Draft of the Maine Building Codes and Standards Board Meeting Minutes
November 4, 2010
9:00 a.m.

Department of Public Safety

45 Commerce Drive, Augusta, Maine 

Meeting opened at:  9:12 a.m.
Introductions of Board and Staff
Board members present:  Paul Becker, Jeff Ohler, Rich McCarthy, Mike Pullen, Dick Tarr, Roger Rossignol, Russ Martin and Shiloh Ring
Board members excused: Rick Karg, Dick Lambert, Barry Chase and Commissioner Jordan
DPS Staff present:  Dick Dolby and Kathy Chamberlain

REVIEW OF THE 9/2/10 MINUTES
Motion: Mike Pullen motioned to accept the minutes
Seconded: Dick Tarr
Vote: Unanimous with one abstention
FINANCIAL UPDATE – Kathy
Amount was unavailable for the meeting.
IRC and LIFE/SAFETY TAG MEETING REPORT TO THE BOARD

Amendment #1: submitted by Ben Johnson, Code Enforcement Office, Hampden, Me

Air Freezing Index Data – the amount of insulation needed to protect a building foundation is determined by the Air-Freezing Index. 

2009 IRC: A proposal to change the # in Table R403.3.2 (pg 80) to 1,750 as used in Table R301.2.1 (pg 24) by the Town of Hampden. In 2003, Hampden chose to put in an air freezing index value of 1.750 in Table R301.2.1 where table R403.3.2 on page 80, shows that most of Penobscot County is in a range of somewhere between 2000 – 2500. This number value is more appropriate for Hampden and Penobscot County. No financial impact. 

The Board recognizes that the #’s are different. Perhaps a study could be done by UMO students on the air freezing #’s for all of Maine. Hampden had gone with NOAA’s numbers for neighboring towns. 

Motion: made by Mike Pullen – the Code allows the towns to determine their own AFI, as provided/identified in the Code. The Board also understands the inconsistency, but due to funding restraints, are unable to pursue study at this time or provide a map as requested. 

Seconded: by Roger Rossignol
Unanimous Vote
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Amendment #2: submitted by Dick Dolby, Acting Director of the Maine Bureau of Building Codes and Standards, Department of Public Safety, Augusta, Maine
2009 IRC: A proposal to Delete Section R310.2 window wells; Delete Section R310.2 Exception; and Delete Section R310.2.1 Ladder and steps. 

The provision as stated permits the use of window wells as a secondary means of emergency escape and rescue from basement living and sleeping areas. The IRC permits the use of bulkhead enclosures in lieu of the window well system. The inclusion of window wells as a secondary means of emergency escape and rescue appears to be impractical in a region that has moderate to severe winter snow accumulations. This affects one and two family dwellings only. No financial impact is identified.

Motion: made by Mike Pullen to deny the original amendment and add in to IBC 102.9.5.1 to state “the means of escape shall be continuously maintained free of all obstructions or impediments to full instant use in case of fire or other emergency.” 
Seconded by Roger Rossignol

Unanimous Vote
Amendment #3: submitted by Vicki Schmidt,  Maine State Federation of Firefighters

2009 IRC: This is a proposal to amend R302.12 Draftstopping.

Draftstopping shall be provided in one and two residential family combustible lightweight assembly construction where there are concealed voids or interstitial spaces above or below a floor/ceiling assembly components; such as but not limited to attics, mansards, overhangs or other concealed spaces. Draftstops shall be installed so that the area of any concealed space into approximately equal areas. Draftstopping shall be installed above, and in line with, sleeping unit and dwelling unit separation walls that do not extend to the underside of the roof sheathing above. Where the assembly is enclosed by a floor membrane above and a ceiling membrane below, draftstopping shall be provided in floor/ceiling assemblies under the following circumstances: 

1. Ceiling is suspended under the floor framing

2. Floor framing is constructed of truss-type open-web or perforated members

Exceptions:

1. Where corridor walls provide a sleeping unit or dwelling unit separation, draftstopping shall only be required above one of the corridor walls.

2. Draftstopping is not required in buildings equipped throughout with an automatic sprinkler system in accordance with IBC Section 903.3.1.1.

3. Draftstopping is not required in buildings equipped throughout with an automatic sprinkler system in accordance with IBC Section 903.3.1.2 provided that 
automatic sprinklers are also installed in the combustible concealed space, where the draftstopping is being omitted. 
Motion made by Mike Pullen that in R302.12 Draftstopping to change 1,000 to 500 square feet. 

Seconded by Paul Becker

Unanimous Vote 
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ERIC ELLIS, STATE FIRE MARSHAL’S OFFICE (SFMO)

Eric addressed the Board about his concerns that the MUBEC should recognize the Office of State Fire Marshal’s Fire Sprinkler Technical Policy and various fire sprinkler policies as posted on their website regarding variations from the adopted NFPA fire sprinkler standards and explanations of how to implement the NFPA fire sprinkler standards. 

