, authorlty to 1ssue orr refuse ‘bu11d1ng permlts t:he othé‘t" off1c1als
and ‘boards. - Chapter 143 ‘Section. 3 of ‘the General Laws  gives thJ’._S’
authorlty only to;the Bulldlng O’ff1c1al vand does ‘mot- auitj;h'orize




Jthe

gheChnology has' :
employ new materlals.“ ‘Recently,

systensfwhlch
;overtaken th

. : : - 1thstand ‘more
‘substrates w1thout fallure than can’ bu11t =up. roofs. 7 Many new systems,_
Care alsoi 31ng1e ply 5 that “is the systems con31st of only one layer. :

"tar, and gravei";fﬂ

QSeveral dlfferent‘materlals are now in common use,.1nc1ud1ng Ethyleneevg
Propylene 'Diene Monomer (EPDM) Polyv1ny1 Chloride (PVC) and ‘modified
:b;tumens.p~Each materlal has 1tS»own advantages and dlsadvantages(vand‘"

each manufacturer's ‘roofing -system. has “unique features, installation
requ1rements and phy51cal propertles.:, It .is 1mportantfthat bulldlng
;off1c1als keep these facts in mind. “Permit’ appllcants must - demonstratef

(;that ‘the spec1f1c'system proposed for 1nstallat10n has the" proper'
k,c1a531f1cat10n per .the’ ASTM E 108 Test
the st 'e‘Bulldlng Code = , ,

ﬁThe_ASTM E L08 Test evaluatesoroof,coverlng systems\ : sEidn
retardant characterlstlcs for spread of flame due - to burnlng brandsif"
e : ' : . vSystems are. c1a551f1ed a8 Class Ay :
w1thstand1ng the'most severe fire., exposurei
proper class of  roof poverlng not;applled
, exposed ‘to a great T -
"constructlon type*should merit, Bulldlng off1c1als should take care to:
: ”conflrma on: durlng plan ‘review . that: '
-requ1»ed:c13531f1catlon‘;: should verlf’
Vsubstltutlon of a. lessvf" e'retardant roof cov ring. has not occurred

Y

bu11d1ng

CHIHHEY LINER PERFORMANCE STANDARDS

*ecommendatron‘of the Constructlon\Materlals Safety Board 3thevk
State"Board o f" Bu11d1ng Regulatlons and Standards has’ formally_
~interpreted Sectlon 2108.3.2 (Masonry' chlmneys,;‘Llnlng) ~Thev:
~.performance; standards of on: 2

(ASTM C315) ‘the.
_that
ltemperatures
‘standards '

llner;o_

up to seventeen hundred (1700) degrees Fahrenhelt.
fpthe Underwrlters tor1es UL 103 .HT (high temperature)f

Laboratorles areidtorfbeffaccépted, as. meetlng the, requlrements of thls;if
;Sectlon.,'w VTR s T e ; : L (s

reqnlred_by{SectiondQZG»of‘ S

fire hazard than»ltS':'

18 roof: COverlng has " tﬁefgri
durlng 1nspectlontthat5a'

108 3.2 require fire clay flue- 11ningjf4

& ‘ other approved material '
‘;ll re81st corrosxon softenlng or- mracklng from flue gaseSiat;ﬁrp
As the. .

han the requlrements of ".the Code,}%fub
andard and llsted by Underwrltersﬁ;



I‘offlcers to serve for 1986 1987

HASSACHUSETTS BUILDING COMHISSIONERS AND INSPECTORS ASSOCIATION INC.’

Electlon of Offlcers

of you who may not*be aware,tthe Massachuset

v :,’Bulldlng
LComm1531oners and. Inspectors Assoc1atlon recently elected ‘th

follow1ng

Pre51dent-», : '1‘i HlfﬁJoseph Cellucc1 e L
; St e T QtzpCambrldge Building Commlss1oner,i
’fifVICG”Pre81dent;*j S 0 Charles McArthur |

"Bedford: Inspector of Bu11d1ngsf
James Starratt = - .
vifLynn»Bulldlng Commlss1oner"'
Herbert Haskell “, gy
waarblehead Inspector of Buxldlngs’” '

“Treasurer .

