-----Original Message-----
From: Tom [mailto:curtintjblue@comcast.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 28, 2011 2:09 PM
To: Guigli, Mike (DPS)
Subject: sprinklers

Hi Mike  My name is Tom J Curtin of Tom J Curtin Co License cs 35473 and 

Home Improvement Contractor Reg 122624 I have been in business for over 

35 years and putting sprinklers in one and two family homes is a big 

mistake. I am a honest business person and try to in brace all the new 

green and lead laws, paid for my 6 employees  to attend classes . I had 

hope to get a early start where in the 90;s I spent time working for one 

of my good customer when the economy was bad, running his union crews 

removing asbestos at children hospital, Logan airport, military bases , 

home heating units. It was a good learning experiences. I have attended 

meetings with OSHA, DOS, though Shawn McCadden and Mark Paskell of The 

Contractor Coaching Partnership. The home industry is being attack by 

the green, lead, and now building codes. The last thing we need is the 

federal Gov and national code to take over the state. I have been to 

meeting with these people and they don't know what they are doing. I try 

to talk to them about using glove bags on window sashes which we use on 

piping in the commercial jobs like children hospital ,and would save 

time instead of covering the hole room with plastic.They where they were 

no help.         

Thanks Tom    Cell  508 320 9506

From: MelansonDonna@comcast.net [mailto:MelansonDonna@comcast.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 21, 2011 2:15 PM
To: Guigli, Mike (DPS)
Subject: Stretch Sprinkler Code
Mr. Guigli:

 I am writing to express my opposition to the Stretch Sprinkler Code proposal currently being considered by the Board of Building Regulations and Standards (BBRS).  My opposition is based on the following points: 
-          Any “stretch” code in which cities and towns have the option to adopt a code provision serves to undermine the uniformity of the State Building Code and can only encourage other such stretch provisions, further reducing uniformity and bringing us closer to the pre-1975 condition of a fragmented regulatory process.

-          Fire related fatalities rarely occur in newer homes which are built with hard-wired smoke detectors and ever improving construction methods and building codes.  In fact, the number of fatal fires has been on the decline for the past two decades without mandated sprinklers.
-          Data proves that the vast majority of home fire fatalities occur in older housing stock where there are no operational smoke alarms.
-          The proposed code would add significant costs to the construction of every new one and two family home in the Commonwealth.  The added expense will make home ownership even less affordable to first-time buyers.  This is an unnecessary and untimely burden given the diminished returns on public safety and the dire economic housing and employment crisis in the Commonwealth.
 
Mandating sprinklers would be a disservice to consumers, the building community, the regulatory community and code enforcement professionals of the Commonwealth.  I strongly urge the BBRS to reject the Stretch Sprinkler Code proposal.
 
Sincerely yours, 

Donna Melanson

(same email as above)

Jonathan Rheault

(same email as above)

Nicole Rheault

(same email as above)

Gary Melanson            Melanson Bros., Inc.            Builders of Quality Homes
(same email as above)

Ronald Melanson            Melanson Bros., Inc.            Builders of Quality Homes
(same email as above)

Steve Melanson            Melanson Bros., Inc.            Builders of Quality Homes
(same email as above)

Denise Melanson            Melanson Bros., Inc.            Builders of Quality Homes
(same email as above)
Allison Q Guido, CS Lead Safe Certified Firm NAT-21204-0
(same email as above)
Jane Stuart

(same email as above)
Jeffrey Brem, PE

(same email as above)
Stephen Hinckley   

(same email as above)
Emile Houle Res/Com Buildes Inc Chelmsford Ma 01824

(same email as above)
Carl A. Crupi

(same email as above)
Raymond A. Merrill General Manager Plaistow Cabinet 56 Newton Road - Route 108 Plaistow, NH 03865

(same email as above)
Richard Stuart President  Triton Construction Mngt. Inc.
(same email as above)
Carl E. Lund The Heritage Companies

(same email as above)
Ralph Wegener MA CSL 77677
From: gladish@gmail.com [mailto:gladish@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Scott Gladish
Sent: Friday, December 16, 2011 1:51 PM
To: Guigli, Mike (DPS)
Subject: NO to stretch sprinkler code

I WILL MAKE MONEY OFF THE SPRINKLER CODE

Water damage from sprinkler freeze and failure is a business of mine.

And yet I am opposed to it.  

1) single family homes under 4,000 sq ft do not need it.

2) it adds too much to the cost of housing.

3) cost of maintenance is a pain

4) here on Cape Cod our water systems will not support it, and seasonal homes cannot be winterized, resulting in wasted fossil fuels for heating a vacant home all winter.

