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WHY ARE WE HERE ?

A few years ago, a vice-presidential hopeful expressed an amusing
thought on national television. The words he spoke that night
will probably be used to describe him for years to come. Those

words: who am I, and why am I here°

As entertalnlng as thlS thought seemed ‘at the tlme, it 1s"‘ S
probably  something many of us contemplate, at ‘least on ‘occasion.
In fact, we may wonder about many seemingly unanswerable
questions; such as: why does the phone always ring ‘when we git
down to eat dlnner ~or why does it always rain right after we
wash the car. Y o i S TR '

Well, we w1ll not attempt to answer these abstract questlons ‘
We'll leave that to the philosophers. But, we may be able to
shed some light on other issues of 1nterest such as; just what
is the Board of Bulldlng Regulatlons and Standards, what does it
do, and where does it get 1t” author1ty° ;

In prev1ous 1ssues of CODEWORD we have brlefly examlned these
questions but 'untll now,‘a full explanatlon has never been
presented. ' :

Therefore, in an attempt to dlspel the myths and promulgate ‘the
‘truth, we offer the following 1nformatlon
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THE STATE BOARD OF BUILDING RVEGULA:TIONS ANDSTANDARDS "

REGULATORY AUTHORITY :

ér;ons;an Standards (BBR 5'is*

»renovatlon, alteratlon demolltlon, flre suppression and al'rm

buildings and str
vCommonw alth ~The regulatlons are collectively known as the

'rMassachusetts State Building Code (the Code) and are appllcable
throughout the Commonwealth. : - T e e

Municipalities are specifically prohibited from adopting local
regulations which are more restrictive than required under the

Code, unless approved by the BBRS.

~The Code is promulgated as Code of Massachusetts Regulatlon (CMR)
- 780. '

- CoMP‘OSITIQN' oF THE BBRS:
The BBRS has a statutory constitution and comprises of 11
members,,9 of which are app01nted by the Governor and twWOo, of S

which are ex- off1c1o

Ex- Offic"i_B _, JM‘e.mb;, Jé;}t")sf

. dw'The State F1re Marshal or hlS de51gnee‘ o
. The Chief of Inspections of the Division of Inspectlons

Appointed_Meﬁbefs;

. T%Reglstered Archltect ,
'« Registeéred Structural Englneer
. Registered Mechanical Englneer
U Bulldlng Trades Representatlve ;
. General Contractor of Commerc1al/Industr1al Bulldlngs"
.7“"Genera1 Contractor of One and Two Famlly Dwelllngs f“ N
. Head of a Local Fire Department et
e _Inspector of Buildings in a Town_
- a ‘Inspector of Bulldlngs 1n a Clty
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The current edition. of the Code is the 5th Edition and was
promulgated on September 14, 1990. The 5th Edltlon is modeled
after the 1987 version of the Bulldlng Off1c1al and Code
Admlnlstrators Internatlonal (BOCA) Natlonal Bulldlng Code

It is the intent of the BBRS to adopt, with specific

modifications for Massachusetts, ‘the 1993 BOCA National Building
Code in the latter part of 1995. Budgetary constralnts however
may force a-delay into 1996. : : VE e

ADVISORY‘COMMITTEES:

In order to assist in the ‘development of " areas of significant
importance, the BBRS has established five standlng committees.
The committees are volunteer and are comprlsed of promlnent
profess1onals Presently the commlttees are;

. »ySelsmlc Advisory Commltteeﬁ‘
'+ Geotechnical Advisory Commlttee b
oo+ Loads Advisory Committee
'+ Fire Prevention/Fire Protection
. Standing Certification Committee
* ... Construction Materials Safety Board.