‘iSecretary o

We - congratulate the newly 1nstalled offlcers vand w1sh them a: successful

year., We’also wish to cémmend’ last _year s,off1cers ‘who under‘the able;%ﬁ

leadershlp of Sam Desalvo'worked successfully to'provlde excellent}f
rtralnlng programs 1n addltlon to thelr other dutles., FRRR

‘Educatlonal Semlnar e

1tationiof"the5PreSid€nt30f'thevMassachuéetté Bulldlng;}
, Commlss1oners ‘and - Inspectors Association, 'the membership. of the

'Southeast
,Assoclat"' “and - the'ﬂmembershlp of” the Bu1ld1ng Offlcials ‘of Western‘c
Massachusetts attended a’'joint. sem1nar on egress, This. semlnar was held;ﬁ
on’ November 13, 1986 -at Finally Mlchael s Restaurant in Framlngham Vlth?n
approx1mate1y 220 bulldlng off1c1als attendlng.,‘v, ' h B

At the

Mr ./ Jullus Ballanco, Senlor Staff Englneer BOCA Internatlonal presentedxl

- Massactnlsetts Bulldlng ()ff1c1als and,ZFlre Chlefsfv

the BOCA ‘Code's requ1rements for egress' and 'compared specified BOCA;{'
requirements ‘with ‘thosé of" ‘the State Bu11d1ng Code.;_Mr. Ballancq

distributed a resource document, a Contlnulng ‘Education Workbook ~Means

of Egress. Many items of hlS presentatlon provoked sp1r1ted dlscu551on

partlcularly the BOCA code” s'requlrements for 31ng1e exit constructlon
: occupancy loads, travel dlstance, corr1dor w1dth and lobbles =

i CONSTRUCTION SUPERVISOR LICENSE (CSL) SUSPENSIONS'

Under MGL e 620 S8 47A the follow1ng llcenses have been suspended andigﬂ

'iw111~remaln—suspended unt1l ‘the Department of Revenue,has notlfled thepfs‘

' Board that they are no longer dellnquent

Llcense Holderf )1‘;7:f!'fEf;'g\' CSL Numggr
;ﬁgJoseph H. Arseneau"' fi033175E;».:
““Lyndel 'R. Cabbage - S :03271Q&l:ﬂ,g1«
. Roger C. Pelletier 0342120
Samuel P. Reed : S 030971

“Joseph R Worcester~k‘ r;'gcpfr- 024387




. compliance alternative. . The:

"_cons1dered methods of" meetlng the'lntent of the code prof

';Commonwealth Prior to this. Act

& CODEWORD

Thls‘lssue's:CODEWORD is:f Compllance Alternatlve;”&;fn3ex1st1n§

fbulldlngs_only;J"Where compllance_wlth the provisions: of ‘the code: for.fim

new construction, requlred by thlsfartlcle (Article.22), is dimpractical -

‘because ot structural “or constructlon d1ff1c .
confllcts,'compllance alternatlves may be accepted by the bulldlng:
,official (see Sect1on 2206 : i ;

1f the'use of comp11ance:,
f1rst tool for mak1ng this o
and evaluatlon of the’ ex1st1ng'

fHow should the bu11d1ng off1c1
v}alternatlve canfbe allowed
,determlnatlon “is the: “‘investig

;tles oriregulatory .

‘building”’ required by ‘Section 2202‘1 | This documentation of the ex13t1ng,‘:

conditions provides ‘the framework"for_lthe evaluation of ‘the, proposedu;
s non or: partial compllance and - any’
proposed’ compllance alternatlves must be speclflcally documented 1n the

: permlt appllcatlon (see Sectlon 2202 4D,

: ‘ tool ‘av ,bu11d1ng?off1c1al 3 T ovaof
'Append1x T, Suggested Compllance Alternatives. . These. examples of g
generally acceptable compllance,alternatlves and the associated
,commentaries,lllustrate the: prlnclples that can be applledrand theg*
alternatives ' ‘that can be accepted. The'examples given ‘

'dnecessarlly ‘bes applled in all cases but prov1'e;exce11ent gu1dance andfﬂ"

d1rect10n._,-hdg

The:flnal step the bu1ld1ng off1c1alnmust take:when acceptlng r
1re_]ectlng any compllance alternatlve fits*documentatlon. 7 i

220205 requ1res that complete documentatlonﬂof proposed complrance-i'

“‘alternatives ‘and the’ official's. actlon be submitted .to the ‘State. Board. .
of Building Regulatlonsf and Standards forfrev1ew. j Compl1ance5

‘alternatives must not be con51dered 2 convenlent"\solut1ons to,
problem's w1th ex1st1ng bulldlﬁgs,5bUt,=rather ‘must-be aferLlYﬂi
sions:. of . -