5) you want to "stretch" to the next code, but the reality is that very few states have adopted teh residential sprinkler portion.  In the code after that one, it will not be part fo the base code and has to be opted in.

6) HARD WIRED SMOKE AND FIRE ALARMS ARE ENOUGH

Please  HELP TO MAKE HOUSING AFFORDABLE


Scott Gladish

Emergency Contractors LLC - - When your house needs critical care, Emergency Contractors will be there.

Cape & Islands Glass, Inc.   - - Expert Service for All Your Glass Needs

HYANNIS * ORLEANS * SANDWICH * M.V.
www.CapeandIslandsGlass.com
www.EmergencyContractors.com
From: jllcpa32 [mailto:jllcpa32@comcast.net] 
Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2011 10:57 AM
To: Guigli, Mike (DPS)
Subject: Residential home sprinkler issue

Dear Mr. Guigli,

I am the owner of a single-family residence in Granby. Regarding the proposal of requiring sprinkler systems in single-family homes, I want to state my opposition to this proposed requirement. I believe the existing requirement of smoke alarms is sufficient and that an additional sprinkler system would be much more burdensome than beneficial.

Thank you,

Tracy Learned

26 Lyn Drive

Granby, MA 01033

From: Craig Ashworth [mailto:cashworth@ebnorris.com] 
Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2011 9:06 AM
To: Guigli, Mike (DPS)
Subject: Strech Sprinkler code

Hi Mike, 

I am absolutely opposed to this or any other stretch code.  I would like to see the practice of stretch codes banned all together, as is appears they are really just a means of circumventing due process and the adopted building codes.  Legislation needs to be adopted that prohibits the implementation of these codes altogether.  They are nothing but unfunded mandates shoved down the town and public’s throats.  The Building Officials I have dealt with are absolutely against them because of the enforcement burden on already over taxed staff.  Banning “stretch codes” is not a precedent.  Specific laws have been challenged and language added that forever prohibits the practice of enforcement of Stretch Codes in specific instances.  The same language needs to be adopted that forbids the policy completely.

Any effort to impose a sprinkler code, surely the end result of a strong unions and supported by well-funded lobby group will be disastrous to the building industry and the owners of these homes. Dry systems are out of financial reach for most average homes, never mind the cost of annual maintenance and  inspection.  Not on argument is made for the cost of ownership on an ongoing basis.   In the event of missed inspections, I’m sure there will be fines similar to those mandated by the elevator code that was imposed earlier this year.  I believe the value of these fines are $1,000.00 per day for every day over the inspection date, ”unless application has been made with in the prior 30 days”.  This will undoubtedly tax the resources of inspection departments on the town and State level.  

We already have a code that requires sprinklers in homes in excess of 14,400 square feet.  This is a rational issue,  because of the size and complexity of homes of that magnitude.  The fact that anyone building a home of such size will most likely not be impacted significantly by the added cost the system and subsequent cost of inspections also is excusable. 

 I have had personal experience with a new home with a wet based system installed.  It was installed, inspected and certified as protected to -50  degrees.  Over a period of three years, there were two separate occurrences of glycol separation and broken piping, each time incurring expenses of over $40,000.  If wet systems are to be used, they must be used in 100% enveloped structures to avoid this issue.  This will add approximately 65% to the cost of insulation.  Let’s consider the cost of infrastructure to developers and towns.  Sprinkler systems require dedicated mains, sized to the building and system being served.  What are the projected costs to water departments and developers for upgrading in-place systems as the concept goes into more common practice?  This is a long way out but we live in an area where homes are torn down or frequently gutted and renovated.   No one has addressed how sprinklers will most likely be required under the current mandate that requires upgrading whole systems in structures being improved over 50%.  Has this thought occurred to anyone?  Now it is not just about new building anymore.

Let’s move on to the issue that the greater percentage of deaths and injury is from fire are in homes, of such vintage that the code will have no impact whatsoever.  Couple this, and the fact that homes, properly built to today’s codes, using todays materials, are less likely to be involved in fire in the first place.   This  makes the Sprinkler issue more one of creating a market and jobs, at the expense of the building industry, cities and towns.  Say nothing of the collateral cost of water damage to homes because of burst pipes, broken heads and the likely long range increase cost of premium coverage to every home owner with a wet system.  Do you really think there will be a “credit” for these systems in the long run?  More likely that down the road, in the not too distant future, this will provide an argument and justification to increase rates on homes that are un-protected.     

