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9/12/13
Florian Hall Conference Room
Dept of Public Safety - Augusta

Meeting opened at 9:05 am – Introductions of Board members. 

Board members present: Roger Rossignol, Dick Tarr, Mike Pullen, Russ Martin, Stephen Wintle, Dick Lambert, Barry Chase, Jeff Ohler, Marc Veilleux and Shiloh Lafreniere.

Excused:  Paul Becker

Staff present:  Rich McCarthy and Secretary Kathy Chamberlain-Robitaille

REVIEW OF THE 5/9/2013 MINUTES

Motion: Mike Pullen motioned to approve with one wording change
Seconded: Marc Veilleux 
Unanimous vote with 2 abstentions

FINANCIAL UPDATE

As of this date, there is $290,839.16 in the building codes surcharge account. 

CHAIR REPORT – RICH MCCARTHY

A Memorandum of Understanding has been done between DPS and DECD for the funding to be transferred from DPS to DECD to continue to pay for Brianne’s (former) position. The Code Enforcement Officer training remains with DECD, which includes MUBEC training. Drew Morris, DECD, addressed the board. Brianne is working for now with them a few days a week to get everything caught up. Drew is working with the Maine Energy office to have an Energy Training. 
The Fire Marshal, Joe Thomas, is now following our rulemaking through. He was asked to check on some of the rules we have submitted. These are to make sure code and rules match. 

LEGISLATIVE/RULEMAKING – CLEAN UP BILL?

Russ Martin, board member, advised that he had met with his legislator about the Board’s report to LCRED and the fact that nothing has been heard back and the number of things that need to be cleaned up. It is a short session coming up, but it is possible to submit a cleanup bill. There is a cloture date coming up in order to give a bill a title, etc for the next session. We can submit from the Board, but not from the Dept. Rich has called the Legislative Analyst about being able to submit this. (there is a bill in to move training to DEP). The LCRED letter, the intent of the Standards adopted (should they have been mandatory?), coming up…….the issue is now to we move to adopt the 2012 or 2015 code? Does the Board wish Rich to pursue these? Dick Lambert suggested that we investigate tying the Clean up Bill to an existing bill for the best bet to get anything accomplished in this coming session. We don’t want to see the training get moved again either from DECD. Russ advised that this would be a great time now to clean up loose ends. 
Motion: by Russ Martin to direct Rich to pursue/initiate a Cleanup Bill with the LCRED Committee.
Seconded: by Dick Lambert
Unanimous vote 

Commissioner Morris advised that only emergency bills will be put through this session. Rich will review the bills outstanding with the Commissioner. 
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REPORT FROM THE TRAINING COMMITTEE MEETING 8/29/13 – DICK LAMBERT

The Training Committee met with Drew Morris and TerryAnn Holden from DECD. Bob Stillwell, radon manager at DHHS was also present. DECD has been holding the training and doing the testing of CEOs since Brianne’s job was cut by Legislature. Drew Morris is working now with TerryAnn to revamp the training program which includes tracking other Depts to make sure they contribute towards the training of CEOs as required by law. Brianne is actually working a couple days a week with them to get things caught up and to help with the transitioning of files and records to DECD. 
Discussion about formerly requiring CEOS to take a class every time to get re-certified in each area. This should not be necessary for them to do if they can pass the test. Drew would like to offer some advanced training as well. Looking at the basic certification classes, it makes good sense to pull out all the Administrative part that is in every Code class, and just put that all together in a CEO 101 type of class that would also have things like proper etiquette dealing with the public, conducting inspections, etc. The Committee will meet again after doing some work at putting together the CEO 101 class and also look at advance training. Talk also ensued about having a day long course that is half for design professionals and half for code enforcement folks. 


UNFINISHED BUSINESS

ROOMING & LODGING SUGGESTED LANGUAGE/MUBEC AMENDMENT 

As a follow up on this issue from our last meeting, Rich passed out to the board today, the verbage to amend the Rules. Currently the IBC requires the sprinkler system in Rooming & Lodging locations to a higher standard (13-R) than NFPA requires for the same locations. The I-Codes require the same as in hotels causing a larger expensive for a homeowner who wants to turn his/her home into a Bed & Breakfast. NFPA requires a lesser standard system (13-D). most B&Bs fall into the 3-4 room, 6-8 person occupancy. Rich submitted suggested language for this amendment to 903.3.1.3 NFPA 13D sprinkler systems. Automatic sprinkler systems installed in one and two family dwellings and townhouses “and R-1 occupancies with up to 16 occupants” shall be permitted to be installed throughout with NFPA 13D. An R-1 occupancy utilizing an NFPA 13D system all the following shall be met: 
1. The R-1 occupancy or shall not be part of a mixed occupancy
2. Entrance foyers shall be sprinklered
3. R-1 occupancies with sleeping accommodations for more than eight occupants shall be treated as two-family dwellings with regard to the water supply. 