BUILDING CODE ENFORCEMENT:

Except for State.owned buildings the:Code is enforced at the =
local level by the city or town appointed Inspector of Buildings
or Building Commissioner . The Chief Administrative Officer may
employ other Local .Inspectors ds are: reasonably necessary to
assist in the dlscharge of “his-duties. Do : :

The minimum requlrements Se) iy educatlon or experlence for
appointment as a bulldlng official are defined in MGL c 143 §: 3

From 1975 until 1992, the minimum reguirements established by law
were either five years in the supervision of building ~
constructlon or design, or a four year degree in a field related
to building construction or design.’ In‘addition, a general
knowledge of building materials, safe exits, llght and
ventilation and fire prevention were required of a prospective

~ Inspector of Bu1ld1ngs or ‘Building Commissioner. The level ‘of -

experlence for a Local Inspector is the same;-however, a two year
degree in a field’ relatlng to- building" constructlon ot des1gn may
be substituted for the required experlence : :




Chapter 168 ‘of the A”ts of 1992 amended MGL ¢ 143 § 3 which How'

mandates th't;all bulldlng off1c1als be certlfled by the BBRS as e

either an InSpector of Bulldlngs/BuzldIng CommISSIOner,rlf head

of ‘the department ‘or Local Inspector,LIf ‘asgisting the” Inspector'

of_BuzldIngs.

OFFICIAL - THE ADMINISTRATIVE.APPEAL PROCESS'
Anyone'aggrieved byrdecisionsf orders,‘lnterpretatlons, ractions:

or failure to act of a building official may appeal those orders
to the State Building Code Appeals. Board, or to a local or,

reglonal buIldIng ‘code, . (not zoning). appeals board lf one ex1stsl

The State Bulldlng Code Appeals Board lS a 3 member panel
comprised of members of the BBRS. The Appeals Board holds
hearings in accordance with MGL ¢ 30A In order to file for a
‘hearing, an aggrieved party must flle an: appeal appllcatlon no
later than 45 days following the order of the bullding official
or the right to both an admInIstratIve hearlng and court hearlng
are forfeIt

Decisions, orders,or'intérpretationsWofitHe”;ﬁUildIng*Code
Appeals Board do not establish precedent and, upon petition, may

be reviewed by a court of competent jurisdidtion9iMGﬁfc*30A)ﬂ$3¥ﬁ

PROPOSED SIGNIFICANT FUTURE CHANGES TO THE CODE.

Of the proposed upcomlng changes,‘perhaps the proposed code
'change ‘which:will have: the most effect:iis:relate o seismic:
upgrading of existing buildings.;aHQWeverﬁsother¢significanta
changes relating to Appendix A references for NFiPA Standards
(which were adopted by ‘emergency:filing on June 14,.1994) are. ;
idéntified%inﬁahﬁarticlecfurtherfon:in;thisngGMmencﬁ

t

A .brief: hlstorlcal development of. the proposed change to Article .

32 follows.

SEISMICITY IN MhSSACHUSETTS’;»Fng F e
From. colonlal tlmes to the present over 2500 earthquakes have$
been documented in- the New. England‘St’tes The .Largest
SIgnIflcant_earthquakek,n Massachusetts .
‘Atiantic Ocean :of f -Cape -Ann.in 1755.. :This. earthquake had an .
estimated magnitude of 6.0.on the RIqhter scalek’)

ﬁINTERPRETATI;NS, ,ACTION OR INACTION OF A BUILDING f

was eplcentered in thelff
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Massachusetts is considered to be an area of "moderate" seismic
risk. The term "moderate" refers to the period of time between
major earthquakes ‘not the magnitude or effects of the. '
earthquake. o ‘ . 3

Because of the geology of this reglon the effects of an ,
earthquake will be felt over an area up to 40 times greater than
an earthquake of similar magnitude in California. :The "built
environment". in Massachusetts is partlcular cause for concern
during theknext damaglng,earthquake

Massachusetts has a large stock of older buildings, constructed
prlor to the adoptlon of the first state bulldlng code on January
1, 1975 ‘Many of these bulldlngs are constructed of unrelnforced
masonry, a known poor performer in earthquakes.

Today, good seismic de51gn requlrements mandate "ductile" (i.e.
not brittle) bulldlngs Ductile’ structures are able to '

accommodate large displacements during earthquakes and in doing
so dissipate much of the energy imparted during ground shaking.

