Technical Building Code Board Meeting Minutes
11/17/2011
Florian Conference Room
Augusta

Meeting opened at 9:10 am

Board members present:  Rich McCarthy, Mike Pullen, Dick Tarr, Shiloh Ring, Jeff Ohler, Dick Lambert, Rick Karg, Russ Martin and Paul Becker
Members excused:  Barry Chase and Roger Rossignol

Board Chair Commissioner John Morris present 
Staff present:  Secretary Kathy Chamberlain-Robitaille 
Introductions
Review of the minutes of 10/20/2011
Motion: by Mike Pullen to accept the minutes as presented
Seconded by Russ Martin
Unanimous vote with three abstentions
Financial Update

$223,158.23. Some of Rich’s salary is now taken out of this account.
Conflicts Discussion – Rich
Codes in Conflict: 2009 IBC Chp 34, Sec 3406 and 2009 NFPA Chp 7, Section 7.2.8

Submitted by Roby Fecteau, CEO from Biddeford. The IBC has a fire escape section that is not consistent with the NFPA fire escape section. The IBC lacks great detail (i.e. handrails-guardrails). The Life Safety Code has a very detailed explanation on how fire escapes should be constructed. 

Recommendation from Mr. Fecteau is to delete the IBC section and revert to the Life Safety Code because it is very detailed and allows for ranges in rise and runs that work when dealing with existing buildings. Biddeford uses life safety codes to deal with the many older homes there. Many lack a 2nd means of egress, sometimes sprinklers are not an option. Many floor plans are the same. NFPA offers better opportunities for risers. The IBC is not complete, doesn’t specify handrails or guardrails, doesn’t require them. Type V buildings do support using wood fire escape stairs. With NFPA, you can access stairs by a window, but it has to be noncombustible. The IBC states you have to access it by a door and it can be made from wood for a Type V building. Mr. Fecteau has been contacted by a Mr. Warner, who is trying to do this with a little bit of ruling from each code. Mr. Warner’s letter was distributed to the board members. Discussion by the board ensued. 

Motion: by Dick Lambert to send this to a TAG for review and recommendations to the Board for how the Board should deal with fire escapes. 

Seconded: by Jeff Ohler

Vote: Unanimous

Suggestion from the Board: that Rich McCarthy write a letter in response to Mr. Warner to choose one or the other, but can’t use parts of each. 

Motion: Paul Becker to have Rich write this letter.

Seconded: by Rick Karg

Vote: Unanimous
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Codes in Conflict: 2009 IBC Chapter 307.5 and NFPA 1124 Section 7.3.6
Submitted by Rich McCarthy
Fireworks can be possessed, but you can’t use them in certain areas. Towns will individually be deciding if they want to allow the use of fireworks. 

The conflict is that the IBC says to sprinkle all these fireworks stores and NFPA states that stores over 6,000 sq ft have to be sprinklered. If you are going to sell fireworks, that’s all you can sell. That means the mom and pop stores can’t do it who sell other things besides fireworks. The law change next year (1/1/12) will allow sparklers in these places. 

The Board went through the Conflict/Decision tree and reached an agreement. 

Motion made by Dick Lambert to change NFPA 1124 Sec 7.3.6 and require that all consumer fireworks stores have to be sprinklered and strike #1 and #2 under 7.3.6. 

Seconded by Mike Pullen 

Vote: Unanimous

Discussion – Rich advised that the Fire Marshal’s office is down several positions and with those retiring will make eight total. The language is being changed legislatively for bureau directors’ positions to “serving at the pleasure of the governor.” The positions being lost are two investigators, one plans supervisor, two road inspectors and three clericals. Lt. Joe Thomas will be the acting Fire Marshal until that position is filled. 

Review of Chapters 1-6

All are at the Governor’s office and AG’s office for review and compliance for Rulemaking. As soon as we get them back, we will set up a Public Hearing.
Draft of LCRED letter re: Seasonal Cottage definition

As defined by the Board, the following will be included in the LCRED Committee letter as required by them to determine this definition for Seasonal Cottages.
“To be considered a seasonal dwelling, your building must meet a minimum of three of the requirements listed below and not be occupied more than 180 days within any calendar year. If you meet the minimum requirements, then your building would meet the requirements set forth by the State of Maine to be considered a seasonal dwelling for the requirements of the Maine Uniform Building and Energy Code (MUBEC) and the Maine Uniform Energy code (MUEC).

1. The maximum size of the structure shall be limited to 750 sq. ft. of interior space.

2. There shall be no central heating system installed in the building.

3. Any heating appliance shall not have a fuel supply attached capable of heating the structure for more than 24 hours.

4. There shall not be a year round sub surface wastewater system installed.

5. The electrical service shall be limited to 100 amp. system.

6. The structure shall be owner occupied.

7. Any water supply shall be limited to 180 days of use per calendar year.”

Draft of EUT letter re: LD 699 and TAG recommendations

We are holding off doing this draft letter until members of the TAG weigh in from the Energy Tag meeting. 
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Unfinished Business:

Codes vs Standards: part of the draft LCRED letter will be addressing this issue. If we change these standards to being “code,” we have to change the language. The Radon standard is still a standard for now as well as the ASRHAE standards. Board discussed this issue and decided that this decision needs to go back to the LCRED committee to decide, based on what their intent was in the beginning to include these standards as part of the adopted MUBEC codes. 

*Next agenda – standards vs codes discussion. 

IEBC Appendices: 

Several sections of these not adopted in the MUBEC. Mike Pullen was inquiring why that was done as there are sections dealing with seismic retrofit buildings, accessibility and other topics that should be pertinent to the MUBEC. Mike P recommended that the IEBC TAG look at these. 

Rich will check with ICC about the applicability of these appendices. 
Funding for the Building Codes Bureau: 
The Board is still supposed to make some recommendations about funding mechanisms for the Bureau. 
A report is due to Legislature for January 2012 on the Building Codes progress. Rich will be taking care of that report and will get a draft to the Board. 

Slab code question: in reference to this issue that Commissioner Morse brought to the board last time, concerning a pole barn that someone had built but had put a slab under it, we have not yet received an amendment to the code. No further discussion for now. MBOIA may come out with something on this soon. 
New Business – None at this time
Public Comments
Kate Dufour, MMA, had a question ref:  LD 1253 that repealed the IECC code back to the 2006 version on residential basement wall insulation. Will that be in the new rulemaking?
Rick Meinking, Efficiency Maine, have been doing a baseline study on commercial buildings. 

Between 2006-2010, 381 small commercial buildings were built. In the statistical sampling they did of 80 structures: 74 agreed to participate in the study. 40% had built to 75% of the energy code, 20% had built to 50-75% of the code, 20% had built to 25-50% of the energy code and 15% built below the energy code requirements. The complete report is on their website. 
Meeting adjourned at 11:15 am. 

Next meeting is Thursday, January 19, 2012

Respectfully submitted,

Kathy Chamberlain-Robitaille

Secretary