Artlcle 22“on a case- by case b351s

CHAPTERv687 OF 1985

LEGISLATIONS

“This Act, passed in December:of 1985“famends Chapter 143 by str1k1ng out

~"Sections 62 to 66, '1nc1us1ve,:and 1nsert1ng new. sectlons ~and- amend1ng"'

Sections 70 and 71B The effect of this Act is to transfer o the

“D1v131on of Inspectlon of the - Department of: Publlc Safety, on: January S

1987, the" sole respons1b111ty for elevator 1nspectlons w1th;n_thehg
: properly quallfled looal ‘building. -
‘aoif1c1als could be respon31ble for elevator 1nspecslons.v T PR ‘

Currently, the Elevator ”Section of the Division isffcomplllng ~a: '
:computerlzed data: base of;elevators 1n‘the Commonwealth, ‘Lo -

~Inspectors’ malntalnlng such? ecords ar'e ‘urged . to con‘act the
"Sect1on to arrange the turnover of local records.'. ‘

~




RECENT STATE BUILDING CODE APPEALS BOARD DECISIONS

Section 126.7.11 (Contents of Dec1s1on) of the Code‘states; "Anyv
~decision shall - snot :be: cons1dered by any person or: agency as a precedentf}
for further dec1s1ons.“yf ST R S o 0 SR

Appeal Docket'#903

" The bulldlng off1c1al refused to,issue a building. permlt for a twelve
unit (R=2) re51dent1al structure, ‘citing ‘excessive travel distante'to
ex1tway dlscharge as his reason for refusal, - The second means of egress
from this structure (two story apartments above ‘a ground . level- garage) =
was to be provided. by ‘a " balcony, common to all ‘units, which prov1ded a.

travel ‘distance of approximately . two hundred and twenty (220) feet for
the most remote unlts. ~-The: Inspector>c1ted ‘the requirements of Table
607. wh1ch limits this- travel dlstance to one hundred (100) feet

f,The Appellant argued that the balcony was an acceptable second means of'
egress in that 1t provided two stalrways;to grade in’ addltlon‘tofthe
1nterlor ex1tway. : : : L S

The Board;fodnd:that ‘as one of - the balcony s stalrways was adjacent to -
“the- interio xit's. d1scharge, 1t'cou1d not: .be considered as'remote.
Therefore,
of egress. The. Board determined .the ‘building official' Sfcomputatlon of
travel distance excess of two ‘hundred (200) feet was correct “and
requ1red the,~-pellant to resubmlt comply;ng plans.'gﬂ? CE S8 o

}'Appeal Docketu#906

The bu1ld1ng offlclal’issuedf’njex1tway order to the owner of an
existing" ‘building. . The=order cited a- v1olat10n of Sectlon 616.11,

Discharge: Identlflcatlon 'as an ex1tway stairway contlnued beyond the
floor of dlscharge.‘ “No barrlers (partltlon door, etc.,): were present to
’prevent persons from: pa551ng “the ex1t and contlnulng 1nto the basement.v

could ‘not be cons1dered as-a code comply1ng second means -

The Appellant argued that the ex1t was clearly obv1ous marked by an.

illuminated. sign, and through a door with' a ‘vision- panel giving, a v1ew
of "the exterior, The" Appellant cited the NFPA Life . Safety Code ‘which
under theSe condltlons would not requ1re a. barrler.j :

The Board found that therlack of a barrler could allow a person to‘
continue beyond the exit’ and become ‘trapped- with no. way to exit from: the‘
basement w1thout returnlng to the stalrway exity Addltlonally, the
Board. found that where the State Bu11d1ng Code - spec1flcally addressed
. this 1ssue (Section 616.11) and allows mno exceptions, the use of the
Engineering Practlce Standard NFPA 101-= 1976 The-Life: Safety Code could
not be allowed. ~The Board drrected the Appellant “to prov1de-the"
required -barriers. . - L R : fol et e




TECHNICAL DIRECTOR HONORED e

’Mr. Dav1d C Macartney,:,; Technlca lerector State Board of Bu11d1ng

.,lRegul(atlons and "Standards;,  has been -honored by hls‘app01ntment the! o
Building - Off1c1als and Code:- Admlnlstrators'Inter_natlonal_(BOCA) Code
rvInterpretatlons sCommittee.: ‘This Committee 'regularly . reviewS’yrequests"f .

for formal interpretation of the BOCA Codes and these" 1nterpretatlons"lgn»
- provide .a basis: for BOCA code changes and clarlflcatlon..i.,'

! I DO)J\T CAV—E HO\J\/ LOP\LQ‘
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