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MINUTES 

 

Fire Prevention Fire Protection (FPFP) Technical Advisory Committee 

 

The Fire Prevention and Fire Protection Advisory Committee (FPFP) for the Board of Building Regulations and 

Standards held a meeting on March 1, 2017, at 9:00 a.m., at 50 Maple Street Milford, MA 01757.  

 

Call to Order: The chair called the meeting to order @ 9:06 am  

 

1. Roll Call  
 

Robert Carasitti Chair (RC) ☒ present  ☐ absent 

Dave LeBlanc V-Chair (DL) ☒ present  ☐ absent 

Walter Adams (WA) ☒ present  ☐ absent 

Don Contois (DC) ☒ present  ☐ absent 

Harold Cutler (HL) ☐ present  ☒ absent 

Rob Anderson (or designee) ☒ present  ☐ absent Designee: Jeff Putnam (JP) 

Chief Gary McCarraher (GM) ☐ present  ☒ absent  

Boston Fire Commissioner (or Designee) ☐ present  ☒ absent Designee: Paul Donga (PD) 

State Fire Marshal (or designee) ☒ present  ☐ absent Designee: Jen Hoyt (JH) 

Kurt Ruchala (KR) ☐ present  ☒ absent 

Louise Vera (LV)  ☒ present  ☐ absent   
 

o A quorum of 7 out of 11 was achieved at 9:06 am.  

 

2. FPFP #1.2 - Like-kind replacement of fire protection equipment. 

 

The committee continued the discussion on “like kind” replacement of fire protection systems. JH 

prepared a document titled “Interpretation – Like/In-Kind” that served as basis of summarizing the FPFP 

discussion to date along with recommendations from the fire service. The document was circulated prior 

to the meeting and several members provided comment which JH then incorporated into the document. 

At the meeting discussion centered on the revised document and it was suggested that the document 

better reflected an FAQ (Frequently Asked Question) response rather than an interpretation. 

 

A motion was made to rename the document to “FAQ – Like/In-Kind” and send the document to BBRS 

for consideration along with the recommendation that it be approved as an FAQ: 

Motioned (DC) and seconded (LV). Motion was approved. Vote: 7-0-0.  

 

3. FPFP #1.3 - Stretched ceiling product review for code compliance. 
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The chair reported that the manufacturer had sent responses to the questions on sprinkler activation but 

the responses were the same surface burning characteristic tests as previously submitted with the 

exception of new information provided by way of a 1 page letter containing an opinion relative to the 

melting point of the material. 

 

The committee reviewed the letter and discussed the issue further. The letter only addressed the melting 

point but did not answer the question regarding performance under fire conditions that show the ceiling 

stays in place long enough for sprinkler activation. The committee expressed concern that the question 

asked was not specifically answered with supporting data. 

 

A motion was made that the committee: 

• Acknowledges the receipt of the information to date but that the responses received do not address 

the question raised relative to sprinkler operation. 

• Report back to BBRS that the ceiling meets 780 CMR criteria for interior finish and any installation 

must meet the installation criteria. 

• There is still a concern with the performance of the ceiling under fire conditions. More specifically 

that the ceiling may be affected such that it obstructs sprinkler operation (by losing its stiffness 

under heat) or that it may not stay in place long enough for sprinklers to operate. Also, there is 

concern that the combustible material is exposed to the concealed space which necessitates 

sprinklers above the ceiling. 

 

Motioned (WA) and seconded (DC). Motion was approved. Vote: 7-0-0.  

 

4. FPFP #1.6 – Fire Rated Duct Assignment 

 

FPFP #1.6 was discussed again at length with members of the committee. Key points of the discussion 

are as follows: 

 

a. Fire rating performance is always based upon the criteria of ASTM E119 (or UL 263). 

b. All fire rated duct products rely on alternative testing to ASTM E119 and therefore are not 

meeting the prescriptive provision. 

c. Therefore, the use of such products require approval by the building official as either: 

i. A Modification under 104.10,  

ii. An Alternate Material, Design and Method of Construction and Equipment under 104.11, 

or 

iii. As a Compliance Alternative under 34-101.5.0 (existing buildings). 

iv. As always, the Appeal process under 112 is available as well.  

 

It is noted that the discussion acknowledges that use of fire rated duct systems which can demonstrate 

with documented alternative testing to ASTME E-119 for fire exposure from the interior and the exterior 

(and considering orientation), could be approved under 104.11. By comparison fire rated duct systems 

that are tested from only the interior or the exterior and not without distinction of orientation would be 

expected to need additional rational analysis to demonstrate compliance with the code intent for a 

specific case. As such, the latter is more likely to require approval under 104.10 or 34-101.5.0 for 

existing buildings.  

 

A motion was made to forward this information to the BBRS for their consideration.  

Motioned (DL) and seconded (DC). Motion was approved. Vote: 7-0-0. 

   

5. FPFP #1.8 – Emergency Responder Radio Coverage Questions from Public 
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The chair reported that the committee’s previous work was completed. A general discussion on 

furthering knowledge and clarity on ERRC systems was briefly completed. No motions and no votes. 

(COMPLETED/PLACEHOLDER). 

 

6. FPFP #1.9 – Chapter 9 Narrative Guideline Assignment 

 

The committee took up discussion of the development of a new Chapter 9 Narrative Guideline 

Document. JH provided a draft of such guidelines for a basis of discussion. Comments from several 

members were discussed with a common theme being that the guidelines need to be more simplistic and 

understandable. In particular, the guidelines are about the production of the narrative and what must be 

ultimately contained therein. It is not the intent of the exercise to be a code summary of all required 

submission items from Chapter 9. 

 

The committee members will complete their individual reviews of the documents available, and the 

discussion will continue at the next FPFP meeting. No motions or votes were taken. 

 

7. A motion was made to adjourn the meeting (DC) and seconded (WA).  

Motion was approved. Vote: 7-0-0. 

 

Meeting was adjourned at 11:30 pm.  

 