THE BosToN LosSsS STuDY:

The MassachusettS’Emergency'Managemeht ‘Agency (formerly the
Massachusetts Civil Defense Agency) comm1s51oned a study to
prOJect the effects of an earthquake of Rlchter Magnltude 6. 25
off Cape Ann. The results of this study are chllllng Damage4
estimates range from $2 to $10 billion in the Boston Metropolltan
area due to ground shaking with additional losses due to '
secondary effects such as soil llquefactlon failures, fires and
economic interruptions"” Hundreds of deaths and thousands of
injuries are also predicted. " Aan earthquake of magnitude 6.25 is
considered a moderate size and the potential for larger, more
powerful earthquakes exists and 1s real

Recognizing the potential for serious losses to existing
buildings and major life loss and personal injury during an
earthquake, ‘the Selsmlc Adv1sory Commlttee has invested four
years in’ deyeloplng selsmlc regulatlons for the upgradlng of ,
ex1st1ng bulldlngs The" efforts of the commlttee culmlnated in -
proposed amendments to Article 32 which were submitted to the
BBRS in September 1992 and heard at the ‘semi- annual publlc
hearlng of November 1992 e

‘In- February 1993 “the BBRS voted to: adopt the proposed regulatlons

conditional 'upon the completion of ‘a réview of the proposed- .-
changes by an independent structiral -engineer with particular
concern being -addressed to the feasibility and economic impact of
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' the regulations. - Th&" study analyzed flve existing bulldlngs
which had recently been renovated and identified the additional -~
requirements which would be imposed under the proposed ;
regulations. . The study was completed on February 17 l994*and
concluded that : : ok :

« The prov181ons effectlvely achleve the aim- of reducing the
risk of loss'of life by concentratlng on- spec1f1c areas ‘of-
high risk resulting from selsmlc “Weakness or ‘specific =~
occupancy

e The prov151ons remove the unusually unreasonable requlrementf
to des1gn [ex1st1ng] bulldlngs to meet the code for new
construction.

. The proposed prov1s1ons are much more spec1f1c and clearer
than the ex1st1ng prov1s1ons

. fThe$new*proVisionSVWill increase“both’design'and
construction -costs by a small amount.

« In four of the five bulldlngs studled the total cost of

lateral load retroflt work was 3% or less of the total '
yconstructlon cost The flfth bulldlng 1ncurred 12° costs :

assoc1ated w1th lateral load retroflt but this was already

requlred by ex1st1ng ‘code prov1s1ons ' Addltlonally thls‘ '
"bulldlng was selsmlcally,verykweak_

A The majorlty of bulldlngs w1ll incur addltlonal constructlonh
,costs of 1° over present costs w1thout the new regulatlons in
'”place P

. Design fees will increase between 10°'éﬁd“éS%'aépeﬁaingﬂon“
“the project overall size.

When promulgated these regulatlons w111 make Massachusetts the_,d
first state in the unxon to promulgate regulatlons relatlng to_n'
the seismic upgradlng of exlstlng bu11d1ngs The regulatlons are
scheduled to. the promulgated in September/October, 1994 :

all mun1c1pa1 buzldlnq off1c1als wzll recelve a copy of the
amendments via US mail as soon as they become avallable aAll
other interested parties may obtain-a copy from the Staterﬁbuse
Bookstore.(617) 727-2834. Again, the amendments will. not be
available until September or October. I R




CODEWORD . = L R I _ Juw,1994eea937y

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS ON THE REQUIREMENTS FOR THE SEISMIC
UPGRADING OF EXISTING BUILDINGS:

1 Wlll the proposed regulatlons applled retroactlvely in a
similar manner to MGL 148 § 26Al1/2 ?

;_Nb; ML c 143's 92 prOhlbltS the appllcatlon of the Code v
retroactlvely Special legislation would be requlred (e.g. MGL ¢
148 § 26A1/2) in order to require new code prOVlSlonS to be

- applled to lawfully ex15t1ng buIldIngs

2. Under what c1rcumstances do the proposed regulations. . = =
require an existing building to be seismically upgraded ?

) (a )\,, Addi t’iovns‘:: S

(1) Addltlons wh1ch are structurally separate from the
ex15t1ng bulldlng must meet the code for new constructlon,
lncludlng ductility requlrements .

