RA, SS, All) 2:22.  
Fire Protection and Fire Prevention Advisory Committee (FPFP): (2:24 to 3:22) Chair Bob Carasitti presented a summary of recommendations found in ‘MA_Amendment_Cost_Summary_GAC_2012_01_10_final.doc’. His opening remarks noted that FPFP made a number of changes to the document that was originally created by staff. These changes show that most Chapter 9 MA amendments don’t add cost relative to the 7th edition of the code, and in some cases change a + cost (by staff) to neutral. In addition, historical perspective and FPFP views were presented on number of + cost amendments, among these: the exclusion of building separation into ‘fire areas’ and mandated use of manual pull stations and sprinklers in more cases than required by the IBC.  In discussion it was noted that installing sprinklers versus separating a building may increase the cost on a small project and decrease the cost on a bigger project. Discussion also focused on mandated pull stations and that a more detailed justification is required. . BBRS approved an action to have Staff work with FPFP to develop a set of code change proposals, consistent with the discussion and recommendations provided at this meeting, for consideration at the February 14, 2012 meeting (DS, HS, All) 3:22.  
a. and e. RC submitted to staff via email on 01-10-2012  draft recommendations on the recertification process for manufactured builders. Staff will review this with RC and Steve Kennealy and provide a recommendation to the BBRS at the February meeting. BG noted that this may have relevance to the Signature Builder Q&A topic so he requested that both items be discussed and voted on at the February BBRS meeting.
	

	OB #3 

a.
 After an introduction on each proposal from DF the BBRS began discussion and votes on code change proposals from the December 13, 2011 public hearing. 
1. BBRS voted to delete ‘2010_12_10_Chapters 9 and 53 Sprinkler Antifreeze Exclusion_Haagensen.doc’ and promulgate ‘2011_11_14_35.0_ Reference Standard Code Change_NFPA_2010_13_13D_Antifreeze_redline_only_C.doc’ in its place. (SM, GM, All) 3.55. In essence this proposal requires that sprinklers systems for both the residential and base volumes, conform to the 2007 editions of the NFPA standard, except for the requirements for antifreeze only, which must come from the 2010 editions. Further the BBRS approved a motion that this substitution does not constitute a significant change relative to the original proposal which mandates an outright ban on antifreeze for systems used to protect dwelling units (RA, DS, All) 3:56  
2. BBRS approved for final promulgation ‘2010_12_19_504.2_Height_Limitation_Option_2_Hastings.pdf’ (DS, HS, All) 3:58
3. BBRS approved for final promulgation ‘2011_05_03_115 AA_ Adopt_Rescind_Language_Staff.doc’ (HS, RS, Approved with DS↓) 3:59.
4. BBRS approved for final promulgation 2011_05_06_Chapter 13_HERS_&_Passive_House_Compliance_Paths_Finlayson.doc (HS, GM, Approved with DS↓) 4:00.
5. BBRS approved for final promulgation 2011_05_07_115AA_Use_ of_IECC_2012_Tables_Finlayson_01_10_2012.doc (HS, GM, Approved with DS↓) 4:06.
After votes on these proposals TG requested that the BBRS consider the EO485 small business impact statements. After discussion and review the BBRS approved the small business impact statements on the proposals noted in items 1 to 5 above (DS, GM, All) 4:11.

At this point, BG noted the time and suggested that the remainder of this agenda item be tabled until the next meeting so that each and every proposal can receive proper consideration. BBRS approved that items 6 to 10 and 11 to 30 be tabled for discussion and vote until the February 14, 2012 BBRS meeting (DS, GM, All) 4:13.  
	

	New Business (NB) or Other

	NB #1: BBRS approved 75 CSLs issued from November 3, 2011 to January 5, 2012 (DS, HS, All) 
	4:15

	NB #4 BBRS approved the recommendations and impose the actions contained in the December 7, 2011 BOCC minutes with the exception of the CEU extension granted to Kevin Pooler until medical justification is submitted. (GM, HS, All)
	4:17

	NB #6:  After discussion the BBRS approved an official interpretation in ‘Native Lumber Questions_2012_01_10.doc’ (GM, DS, All)  The official interpretation does not require that a person milling lumber for his/her own use, be in the native lumber program. 
	4:23

	NB #7 (other)

· After TMR provided the BBRS with background on lower appeals board decisions and his proposal to require a checklist to enhance the quality of these decisions the BBRS approved the checklist in ‘Appeals Board Checklist_Final.doc’ and a beta launch and trial to all local appeals boards (GM, DS, All) 4:29

·  After comments by GM the BBRS approved a motion to have staff create a code change proposal to the base volume to not require that appeals be heard at a local board (if available) and be allowed to appeal with the state board first (GM, TR, All) 4:28. 

• After discussion the BBRS approved an official interpretation in ‘CLARIFICATION SOUGHT Exist. RES. Smoke Alarm Requirements 1.4.12_2012_01_10.doc ‘(GM, HS, All) 4:34   The official interpretation requires that Appendix J of the residential code be used for determining smoke detector, and other requirements, with respect to existing building projects.
· The BBRS approved a motion to have staff create a code change proposal to enhance the clarity of code requirements noted in the bullet directly above (TR, GM, All) 4:35
	

	BBRS approved a motion to adjourn (DS, GM, All)
	4:36


Minutes by MSG and the documents discussed at this BBRS meeting are on file at DPS under the file names shown in these minutes or below:

BBRS Minutes December 13, 2011 (approved January 10, 2012).doc 