The SFMO are planning to eliminate the state-fabricated fire sprinkler standards, (Maine Life Safety and the Hydro-Pro), as of December 1st, 2010 in order to come into harmony with both the MUBEC and the adopted NFPA codes and standards.  They do not plan to replace either one of the state-fabricated sprinkler standards with a revised standard.  They would however like to have the assurance that their Fire Sprinkler Technical Policy, (which is approved through rule-making) and various procedural policies will remain intact and recognized by the MUBEC. 

BRED COMMITTEE REPORTS
Due December 1, 2010 – review issues regarding: 
A. Third Party Inspectors B. Third-Party Inspections and C. Torte-Claims Protection

Discussion ensued about this report due 12/1/2010. Consensus that we haven’t had a lot of interest in this Third-party inspector program yet so not a lot to report yet. Will take some time into the new year to get an idea of its success or not. 

D. Due January 31, 2011 – Proposed Conflict Resolutions for Codes and Standards referenced in Section 9725, subsections 2 to 7. 
Subsections 2-7 were removed by the Board as they were not given the authority to enforce these, so there are no conflicts. If Legislature wants these listed under MUBEC, there will be conflicts. These include electrical standards; plumbing code; oil and solid fuel standards; boiler and pressure vessel standards and elevator standards. 
E. Proposals to Improve the Efficiency and Effectiveness of those Codes and Standards
Discussion about what could be included in this report. Dir. Dolby advised that he had already done this type of a document for the Commissioner awhile ago; and would be happy to provide that to the Board for discussion to see what else might be added, for the next meeting. Discussion evolved around perhaps including the timber frame construction – log homes and possible adoption of the International Mechanical Code (IMC). 

Perhaps suggest also that BRED change the legislative wording so that when the Board considers the next adoption cycle of 2012 for the ICC codes, that we could go through the Rule-making process instead of having to change it legislatively? 

F. Alternate Methods of Funding for the Board to Create an Equitable Source of Revenue
Acting Director Dolby advised the Board that unless some funding was created in some manner, that he may possibly be done the end of this year. There was limited funding in the FMO surcharge account that would not be able to carry all 3 of the current employees. ARRA funding for the secretary and training coordinator has been extended until March 2011. Dir Dolby’s salary currently comes out of the surcharge account. Discussion about approaching Commissioner Jordan to see if she can make or get an extension on Dir. Dolby’s acting capacity. Rich McCarthy agreed to represent the Board and discuss this with the Commissioner. Possible the new government may grant an extension to Dir Dolby. 
In LD 652 (purple sheets we have), it states the date of January 2011 for towns over 2,000 to be compliant with using the new code, not June 2011. 
**Revisit E and F (see above) for the next meeting. Try and get a clarification of the status of the standards on Indian Territory. 
PUC and Efficiency Maine have applied for a contract from the U.S. Dept of Energy and received it. There will be a study on how residential and commercial buildings are doing with energy efficiency.
Advanced courses will also be developed through the Community Colleges for contractors and others in the building profession. 
PUBLIC COMMENTS
Rick Meinking from the Efficiency Maine Trust advised the Board that he attended the ICC final action hearings for the 2012 edition of IECC in Charlotte, North Carolina. Reducing wasted energy from the nation’s largest single user – our homes and commercial buildings – was the byword of the nearly 500 state and local government representatives who spent five days of rigorous hearings to evaluate and pass judgment on hundreds of complex proposals to improve (or weaken) the IECC’s residential and commercial chapters. As a result of the hearings, the net effect in a 30%  boost in overall energy efficiency in the construction of new homes and commercial Buildings. 

The Department of Energy's Building Energy Codes project (BEC) released a Request for Proposals in August for states and territories for activities related to the adoption of and compliance with the most current building energy codes. The primary purpose is to advance state building energy codes to the efficiency levels in today's model codes. Efficiency Maine Trust, in conjunction with the State Planning Office submitted a proposal and was awarded $348,431. Funded by $230,000 Efficiency Maine Trust will conduct a “baseline” study in 45 new homes 20 multifamily structures, 20 small commercial and 20 medium commercial buildings all built in the last five years.  The purpose is to document the energy performance of homes and buildings built before Maine adopted the new Uniform Building and Energy Codes.
Russ Martin advised that the energy codes are progressive codes, trying to achieve greater energy savings. 

Paul Demers, CEO for Kennebunk addressed the board. He didn’t want the window wells killed (amendment #2 discussed today). He has a 300 house complex where the basements are designed to be non-habitable. 

**Comment: Have Dir. Dolby send a letter to the BRED Committee to advise them the Codes are not in place yet (12/1/10) and to perhaps advise them in July 2011, when the Codes have had a chance to be in place statewide. 
Next meeting date:  12/2/10

Respectfully submitted,

Kathy Chamberlain

Secretary 



































































