Tri-Chapter Uniform Code Committee (TUCC)

Meeting Minutes for June 11, 2009
Milpitas City Hall

455 E. Calaveras Rd.

Call to Order:

Meeting called to order at 1:20 p.m. by committee co-chairperson Sheila Lee, City of Santa Clara.

1.  In Attendance/Self Introductions:

*Sheila Lee, City of Santa Clara

Keyvan Irannejad, City of Milpitas

**David Basinger, Shums Coda Associates

+Ray Kansara, RK Associates

Michael Richards, Foster City

Homer Maiel, City of San Jose

Giyan Senaratne, WC3

Prabhath Silva, WC3

Abigail Obligacion, WC3

Mike Baird, Kutzmann & Associates

Jeff Maddox, The Fire Consultants

Reggie Meigs, San Ramon

Stephen Lau, City of San Mateo

Clay Salzman, Town of Danville

Brooks MacNeil, City of Burlingame

Lowell Brown, LB/4A

Leon Sheyman, City of Milpitas

Carol Lau, City of Sunnyvale

Mike Wayne, City of Redwood City

Susan O’Brien, O’Brien Consulting

Akitayo Akiloumi, City of San Ramon

*  Chairperson

** Secretary

+ Additional/Back-up Secretary

2.  Minutes Approval:

The previous minutes were reviewed and approved unanimously.
3.  Items from Last Meeting:

Wind policy was approved last meeting - Dave still needs to email to the group and chapters for distribution and use.
PV systems guidelines from Bill Brooks were reviewed, and Sheila is waiting for confirmation to use the details from Bill Brooks.

Additionally, Sheila indicated that Kurt Newick (Sierra Club) had sent jurisdictions in Southern California emails (similar to those he distributed in Northern California) related survey information on commercial PV permit fees. The information in this survey was more detailed than previous survey work done as it included permit turnaround times, but it is still pushing for simplified (quick) reviews, and reduced fees for commercial PV installations. As a point of reference, the average PV system fee in Northern California was $300, while in Southern California the average was around $500. It was also noted that in Southern California less than 1/3 of the jurisdictions were doing these reviews over the counter, so our TUCC policy to assist with over-the-counter approvals should assist jurisdictions.

The group additionally followed-up on previous discussions related to ballasted PV system (i.e., not mechanically anchored to the building), and determined that the code required mechanical anchorage.

4.  Suspended Ceiling Policy (Sheila Lee/David Basinger):
Sheila presented the revised policy related to suspended ceiling requirements. The document still indicates that special inspection is not required (per previous discussion), and attempts to address the structural requirements for splay-wires are able to be used in lieu of rigid braces (clarification of ASCE 7-05 13.5.6.2.2). The proposed policy would still allow for each jurisdiction's interpretation on how the new requirements will be applied with remodel projects.
There was an extended conversation related to the structural requirements and the limits to which some of the requirements are actually applied. The discussion focused on the splay-wire exception conflicts within the code, as well as different conditions that are encountered in the field. Sheila also polled the group with regards to whether or not the heavy-duty grid requirements were being enforced. 

Action taken: Item to be revised and refined further, with particular attention focused on item #3, and brought back for additional discussions at the next meeting.
5.  Santa Clara Co. Green Building Adoption (Susan O'Brien):

Susan presented two different articles related to green building codes and recommendations for future mandatory requirements for residential and non-residential building types. The intent was to show that the Region (and the State), are moving towards making these requirements (Green Points, LEED, Green Building Code, etc.) required, and how can we establish some consistency between jurisdictions on this topic? Sheila pointed out that the green building policy was based on a committee's recommendations, and it is not enforceable until adopted by a jurisdiction.
There was a lengthy discussion related to the information, with some jurisdictions indicating that they have made some adoptions ahead of future requirements. But much of the conversation focused on the expensive costs to have buildings certified LEED or through other methods. Reggie noted that currently LEED/USGB can have a building certified (silver, gold or platinum) without any verification during construction, so there was concern on what the certification really provided.

Action taken: None at this point, discussions to continue with future meetings and information develops.
6.  Unprotected Stairs Atrium (Giyan Senaratne):

Giyan questioned the group with regards to the differences between the 2001 CBC, and the 2007 CBC sections 404, 707 and 1020 provisions for unprotected stairways within an atrium. 

Group felt that the stairway is not required to be enclosed in an atrium, and the intent is treat the atrium as a large volume space. The language has changed in the codes, and per CBC 707.2, exception #5, the shaft enclosure language (similar to a stairway) is now applied. Ray pointed out that section 404.1 does reference the 707.2 exception, and that was more specific with regards to the open stairway requirements than section 1020. Sheila pointed out that with the open stairway, travel distances would be the code defining requirement.

Action Taken: Sheila asked Giyan to contact ICC (Homer requested that he also discuss with Doug Evans at Clark County, NV).
7.  Duct penetration allows for two or three floors (Giyan Senaratne):

Giyan questioned how the duct penetration requirements of the 2007 CBC were being applied to a multi-story building with an air duct running up the walls - issue related to the duct penetrations for over three floors. In particular, his concern was related to a four-story building that had a duct that connected three-stories, and the exception that would not require this to be a shaft. The group discussed briefly, and came to the conclusion that the new code language was a bit confusing (not consistent). Sheila indicated that Gale Bate would like the group to look at the duct penetration requirements of CBC 716 as well, as it permits the elimination of damper in ducts, in buildings with sprinklers - his concern is that this doesn't make sense, as it would be allowed regardless of hazardous materials quantities.
Action Taken: Giyan to check with ICC.
8.  Other Items for Discussion:

Keyvan led a brief discussion related to expiring permits at 180 days, and how many times the permit could be extended. There were several examples of how others were handling this, and methods of extending permits beyond the 180 day period. Ultimately, the group felt that each jurisdiction's administrative provisions accounted for how this should be handled, but the point is still to leverage the person to finish the construction/project.
There was also a quick last minute question regarding the ABAG’s repair and reconstruction ordinance (which is CALBO’s recommended repair and reconstruction ordinance that TUCC had previously recommended to adopt). The group thought that this was easy to provide or adopt, and re-iterated points from earlier discussions.
Next meeting scheduled for July 9, at 1:15 p.m.

Meeting adjourned at 3:38 p.m.

