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Question: 

Sentence 3.2.3.14.(3) exempts the separation distance (Do) in Sentence 3.2.3.14.(1) in sprinklered 
fire compartments that are not on opposite sides of a firewall. However, Sentence (3) does not 
explicitly mention fire resistance rating requirements of Sentence 3.2.3.14.(2). 

For fire compartments that are not on opposite sides of a firewall , do the fire separation 
requirements of Sentence 3.2.3.14.(2) still apply if the compartments are sprinklered? 

Interpretation: 

No. 

Sentence 3.2.3.14.(1) requires unprotected openings in the exterior wall of a fire compartment to be 
separated by a distance (Do) of unprotected openings in a separate fire compartment when the walls 
are at an angle of less than 135°. The distance (Do) is calculated based on the greater limiting 
distance of the 2 exposing building faces and the angle of exterior walls relative to each other. 

Sentence 3.2.3.14.(2) requires the exterior walls to have a fire resistance rating commensurate with 
the required fire rating between the fire compartments and the remainder of the building. The fire 
resistance rating of the exterior walls shall be measured from the point of intersection to a distance 
(Do) calculated in Sentence 3.2.3.14.(1) . 

Unless the compartments are on opposite sides of a firewall , Sentence 3.2.3. 14.(3) waives the 
requirement to determine the distance (Do) when the compartments are sprinklered. 

Sentence (2) requires the fire rating to be applied at a distance (Do), but in in certain circumstances, 
(Do) is not required to be determined in accordance with Sentence (3). In that instance the fire 
resistance rating required in Sentence (2) cannot be applied because the value of the distance (Do) is 
not known. 

Patrick Shek, P.Eng., CP, FEC, Committee Chair 
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Although Sentence 3.2.3.14.(3) only mentions Sentence 3.2.3.14.(1), the values determined in 
Sentence (1) are necessary to apply Sentence (2) . Therefore it logically follows that the waiver in 
Sentence (3) applies to both Sentences ( 1) and (2). 
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