Tri-Chapter Uniform Code Committee (TUCC)

Meeting Minutes for March 11, 2010
Milpitas City Hall

455 E. Calaveras Rd.

Call to Order:

Meeting called to order at 1:18 p.m. by committee co-chairperson Sheila Lee, City of Santa Clara.

1.  In Attendance/Self Introductions:

*Sheila Lee, City of Santa Clara

Arnold Hom, City of Cupertino

Kerwin Lee, Rolf Jensen & Associates

Homer Maiel, City of San Jose

Kathryn Sedwick, City of San Jose

Carol Lau, City of Sunnyvale

Oliver Chan, City of Milpitas

Betty Chan, City of Milpitas

Keyvan Irannejad, City of Milpitas

Gale Bate, Code Resource

Mike Wayne, City of Redwood City

Andrew A. Adelman, A3 Company

David Chung, City of Gilroy

**David Basinger, Shums Coda Associates

Giyan Senaratne, WC3

Gary West, City of Vallejo

+Ray Kansara, RK Associates

Richard Ames, City of Mountain View

Michael Richards, Foster City

James Russell, Building Codes Consultant

Robert Woods, City of Walnut Creek

Mark Soltes, City of San Leandro

Matin Miraftab, City of San Leandro

Akitayo Akiloumi, City of San Ramon

*  Chairperson

** Secretary

+ Additional/Back-up Secretary

++ Acting Chairperson

2.  Minutes Approval:

Jim suggested updating the members of the sub-committees, but Sheila pointed out that only new members added at last months meeting were reflected in the minutes. Sheila asked that the Chapters put the sub-committee membership on their websites.

The minutes from last month were approved unanimously.

3.  Local Amendment Sub-Committee Update (sub-committee chairs):


IRC sub-committee group:


Dave noted that the IRC committee had met prior to the TUCC meeting and broken-up the chapters for review amongst the committee members. The IRC plans to meet monthly via conference call the first Thursday of every month. The Southern California Area Tri-Chapter group was already inquiring whether or not the Northern California TUCC group had formed an opinion about allowing two-story conventional framing and bracing, as well as work done without a licensed professional.

Green Building Code sub-committee group:


Giyan indicated that they would be meeting today following the TUCC meeting.

Structural sub-committee group:


Ray indicated that the structural committee met last week, and will have a meeting next Thursday in Milpitas at 1:30 p.m. They did go through the past policies and determined that only three needed to be reviewed by the sub-committee.


IBC sub-committee:


Homer relayed that the IBC committee had met on February 24, and determined at this point there was nothing worthy of TUCC discussions at this point. They plan on focusing more time on the SFM amendments prior to next month's TUCC meeting.


Mechanical, Electrical and Plumbing sub-committee:


Sheila noted that the MEP sub-committee will be having their first meeting this month via a conference call.

Action taken: None - discussion item only -- may want to add discussion points for posting on ICC Chapters as they are developed.
4.  Underfloor Clearances (Betty Chan and Jim Russell):

Betty passed out and discussed minor changes to the document that was passed out last month. These changes addressed the group's three concerns from the previous month. She noted that concrete covered slab sub-floor area eliminated clearance requirements, but not the ventilation, so they also formalized a vapor barrier approach for garage conversions.
Homer noted a minor language correction needed, and there was a brief discussion on some other minor language changes. Betty summarized the changes and agreed to modify the document as requested by the group.
Action taken: Approved as TUCC policy interpretation item #16 with a unanimous vote. Betty to send electronic copy to Dave for distribution to the TUCC and Chapters.
5. Side Reach Access to Commercial Kitchen Sinks (Giyan Senaratne):
Giyan presented his research related to access requirements for commercial kitchen sinks, which determined that counter side reach was no longer acceptable per CBC 1115B.4.7. He further noted that the code language is silent on whether or not opening cabinet doors to allow the front approach under sink clearance is acceptable.

