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exemptions

9.10.15.3.(1)(b), 9.10.15.4.(1), 9.10.1.3.(8), 3.2.5.12.(3),

Building Code Reference(s): NFPA 13D 2010 edition 8.6.4.

Question:

If a house is fully sprinklered to NFPA 13D, but the attached garage remains unsprinklered as
permitted by NFPA 13D exception, must the limiting distance for purposes of spatial separation and
exposure protection be halved in accordance with Clause 9.10.15.3.(1)(b)?

Interpretation:

No.

A house with an automatic sprinkler system is protected to NFPA 13D by application of Sentences
9.10.1.3.(8) and 3.2.5.12.(3). NFPA 13D, 8.6.2, requires sprinklers to be installed in all areas except
where omissions are permitted by 8.6.2 through 8.6.7. Reference 8.6.4 permits omission of sprinklers
in garages. Notwithstanding this and other permitted omissions, the house is still considered fully
sprinklered.

Therefore Clause 9.10.15.3.(1)}(b) would not be applicable to such a protected house and the limiting
distance would not be required by this clause to be halved for the purposes of spatial separation and
exposure protection:

Note that the NFPA 13D commentary A.8.6.4 does explain that: “Although NFPA 13D does not
require garages to be sprinklered, some authorities having jurisdiction take it upon themselves to add
this requirement locally. In such circumstances, residential or quick-response sprinklers with a two
sprinkler design in the garage with the same piping used in the rest of the dwelling can be used. It is
recognized that residential sprinklers have not been tested specifically for fires in garages, but field
experience has shown that the sprinklers help to alert occupants to the fact that there is a fire, to
reduce the possibility of flashover, and to improve the chances for occupants to escape.”

Patrick Shek, p.Eng., cP, FEC, Committee Chair

The views expressed are the consensus of the joint committee with members representing AIBC, EGBC and BOABC, which form the BC Building
Code Interpretation Committee. The Building and Safety Standards Branch, Province of BC and the City of Vancouver participate in the committee’s
proceedings with respect to interpretations of the BC Building Code. The purpose of the committee is to encourage uniform province wide
interpretation of the BC Building Code. These views should nat be considered as the official interpretation of legislated requirements based on the
BC Building Code, as final responsibility for an interpretation rests with the local Authority Having Jurisdiction. The views of the joint committee
should not be construed as legal advice.
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