(ii) Addltlons which are not structurally separate from the
ex15t1ng bu11d1ng, R : : :

If both weight and area of the addition are less- than 10% of the-
original building - lateral load capaCIty cannot be altered
‘without: a structural" analySIS ey &

If elther the weight or area are increased in the range 10% to
100% - investigate for special earthquake hazards (parapets
masonry walls not tied into floors; pre-cast concrete elements;
analyze the building and strengthen structural systems where
‘necessary on -a sling'scale depending upon the helght ‘or- welght of
the addition. MOdlfled M"K" factors may be used to account  for-
bulldlngs Wthh ‘do not meet the ductlllty requlrements for new
constructlon : bR ' T , ,

If the~weight'or'arearis greater than the existing building, the
building must be seismically upgraded to meet new construction
requlrements Includlng ductlllty requlrements

(b) Changes in Use When a bulldlng is changed from one use
group to another, the increase (or decrease) in the Seismic.
Hazard Category must be ascertained. Seismic hazard category is
based on factors. such as increase:in occupancy of. -more than. 25%.-

or total ,cost. of alteratlons greater or less than. 50% of the ,
“assessed value of the bulldlng ‘Seismic Hazard Categorles rangei
from 1 to 3 (1 being the lowest 3 being the hlghest) '

(i) Seismic Hazard Category 1: Alterations to ex15t1ng
lateral load capacity subject to structural analysis.
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(ii) - Seismic Hazard Category 2: As Selsmlc Hazard Category
1, additionally investigate SpEClal selsmlc hazards

(111) Seismic Hazard Category 3: Full compllance w1th
selsmlc requlrements except if bulldlng is not ductlle 'modlfled
L L factors may be utlllzed ' o : : : -

OTHER SIGNIFICANT FUTURE CHANGES TO THE MhSSACHUSETTS STATE
BUILDING CODE-f”'

MGL c 143 § 94(h) mandates that the Code be amended at least
every five years. The 5th Edition of the Code was promulgated on
September 14, 1990. Presently, the Board, .its Staff and its
AdVISory Commlttees are Studylng the 1993 BOCA Internatlonal
~Uniform ‘Building Code w1th a view of adoptIng a modlfled verSIOn
in 1995/1996 ‘

We hope that the above narratlve has answered some of the -
questions you may have had concerning the Board, its compOSItlon
and its powerssandwduties and just why ‘we .are here

OTHER ACTIVITIES OF INTEREST
cERTIEIgATIBN:

SEISMIC SEMINAR : L . Sl ;
Many; of you were able ‘to attend the f1rst semlnar applIcable
towards certification malntenance . The seismic;seminaxr, = ..
sponsored by -the Board. of Bulldlng Regulatlons and-. Standards and
presented by the Massachusetts Emergency Management AgencyM(MEMA)
and New England States Earthquake Consortium (NESEC) was a great
success-. . The Board ‘hopes to follow w1th one oL -two more - seminars
in calendar year 1994 B Wi s '

For those who have not received a certificate of attendance for
this seminar, don“t worry, ‘they-will be sent out before the ‘end
of the”summer,f~ D e B e e wet t S PN

OTHER COURSES APPLICABLE TOWARDS CERTIFICATION MAINTENANCE‘ |

The Standlng CertIfIcatIon Commlttee has been busy rev1ew1ng
courses and semlnars that have been sumetted for credlt towardsj
certlflcatlon malntenance ' ‘ ’ e ‘ ' ,
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. COURSES - CONTINUED =

The following is a list of approved courses with the ‘assigned
credit value. All certified building code ‘enforcement officials
are reminded that their certification status must be malntaxned
in accordance with regulatlons promulgated by the Board. Refer to
the Standing Cert;flcatzon Committee's Policy for Malntenance of
Certification Status for exact detalls

COURSES AND ',SEMINARS{APPROVE“D FOR CREDIT AS OF JUNE, 1994

NaME: oF COURSE OR SEMINAR , : " . 7, .-CONTACT HOUR -CREDIT

BBRS SPONSORED: : :
"Seismic Semlnar '94" as presented in Chlcopee Falmouth
Bridgewater and Tewksbury -‘January . through March,
1994 L. Lo, SRy 5.0 “Hours
BOCA SPONSORED: . : ‘ - :
"50rv1ng Means of Egress Problems 1n Commer01al