There were discussions as to who had the authority to make interpretations on whether or not opening cabinet doors was acceptable (i.e., DSA, Building Standards Commission or Building Official). Kerwin suggested that opening the cabinet doors to provide the access should be the Building Official's call, but the group felt that this was not equivalent access for those in wheelchairs. Gary noted that break room kitchens may no longer be able to have garbage disposals or other plumbing devices due to clearance issues.
Action taken: None - discussion item only

6.  Wood Sill Plate Anchor Bolt (Jim Russell):

Jim explained the proposed policy interpretation that would eliminate the current calculations for seismic design category D wood sill anchor bolts. The current ACI, Appendix 318D is a lengthy calculation that usually results in a completely different anchor bolt design than was allowed in the past for these plate anchors. Northern California SEAONC realized that this was an excessive requirement for these anchor bolts and completed testing to support a code change that was recently submitted and approved for the 2012 IBC. The results were new code language that would allow for - 2x or 3x plates, with proper edge distances, and 1/2" or 5/8" diameter bolts - to just use the NDS tables for the design, as long as the bolts are placed in the center of the plate. Jim proposed that TUCC accept this proposed policy interpretation ahead of the new code changes being published and adopted, as it would simplify many design and construction issues.

Homer asked if there was any strong opposition at the ICC code hearing committees - Jim did not know of any, and does not expect any in Dallas. There was some group discussion related to the placement of the bolts, which resulting in Jim suggesting a change in the language to specify the centerline of the bolt - although there was some speculation that construction installation methods would probably prevent this from actually being accomplished. There was also a suggestion from Sheila to make the policy shorter by eliminating some of the background language, as well as correcting some code references and grammatical mistakes.
Action taken: Approved unanimously by the group as TUCC Interpretation Policy #17.

7.  Diaphragm Shear Transfer at 3" Vent Gap at Roof Top (Giyan Senaratne):

Giyan presented a recent plan review/inspection item where an engineer had argued that a gable end roof, on a rectangular building, could technically have a vent cap at the top ridge due to the shear forces being zero at the middle of the diaphragm. Although there was several suggestions related to conditions that would not allow for this opening in the diaphragm, the group agreed that this (or something very similar) was allowed and relatively typical construction - if the chords are continuous.

Action taken: None - discussion item only

8.  Location of Lock on Glass Door (Giyan Senaratne):

Giyan posed a question to the group as to what is the required mounting height of locking hardware devices on commercial glass doors, particularly as for aesthetics the door manufacturers mount them in the bottom edge of the door. His concern was if installed at the bottom of the door (i.e., less than 15" above the floor), would this not be too low for accessible employees to open the door for the day's last customers or their own egress of the tenant space?

Sheila noted that as this was a security issue, the code would allow for the lock to be placed at any height, with Gale noting that the security requirements would trump the access requirement. Ultimately, the group also felt that during normal operations the door would be required to remain unlocked, while closing was not considered normal operations period.

Action taken: None - discussion item only

9.  SB 1608 CASp Enforcement (Sheila Lee):

Sheila noted that at the recent CALBO ABM there were still a lot of discussions that dealt with CASp requirements for jurisdictions, and that this is still a confusing issue. Primarily, the Building Officials questioned whether or not they would be required to enforce ADA requirements, as DSA has never been able to certify the CBC regulations as meeting the ADA guidelines? It appeared that many jurisdictions will have plans examiners to provide required CASp reporting, and some jurisdictions will use consultants for CASp. Several felt that per the law they would be required to retain, or have a contract with, a CASp certified consultant. However, the majority of the group had not yet fully decided how they were formally going to move forward on the issue.

Sheila emphasized that building departments’ responsibility is to enforce the California Building Code (no changes to City's projects in compliance with ADA). Further, she brought up the point that if a CASp consultant creates a report, and the drawings are prepared per those recommendations, the question is whether the jurisdiction would review in accordance to the California Code.  It is not the responsibility of Building departments to decide whether ADA or the California code should govern when a conflict occurs.
Action taken: None - discussion item only at this point.
Other code items to discussions:
Keyvan asked if anyone knew where the storage rack anchorage requirements is in the 2007 CBC, as he was having trouble finding the 8-ft. or higher requirements that were used in the 2001 CBC. Several people suggested that Chapter 15 of the ASCE dealt with storage rack designs, but were using 5' - 9" heights (per the administrative portions of the code that required permits above that height). Some suggested that this may be an item for future interpretation policy discussions.

Kathryn suggested that everyone visit the San Jose website to review plan check note #27 that suggests that commercial walk-in cooler/freezers need to be accessible (i.e., Target and other retail stores), and how to accomplish this requirement.

Next meeting date – April 8th, Milpitas City Hall 

Meeting adjourned at 3:25 p.m.