Dave Lafond, NFSA, suggested perhaps the language could be linked to say that it be hooked to the Fire Department’s supply.

Motion:  Marc Veilleux motioned to move ahead with the Amendment as presented.
Seconded: by Roger Rossignol
Unanimous Vote

Other:  Russ Martin advised that he is now in charge of the local ASHRAE chapter. Hopeful that it would give the chapter an incentive to work with anyone on educational purposes/issues. 

Bruce Johnson, ICC, still is willing to help with training and certification, but it is cost prohibitive to have them do it. The State is charged with CEO training, but originally that would have been $80,000 to have ICC do it.  Drew’s office is pursuing payment from other Depts to pony up with their part of the training costs. 
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UNFINISHED BUSINESS CONTINUED……

Egress Windows (NFPA 2012 code/FMO)

NFPA 2012 is being considered for adoption by the Fire Marshal’s Office. Egress window size has been 5.7 sq ft. for years. With the 2012 code, prior to 1976, the intent is that firefighters could fit through the square of the window. But with 20x24 on the inside. Marc Veilleux took this to the Maine Fire Chiefs meeting recently. They are concerned about replacement windows in homes prior to 1976 in order to meet these requirements. Most felt it was unnecessary to go to this extreme. Rich’s feedback was that NFPA class training had said it was the 2012 wording and that was always the intent. The verbage in the 2012 Life Safety Code in the appendix was not adopted. Rich received an email asking the Board to look at this, so it is now an official interpretation request. Mike Pullen advised that the Board did adopt some appendices in the IEBC, could we do the same with this? The new portion in the Appendix says 20x24 is less than the 5.7 sq ft. requirement. Either the height or the width has to be changed. Pre 1976 – 3.3 inside and 5 sq ft on the outside (total window space) if it is a wood sash. The FMO always enforced 5.7 sq ft., net square opening. In the IRC, Appendix J 102.4 – egress windows need to comply with AJ 401, Chapter 11, the energy code. The IBC says don’t follow the code. NFPA says prior to 76, it will allow it as long as it meets the 20x24. Pre 1976, NFPA window can be 20x24 inside opening and 5 sq ft overall opening outside. After 1976, NFPA 5.7 sq ft. on the inside and no requirement for the outside. Marc Veilleux advised that the IEBC doesn’t enhance safety. The 2012 NFPA code is helping. He would recommend using the NFPA 2012 provided the windows don’t get smaller. We would change the IEBC pre 1976 and after 1976. 

Public input on above:

Adam Sully, Rockland Fire Chief recommended looking at the public safety aspect of it first. 
Mark Burnes, architect, recommended that the Board’s decision be based on the public’s safety first. Barbara Berry, Maine Realtors, advised that they are concerned with the economics and thinks the change that the 2012 NFPA makes is good, especially for the older housing stock in Maine. 

Suggestion that a combined letter from the FMO and the Chair of the Building Codes Board advising that this is the way windows will be dealt with and a policy whether it is a MUBEC town or non-MUBEC town. The Town can do a more stringent requirement in a Fire Life Safety Code, but not through a Building Code. The letter would include the NFPA 2012 Appendix and clarification of the IEBC language to make up this policy. **Rich will send copies of these sections to the Board to look at the Conflict Tree.  

NEW BUSINESS

Ben Johnson, CEO from Hampden inquired from the board about sprinklers being deleted for one and two family dwellings when the code was adopted but it was kept in for townhouses. Is there a conflict here between IRC and NFPA? Do townhouses need to be sprinklered if a whole row of them is built, not as separate buildings? NFPA doesn’t have a definition of townhouses, they are called apartment houses. The problem comes with putting in a fire wall. If you put in a fire wall – then it becomes two units on each side of the firewall and then you would have 1-2 family dwellings on each side. The Firewall is an independent structural wall. What is the intent of the Board? Do you consider a firewall with two duplexes as one and two family dwellings or townhouses? Townhouses are under IRC, multifamily dwellings are under IBC. The definition of a Firewall is in the IBC – use that first to define what is being built. For masonry walls, there can’t be any penetrations in it – no outlets, no ductwork and are considered to be two hour firewalls. 
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PUBLIC COMMENTS

None received.

Next meeting date:  October 17, 2013 at 9:00 a.m. 

Adjourned at 11:25 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted,

Kathy Robitaille