SETUCEUTES" ...l T, U ... 5.0 Hours
- "BOCA" Natlonal Building Code Update\1993“ .............. 5.0 Hours
"BOCA 'National Mechanical Code Update\1993" ........... . 2.5 Hours
"BOCA National Residential Mechanical Code. Update\1993" 3B Hours:
"BOCA National Fire Prevention Code Update\1993" e 3.5 Hours
"Nori; structural Pan Review\1993" Cpite v Vi vseeiees ... 10.0 Hours
"Structural Plan Review\1993" ........ e e ©.. 10.0 Hours
"Hazardous Materials Code Requ1rements\l993" e 5.0 Hours
"Chapter 9 - Fire Protection Systems\l993" RSN o 550 Hours
"Spec1al and Mixed Uses\l993"ﬁ N i L _ ' 5.0 Hours
"Three Options for ‘Mixed Uses" ...... A TR Liv..... 2.5 Hours
"Earthquake Design Requirements" ........... P 510 Hours
"Wind- Load Review for Commercial Buildings\l993“' ....... 2.5 Hours
"Sprinkler ‘Plan Review\N1993Y" ... .. .0 0. o el ee et e o, . 29100 Hours -
"Creative Effective ‘Oral Presentations" T e e ey e a A —2.5hHours;
"CABOOne and-Two Family Dwelling Code" ......i.voveveiv. 10.0 Hours.

"Special- -and Mixed Uses".As presented at Albert's Lo » R
Restaurant Stoughton - January 27 1994 Sidorie e ‘,.'-14.5 Hours
Other Courses (Various Sponsors) : ' o o
"Understanding the Massachusetts State Bulldlng Code" as
offered at Northeastern Unlver51ty B +++v. 10.0 Hours
"New England Municipal Building Officials Seminar" S
as offered at the Un1vers1ty of Massachusetts,
' Amherst campus - October 4-7; 1993 ... ....... ©....00 '10.0 Hours
"Amerlcans With'Disabilities and the Massachusetts A E
Architectural: Accéss Board's' ‘Regulations"
as presented at the Holiday Inn, Worcester - - T [ S
December 15-16, 1993 ..\l . 5.0 Hours
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CoURsEs AND SEMINARS APPROVED FOR CREDIT As or JuNE, 1994

J

"What Managers Do" and "Communication Skllls for;

Managers" as. offered at Mlddlesex Communlty SR /iQ.O Hoﬁrs”
: College ... ... il L. 0oL (Total)
"Energy Crafted Homes" as offered at ‘the Eastern Utlllty PR T
' “Plant, W. Brldgewater—— June 22-23, 1993 S TS 2.0 Hours
"S61id Flue Chlmney ‘Savers™ as offered at tHe Ramada " i
Inn, Portsmouth, RI - February 24, 1994 [..... 0000k 3.5 Hours
"Fire Alarm Systems" as offered by NFPA . ....... ... ... 10.0 Hours
"Automatlc Fire Alarm Sprinkler Systems" as.offered. R R
by NFPA ...... B AU S N .. 10.0 Hours
‘"Eastern States Building Officials Federatlon - :
“Forty-Fifth:Annual School™ ...... P A A San e, oo 100 0 Hours o x

“Hurrlcane Design and Emergency Response Plannlng"
as offered at the Sturbridge Host Hotel, ER { T TN
7 Sturbridges~:May 20, 1994 il inn st eh e G s e sso 0000 Hours
"Principals of Means .of Egress" as offered at the s
. Seacrest Conference Center, North Falmouth -

May 18, 1994 ... . e e e i s e . 6.0 Hours . -

"Public Safety Roundtable Discussion" as offered at . s -
the Casa DiFiore, Wllmlngton - Aprll 28, 1994_ ..... . 2.0 Hours

HoME IMPROVEMENT CONTRACTOR' REGISTRATION

The Home Improvement Contractor Registration'(HIC}‘program'is* 3
enterlng into its first renewal cycle. “The- Board expects to: o
recelve approx1mately 12,000 renewal appllcatlons over the
summer _Presently, we are slightly behind schedule in 1ssu1ng
renewed reglstratlons, but we expect to catch up as the summer
progresses. :

As ‘a reminder, all building officials should#alwayskexamine the
registration card of a Home Improvement  Contractor along with a
picture 1.D. before issuing a permit for WOrk”covered’by'the‘
program. For details regardlng the’ program reference 780 CMR-6,
nRules and Regulations for. Reglstratlon and Enforcement of Home
Improvement Contractor Program" 3 '

CONSTRUCTION SUPERVISORS LICENSE

The constructlon superv1sors llcense w1ll soon be sportlng a new

lock. The new license.card will be smaller in size for a. better

wallet fit. Also, the license- wrll:be-more easlly.lamlnated An
example of the new card is-illustrated on the following page.

