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Question:

Can Article 3.2.2.60. be applied to a 2 storey building of Group A Division 2 major
occupancy, where the building has no Group D major occupancy?

Interpretation:
No.

Article 3.2.2.60. allows a 6-storey building of Group D major occupancy to be of combustible
construction, with a maximum allowable building area of 9000 m? for a 2 storey building. A
Group A Division 2 major occupancy is permitted below the third storey.

This is inconsistent with Article 3.2.2.26. for a building of Group A Division 2 major
occupancy, which permits a maximum building area of only 2400 m? for a sprinklered 2
storey building of combustible construction. It does not allow combustible construction of an
A2 major occupancy in a building of more than 2 storeys.

For example, Article 3.2.2.60. permits a maximum building area of 4500 m? for a 4 storey
building. If a 2 storey building of A2 major occupancy has a building area of 4500 m?,
noncombustible construction is required by Article 3.2.2.26. However, if 2 storeys of Group D
major occupancy of the same area are added on top, the A2 occupancy in the larger building
would now be permitted by Article 3.2.2.60. to be of combustible construction.
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There are similar inconsistencies in the BCBC requirements that have been introduced in
recent years to allow 6 storey buildings of Group C major occupancy, and encapsulated
mass timber buildings of Group C and Group D major occupancy. While it may seem
logical to apply Article 3.2.2.60. for larger 2 storey combustible buildings of A2 occupancy,
this is not specifically permitted by the BCBC. Application of Article 3.2.2.60. requires that
the building have a Group D major occupancy on at least 1 storey.

Applying Article 3.2.2.60. to a building of Group A Division 2 major occupancy, with no

Group D major occupancy, would require an alternative solution and acceptance by the
authority having jurisdiction.
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