This proposed legislation is an industry driven travesty.  It is not acceptable in any way shape or form.  When you get done with this mess, PLEASE go to work on the Stretch Code issue.  That practice must go as well, once and for all.

Best of luck, keep fighting the good fight,

Craig Ashworth, president

E. B. Norris & Son Inc.

From: Michael Cole [mailto:mcole@capeassociates.com] 
Sent: Monday, December 12, 2011 2:17 PM
To: Guigli, Mike (DPS)
Subject: Lower Cape Cod Fire Sprinklers

Mr. Guigli,

You have been undoubtedly bombarded with comments, pro and con, regarding the mandating of residential fire sprinklers. Here is a very local perspective. On the Lower Cape, particularly my hometown, Eastham, fire sprinklers are not just expensive to install, they are very difficult. In Eastham, we have no town water, only individual, on-site wells. The towns of Wellfleet and  Truro have very limited town water.  These towns have approximately fifty percent of their housing as seasonal, that is, unoccupied in the winter.

After over forty years in the construction business on Cape Cod, I feel confident in claiming that insurance companies pay out much more each year in water losses (due to freeze ups) than they do in fire losses.  

Smoke detectors have made a lot of sense; residential fire sprinklers, not so much.

Michael Cole, President

Cape Associates, Inc.  

From: Peter Polhemus [mailto:ppolhemus@psdab.com] 
Sent: Sunday, December 11, 2011 6:44 PM
To: Guigli, Mike (DPS)
Subject: one and two family sprinklers

Dear Mike,

As a former president of the HBRACC and CEO of Polhemus Savery DaSilva Architects Builders,       

I urge you to not support the stretch sprinkler code. The additional cost associated with sprinkler systems for one and two family homes as well as the documented issues related to installation, operation and maintenance outweigh any potential benefits. Life safety concerns are best addressed with functioning smoke and CO2 detectors.

 A homeowner can choose to have a sprinkler system installed in his or her home, however, to mandate installation and the associated costs and potential issues is not reasonable.

I am a member one of the NAHB clubs. We get together twice a year with 17 other homebuilders from across the country. One of our homebuilders from California, where single family sprinklers are mandated, has reported several real issues that he has experienced:

Failed system in one of his Sierra properties (temperature).

Problem with mineral deposits within the system in a home supplied by well water.

Significant additional cost for a pump to maintain water pressure in several communities where the water pressure was inconsistent.

Yours truly,

Peter Polhemus AIA

From: Paul Sullivan [mailto:Paul.Sullivan@TheSullivanCo.net] 
Sent: Sunday, December 11, 2011 4:56 PM
To: Guigli, Mike (DPS)
Cc: Harry Smith; Ted Mahoney; mkablack@kablacklaw.com
Subject: BBRS Sprinkler Hearing

Dear Mr. Guigli,

I wanted to take a moment to write to you regarding the upcoming hearing on the Stretch Sprinkler Code.  I have serious concerns about this proposal on several levels. 

 

First of all the idea of Stretch Codes in general will make for even more confusion for all of the builders and remodelers that work in multiple towns.  That is essentially everyone.  We already have to keep track on the Stretch Energy Code and adding another component further complicates our state building codes which I strongly feel should be uniform throughout the state.

Secondly, I have not seen evidence that the installation of sprinklers in 1&2 family homes is a life safety benefit.  Properly installed smoke and heat detectors alert occupants to get out of the house before it’s too late.  Sprinklers save buildings, not lives.

The recent ad campaigns by NFPA are appalling to me as a professional remodeler and builder.  They are essentially accusing the industry of building substandard housing and the code enforcement officials as not enacting or enforcing same.  The fact is that our housing stock is built better, stronger and safer every year.

The group that has not really been brought to the table is the end user.  As a professional remodeling contractor, I can assure you that my clients would not want sprinklers in their home.  One reason is pure aesthetics.  I work in homes worth millions of dollars on a  regular basis and the last thing those clients want to see is sprinkler heads popping out everywhere.  Additionally, there is always the possibility of a false start which could cause thousands of dollars in damage to their homes.  Lastly, is the initial cost to install and then the ongoing maintenance of these systems.  In an industry that is already battered from the economy this will dissuade additional people form remodeling due to costs.

Unfortunately, I am unable to attend Tuesday’s hearing as I have appointments in our NH office that day.  Otherwise I would be pleased to testify on this matter.  I am confident you will hear testimony from many members of my home builders association.  Please accept the above as written testimony from me as a builder, a remodeler, and as the professional designations shown below.