SUPERVISORS LICENSE - CONTINUED
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As with the HIC registration cafd, a building official should
always take"care to examine an individual's construction
supervisors license along with a picture I.D before issuing a
permit for wOrk covered by Che program.

" CoNSTRUCTION SUPERVISOR LICENSING AND BUILDING CODE ENFORCEMENT

OFFICIAL CERTIFICATION - 'TEST DATES

The follow1ng is a list of dates for upcomlng Constructlon
superv1sor llcenSlng examlnatlons

Registratibn Deadline’ ‘Test Date '~~~ °  ‘Scores Mailed

Rugust 12, 1994  ~ September 10, 1994 October 7, 1994
November’' 11; 1994 ' December 10, 1994 '%"“‘January 6,‘1995

The follow1ng lS a list of. dates for upcomlng Certlflcatlon
examlnatlons :

BOCAV,'TEST DaTES FOR CERTIEICRTION AS A LoCAL INSPECTOR:

Reglstratlon Deadllne Teét Date

July 14, 1994 - - - -7 RAugust 20, 1994
October 13, 1994 =~ 7+ “November 19, 1994
March 16, 1995 B April 22, 1995

CABO TEST DATEs FOR CERTIFICATION AS AN INSPECTOR OF
BUILDINGS \BUILDING COMMISSIONER :

Reglstratlon Deadllne ; ~_ Test Date :
September 22, 1994 e November 5, 1994
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MUNICIPAL BUILDING DEPARTMENT REVIEW

’A NOTE FROM..THE .CHIEF. OF INSPECTIONS - THOMAS L ROGERS

’All inspectors of bulldlngs\bulldlng comm1551oners should haveg _
received a copy of the Department of Publlc Safety s Pollcy #944
01 with the December; 1993 issue of CODEWORD The- pollcy a
explalns that Massachusetts General Law (MGL) c 143 s 3A requires -
' the state inspector, through the chlef of 1nspectlons to perform

a - rev1ew of all mun1c1pal bulldlng departments e '

In the aftermathyof the devastation'caused by Hurricane "Andrew"
in 1992 during which 375,000 people are reported to have lost
their homes, many of South Florida's municipal departments were
criticized for lax code enforcement. In addition to the -
misfortuné suffered by homeowners, insurance carriers also
incurredrlarge financial: losses:: ; : =

In response to this and other disasters resulting in large
property and . llfe loss, the insurance 1ndustry of America 1s;, .
1mplement1ng programs whereby all mun1c1pal bu1ld1ng departments
are assessed -and graded : v

MGL ¢ 143 s .3A establlshes a 51m11ar .inspection process.for use.

in the Commonwealth. The Chief of Inspectlons hopes to examlne .
the activities of each department in order to develop crlterra lnh
‘which. to. prescrlbe adequate stafflng levels for. bulldlng '
departments, offer methods- of 1mprov1ng bulldlng permlt and J
1nspectlon procedures, and suggest alternatives for records, -
keeplng procedures ”

The goal of the 1nspectlon is to establlsh a uniform process
under which all building departments may function. With this
standardization, citizens of. the Commonwealth w1ll be better
served, building departments: will” operate more eff1c1ently ‘and”’
the safety of the public w1ll be better protected

The process will be lengthy,,but the beneflts w1ll be vast _ The
Chief looks forward to working with each department, and expects‘,
to learn as much from the process as anyone. : :

With this process in place,‘each bulldlng department should fare -
well during the upcoming insurance 1ndustry rev1ew

EMERGENCY.ACTION

Earlier in this document we described the amendment process and
explained that a series of amendments will be issued towards the
end of the summer with respect to seismic retrofit issues. These
amendments were developed through normal public hearing
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EMERGENCY ACTION - . CONTINUED

procedures . However ‘there is- another method by Wthh amendments

may be adopted. It is known as emergency actlon_procedures

As the title may. indicaté,“amendments‘developed and issued under

emergency action are considered extremely important measures that
must be - 1mmed1ately eriacted in‘order to ensure the public good.

