Tri-Chapter Uniform Code Committee (TUCC)

Meeting Minutes for May 14, 2009

Milpitas City Hall

455 E. Calaveras Rd.

Call to Order:

Meeting called to order at 1:25 p.m. by committee additional/back-up co-chairperson Mr. Keyvan Irannejad, City of Milpitas.

1.  In Attendance/Self Introductions:

***Keyvan Irannejad, City of Milpitas

+Ray Kansara, RK Associates

Anthony Ghiossi, Town of Los Gatos

Michael Richards, Foster City

Kathryn Sedwick, City of San Jose

Giyan Senaratne, WC3

Suresh Acharya, City of Concord

Kevin Mulcahy, City of Concord

Ana Akin,  Bureau Veritas

Marco Italia S.E., Bureau Veritas

Mike Wayne,  City of Redwood City

Ken Fujimoto,  Plan Review Consultant

Kerwin Lee,  Ralph Jensen & Associates

Susan O’Brien,  O’Brien consulting

Akitayo Akiloumi,  City of San Ramon

*  Chairperson

** Secretary
*** Additional/Back-up Chairperson
+ Additional/Back-up Secretary

2.  Minutes Approval:

The previous minutes were reviewed and approved without amendment.
3.  Fire Rated Construction (Keyvan Irannejad):

Keyvan handed out the IBC Interpretation No. 31-07 for IBC section 705.2.  As per this section the fire walls shall be independent from each other for structural stability during fire.  The piping and ducts can penetrate firewall but shall be design to maintain structural stability.
Kathryn asked, how are the conduits supported thru firewall, if one side collapse, will it affect the other side - how are other jurisdiction handling this requirement? Giyan asked, the meaning of sufficient structural stability. Keyvan mentioned that if the joists are connected to beam with hangers and if joist collapse the beam will support the firewall. HVAC, plumbing and fire sprinklers have to be isolated per code. He also mentioned that 6x beam will give you a 2 hr. fire rating and it is hard to see building burning for two hours and no response from fire departments personnel. Anthony mentions that leave to the design engineers to provide structural stability and support for the piping and ducts. Keyvan gave some examples from the City of Milpitas. He will bring some details that can be used, for the next time.

Action taken:   New guidelines shall be prepared for the next time and Kathryn and Giyan may help prepare it.

4.  Two Story Townhomes with Different Owners.

What are the requirements for the accessibility for these townhomes?

Keyvan mention that we will discuss this in the next meeting.  He had to leave.

Action taken:  Postponed for next time
5.  Simplified Wind Design (Giyan Senaratne):

Matt and Suresh review calculations and compare the numbers.  The numbers were within 2 to 4 percent. Mike asked as how you apply this to say 12x9 patio cover, open on three sides. Giyan mentioned that designer has to use method 2 and that is nightmare for small structure. So this is the purpose to develop the guideline. Use the tables in the guideline. Kathrin indicated that round the numbers to higher digit. The Simplified wind design guideline #14 with amendment to round out the number to higher digit and add standard clause at the beginning of the guideline was voted and unanimously approved.

Action taken:  Guideline #14 approved with above revisions.

6.  Meeting open for general code item discussions:

The majority of the final portion of the meeting dealt with some specific questions brought by Giyan, Kerwin and Suresh regarding a particular project that they were currently reviewing, in an effort to define some general interpretation points from the group:

Giyan:


A.
Entrapment device and accessibility requirements for the existing common swimming pools.  This is difficult in the existing building. The group generally felt that it needed to be considered on a case-by-case basis. The group also agreed that the issue was very complex, but there was no need for a policy/guideline.

B.
The second item asked as how to deal with the hazardous warning sign, truncated dome.  Kathryn indicated to refer the City of San Diego interpretations.  Also look at the definition of walk and sidewalk. The group felt that we are not ready to tackle this issue.  So there is no real discussion point on this item.

C.
The third item was that do we need to provide accessibility to public transportation, on the lot outside the property line.  The general opinion was that you only need to provide up to and within the limit of the property line and not beyond your property. 

Kerwin:

D.
The state fire marshal requires that the K thru 2 facilities can not ne located on second floor.  Kerwin asked, if this is true for only class rooms or the entire facility.  He thinks the other facility shall be allowed to go on the second floor.

E.
The rescue window above 3rd and 4th floor discussed.  The necessity of the rescue window at the upper level do not seem to be practical then why required.

Suresh:

F.
The ceiling seismic bracing, how do you design it and can you not use wire for the seismic load.  The answer was that use the ASCE 7-05 section 13.5.6.1.

Next meeting scheduled for June 11, at 1:15 p.m.

Meeting adjourned at 2:58 p.m.

