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.Building Code Reference(s): 3.2.8.5.(1)a), 3.3.1.12.(12), 3.3.5.7.(3)(Q)
Question:

The building code has various wording for the distance between doors in succession and the length
of vestibules. What is the governing dimension for vestibules between a storage garage and an
adjacent occupancy?

Interpretation:

.| Clause 3.3.5.7.(3)(a) specifically relates to storage garages and requires that the total length of the
- | vestibule be a minimum of 1800 mm. This clause does not mention the minimum distance between

doars in series.

Clause 3.3.1.12.(12) requires that doors in series be separated by a minimum of 1220 mm between -
the swing of one door to the successive door. For a typical 900 mm wide doors, this would resultina -
vestibule with 2 minimum length of 2120 mm, which is more restrictive than Clause 3.3.5.7.(3)(a).

This sentence is relevant to storage garages, so the length of vestibule serving a storage garage

must also meet this criteria.

if the doors in series are perpendicular to one another, rather than parallel, the 1220 mm distance
between door swings is still applicable.

Clause 3.2.8.5.(1)a) requires that doorways be 1800 mm apart for vestibules that serve
interconnected floor spaces. This clause is not relevant to storage garages.
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R. J. Light, Committee Chair

The views expressed are the consensus of the joint committea of AIBC, APEGBC, BOABC, and POABC, which fom the BC Building Code
interpretation Committee. The purpose of the committes is to encourage uniform province wide interpretation of the BC Building Code. These views
should not be considersd as the official inlerpretation of legislated requirements based on the BC Building Code, as final responsibility for an
interpretation rests wilh the local Authority Having Jurisdiction. The views of the joint committee should not be construed as [egal advice.