’ The ‘amendments issued here' pertain ' to Appendix A of the code,

specifically, the NFiPA reference standards

Reference standards are an- 1ntegral part of the code Slnce the
code is prescrlptlve 1n nature, it tells us what to do, not how '
to- do it. For 1nstance,_Sectlon 1002 2 spec1f1es that a fire
suppres51on system is requlred to be installed in all bulldlngs
of Use Group. A 1 but 1t does not speak to how the system is to
be installed. In order to learn this, one must refer to the-
applicable NFiPA standard (NFiPA 13) identified in Appendlx A.
However, many of the NFiPA standards identified are out of date.
and sometlmes unavallable :

Consequentiy, in‘attemptingfto layout a sprinkler system, a
designer is faced with a dilemma; do I use the ‘latest NFiPA-13
standard, violating the provisions of the building code; or do-I
hunt down-the standard referenced. in the, appendlx and design the
system 1n accordance with a potentlally anthuated method? -

Obv1ously, th1s caused a great deal of confus1on among des1gn
profess1onals In an effort to rectlfy this 81tuatlon the
Board, at its May, 1994 meetlng, voted to amend all NFipA

‘reference standards; updatlng them to the latest~edition1

Enciosed all mun1c1pal bulldlng and flre off1c1al w1ll flnd a
copy of the changes. Other interested partles may obtain a copy
of the changes from the State House Bookstore. (617) 727-2834.

OPINIONS OF THE BoARD»

This is a new feature of CODEWORD, called Qplnlons of the Board

It will be a regular part of . future 1ssues and will attempt to
answer some of the. many. questlons we recelve on a day to day

-~ basis. Although it cannot be considered an Official

Interpretation of the Board, . it should: be taken for what its is;
good advice. (Municipal building and fire officials will find .
recent copies of Official. 1nterpretatlons rendered by the Board
Other interested parties may request coples by contactlng the
office. A fee must be assessed in order to cover prlntlng and
mailing.) . ' '

1
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Question: Is it the 1ntent of Section 3401.11 of the Fifth
Edition of the 'code t6 require both hand? and- guardralls ‘on

',the ope'”s1de of stalrs 1n's1ngle and two‘famlly dwelllngs

'IAnSWer No The language of thlS sectlon states (1n part) that a
Vstalr shall: have: Gog Handralls hav1ng minimum and maximum, .
helght of:. thlrty (30 'nches -and. thirty=four. (34) 1nches,u,3;v~err
‘;respectlvely, measuredsvertlcally from the n081ng of the ‘treads.
[and] - . Open sides.of-all stairs. shall _be: szmllarlll emphasrs
added] protected by guards s : i el :

V,ItwlS the;oplnlon of the Board that. the word 51mllarly refers to’v

zthlrty 81x j?fi

- thlrty (30)f t 1rty four (34) 1nches

FINALLY'“

" The Executlve Offlce of Publlc Safety has announced that :
fSecretary Thomas ¢+ Rapone has decided to. leaverstate, government:. °
Mr Rapone ‘has served the Commonwealth admirably £or-three-(3) ..
years:as: Secretary His work has been wrdelY“complimentediby;;; ”
members of. both the. publlc and prlvate sECtoer;vHe isﬁleavihg'to; :
‘”pursue a ca 'nfconsultlng i T e e DT T e

dﬁof Bulldlng Regulatlons and Standards (Board) “
‘ment of Publlc Safety (Department) w1sh Mr Rapone R
in hlS future endeavors -

great succes:

The: Governor s Offlce ‘has also announced ‘the successor to
Secretary Rapone,~Ms Kathleen M O'Toole, Lleutenant Colonel of
the Massachusetts State Pollce e R v S

Ms. O'Toole has worked as: a law enforcement off1c1al for flfteen
(15) years, including service as Superlntendent with the
Metropolltan Police and service with the Boston Police:
‘Department

Ms O'Toole 1s also a pract1c1ng attorney Her educatlon ‘,;
1ncludes a Jurls Doctor degree from the New England School of
Law, and a Bachelor of Arts degree from Boston College

All ‘at’ the 'Board and the department welcome Ms: O'Toole to the 5
agency ‘and look forward to working with her. i et

Enrron INCEfEF " Rob Anderson
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