Yours truly,

Paul L. Sullivan CGR  CAPS CGP
President
The Sullivan Company, Inc.

BAGB Past President 2001

2010 – 2012 BAGB Remodelers Council Chairman

Member HBAM Public Policy Committee
Member NAHB Board of Directors

NAHB Remodelers Council Trustee

2011 NAHB Green Remodeling Chairperson

From: nyee53@comcast.net [mailto:nyee53@comcast.net] 
Sent: Sunday, December 11, 2011 11:11 AM
To: Guigli, Mike (DPS)
Subject: New law

All you state officials are ASS BACKWARDS!!!!  Use your common sense!!!! Breaking the backs of the middle class!

From: William Gregory Burrill [mailto:wgburrill@wgbhomes.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 09, 2011 9:31 PM
To: Guigli, Mike (DPS)
Cc: William Gregory Burrill
Subject: FW: Stretch Sprinkler Code
December 9, 2011
Michael Guigli, Technical Director
Board of Building Regulations and Standards
One Ashburton Place - Room 1301
Boston, MA 02108
 
RE: Stretch Sprinkler Code  
Mr. Guigli: 
As a member of the Builders Association of Central Massachusetts (BACM) I am committed to a uniform 
State Building Code that ensures public safety and promotes cost effectiveness.
 
I believe that the local option code provisions proposed by the Stretch Sprinkler Code would return Massachusetts 
to a fragmented building code process which would increase the complexity, time and expense to consumers seeking 
to construct a new home. It would also serve to undermine the uniformity of the State Building Code and could
encourage other such stretch provisions, further reducing uniformity and bringing us closer to the pre-1975 condition 
of a fragmented regulatory process.
 
The existing 8th Edition of our Massachusetts State Building Code, used in conjunction with modern design practices 
and construction technologies, including smoke and carbon monoxide detectors facilitates the construction of new 
homes with very high fire safety standards. Fire related fatalities rarely occur in newer homes which are built with 
hard-wired smoke detectors and ever improving construction methods and building codes. In fact, the number of fatal 
fires has been on the decline for the past two decades without mandated sprinklers.
 
It is my opinion the cost of installing fire sprinklers will be an unnecessary added expense to home construction, at a 
time when the housing construction industry is significantly depressed and affordable homes are increasingly out of 
reach of Massachusetts residents.
 
Stretch Sprinkler Code fails to address:
· Disparate regulations and procedures from independent water purveyors
· Lack of coordinated licensing guidelines for pipefitters and plumbers
· Cost implications for connection fees, backflow preventers and inspections
· Property damage estimates for faulty systems and improper maintenance
· Operational difficulties associated with seasonal homes
· Operational difficulties and added costs associated with homes serviced by well water
· Additional costs for tanks and pumps where there is inadequate water supply
 
I strongly urge the BBRS to reject the Stretch Sprinkler Code proposal.
Sincerely,
William G. Burrill
President
WGB Development Corporation
From: nobel construction [mailto:nobelc@charter.net] 
Sent: Friday, December 09, 2011 1:00 PM
To: Guigli, Mike (DPS)
Subject: FIRE SPRINKLERS

Dear Sirs.
 

As a home builder, home owner and life long resident of Massachusetts, I wish to express my strong opposition to the mandatory inclusion of sprinkler systems in single family homes. Not only would it cause harm to the home building industry and cost jobs but it would also be a burden to the cost of home ownership already high in this state.   Your assistance in this opposition is greatly appreciated.
 

Best Regards,
 

Brad Bumpus
6 Tuttle Rd
Sutton, MA 01590

From: David Kindred [mailto:kindred.david@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 09, 2011 8:38 AM
To: Guigli, Mike (DPS)
Subject: Stretch Sprinkler Code

Mr. Guigli:

I am a home builder writing in opposition to the proposed Stretch Sprinkler Code.  Sprinklers are an unnecessary, extremely expensive luxury and should be a home buyer's option.  Smoke and carbon monoxide detectors are among the most important provisions of the Building Code as they save lives, and homes that are properly equipped with them are safe.  To mandate sprinklers in single family homes at any time is a bad idea, but to mandate them now in these economic times is crazy.  The last thing we need right now is anything that makes houses less affordable.  I strongly urge the BBRS not to adopt the Stretch Sprinkler Code provision.

David Kindred

From: James Wiseman [mailto:jfwcon@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 09, 2011 4:52 AM
To: Guigli, Mike (DPS)
Subject: The stretch sprinkler code is bad for Mass. It s another expense being forced on us by a big organization we don't need. James F Wiseman President VW Builders Inc

